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1.

Apologies For Absence and Changes in Joint Committee Membership
To note any changes in membership for this meeting of the Joint Committee
made in accordance with Council procedure Rule 4.3

2.

Minutes
To receive the Minutes of the meeting held on 15th October 2018

3.

Chairman’s Announcements

4.

Declarations of Interest
To receive any declarations of interest from members, in accordance with the
Joint Agreement

5.

Deputations
To receive any deputations of which notice has been lodged

6.

PUSH Co-ordinators report
This represents an additional method for PUSH business to be reported to the
Joint Committee. The report provides an opportunity for issues which are
significant, but do not justify a full report in their own right, to be brought to the
attention of the Joint Committee for a decision. It will also provide updates from
the Delivery Panel Chairs

7.

PUSH Budget Monitoring Report
To receive a report on the Capital & Revenue Budget 2018/19.

8.

Implications of the revised NPPF for PUSH Position statement.
To receive a report on Implications of the revised NPPF for PUSH Position
statement.

9.

Green Belt
To receive a report on the Consideration of Green Belt Designation.

10. Bird Aware Solent
To receive a report on the Budget proposal for Bird Aware Solent 2019/2010.

11. Green Infrastructure Study
To receive a report on the Green Infrastructure Study.

12. Schedule of Meetings for the Municipal Year 2019/20
To consider a report by the Head of Democratic Services, Fareham Borough
Council, which asks the Joint Committee to note its schedule of meeting dates
for the municipal year 2019/20.
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1.

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE AND CHANGES IN JOINT COMMITTEE
MEMBERSHIP
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Edward Heron (New
Forest DC); Christopher Hammond (Southampton CC); Gerald Vernon-Jackson
(Portsmouth CC) and Caroline Horrill (Winchester CC).
Chief Executive apologies were received from Bob Jackson (New Forest DC);
Nick Tustian (Eastleigh BC) with Natalie Wigman deputising and John Metcalf
(Isle of Wight Council) with Wendy Perera deputising.

2.

MINUTES
RESOLVED that the minutes of the PUSH Joint Committee meeting held on 05
June 2018 be confirmed as a correct record.

3.

CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS
There were no Chairman’s announcements made at this meeting.

4.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
There were no declarations of interest made at this meeting.

5.

DEPUTATIONS
There were no deputations made at this meeting.

6.

PUSH CO-ORDINATOR’S REPORT
The Joint Committee received a report from Paddy May, PUSH Co-ordinator,
which covered issues which are significant, but do not justify a full report to be
brought to the attention of the Joint Committee for decision or for information.
RESOLVED that the Joint Committee:
1. NOTES and APPROVES the Bird Aware 2017/2018 Annual Report; and
2. NOTES the matters for information outlined in Part B of the report.

-37.

PUSH AIR QUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT
The Joint Committee received the report David Hayward, Planning Policy
Manager at Havant Borough Council and a presentation from Dr. Jessica Virdo
of Ricardo Energy and Environment in respect of the PUSH Air Quality Impact
Assessment. This Assessment gives the PUSH Authorities a robust evidence
base to take forward through Local Plans.
RESOLVED that the Joint Committee:
1. NOTES and ENDORSES the PUSH Air Quality Impact Assessment as part
of the collective evidence base to inform future Local Plans and deliver the
development proposed in the PUSH Spatial Position Statement;
2. NOTES and ACKNOWLEDGES that air quality is a strategic issue and
continued collaborative working amongst PUSH authorities will be needed;
3. NOTES and ACKNOWLEDGES that the PUSH Air Quality Impact
Assessment provides a strategic baseline for the purpose of informing future
planning policies. It does not necessarily support other local authority
functions or regulatory regimes concerning air quality. This includes the Local
Air Quality Management regime (Environment Act 1995 Part IV) and duties
placed upon authorities to support the UK Plan for Reducing Roadside
Nitrogen Dioxide; and
4. ENDORSES the approach of PUSH authorities continue to work together to
address the issue of air quality. It is acknowledged that this work is best
undertaken by the Planning Officers Group or a working group attached to
that group and requires input from officers working in Environmental Health
and Public Health to ensure that the wider perspective is taken into account.

8.

REVISED NPPF – DUTY TO COOPERATE AND INFRASTRUCTURE
INVESTMENT
The Joint Committee received a report from Claire Upton-Brown, Portsmouth
City Council in respect of the revision to the National Planning Policy
Framework and the implications for PUSH Authorities to the reliance that can be
given to the PUSH Position Statement under the Duty to Co-operate.
RESOLVED that the Joint Committee:
1. AGREES that the PUSH Authorities should work together, under the
Duty to Cooperate, to seek to produce a Statement of Common
Ground; and
2. AGREES to give authority to the PUSH Authorities to explore the
production of an Infrastructure Investment Plan.
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9.

THE LOCAL ENTERPRISE PARTNERSHIP (LEP) REVIEW
The Joint Committee received a report from Paddy May, the PUSH Coordinator
outlining the main elements of the HM Government paper “Strengthened Local
Enterprise Partnerships” and the proposals submitted by the Solent LEP in
respect of geographical boundaries and the action plan in response to other
recommendations made within the HM Government Report in respect of
governance arrangements.
Anne-Marie Mountifield, the Chief Executive of the Solent Local Enterprise
Partnership updated the members of the Joint Committee about the approach
that the Solent LEP is taking.
RESOLVED that the Joint Committee:
1. NOTES the contents of the “Strengthened Enterprise Partnerships” paper
(outlined in section A of the report); and
2. NOTES the geography proposal submitted by the Solent LEP (outlined in
section B of the report).

(The meeting started at 6:03pm and ended at 7:28pm).
(NB:

The next meeting of the Partnership for Urban South Hampshire (PUSH) Joint
Committee will be held on 04 December 2018).

Item 6

Report to the
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire
Joint Committee
Date:

04 December 2018

Report of:

Paddy May, PUSH Coordinator

Subject:

PUSH COORDINATOR'S REPORT

SUMMARY
The Coordinator's report provides an opportunity for issues which are significant, but
do not justify a full report in their own right, to be brought to the attention of the Joint
Committee for decision or for information. The report is divided into Parts A and B
accordingly.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee NOTES the matters for Information
outlined in Part B of this report.

[1]

PART A: MATTERS FOR DECISION
There are no items for decision to report.

PART B: MATTERS FOR INFORMATION

1) Update from Planning and Infrastructure
Water Management
The Water Quality Working Group (WQWG) has now been established and has held
its first meeting on the 28th September 2018. The WQWG enables key stakeholders
(including local authorities, water companies, Natural England and the Environment
Agency) to work together to find out how we can enable the proposed housing growth
across the PUSH region without exacerbating and hopefully improving, the water
quality of the designated sites; Special Area of Conservation and Special Protection
Area along the Hampshire Rivers and Solent coastline. This work is key to enable local
authorities and developers to answer the requirements of the Habitats Directive and
Water Framework Directive when preparing their applications/local plans.
Hampshire Housing Deal
The local authorities have been working with the LEPs to explore whether there could
be one or more Housing Deals for the Hampshire area. MHCLG have stated that any
housing deal would have to involve increasing housing numbers by about 20% over
the agreed housing need figures and that they would be prepared to consider deals
with a "coalition of the willing". The work on this housing deal is ongoing.
Solent Waders and Brent Goose Strategy
Work has taken place to develop a Solent Waders and Brent Goose Strategy which
includes the guidance on mitigation and off-setting requirements. The Strategy has
been developed and it will be an item for a future Joint Committee meeting.
2) Update from Energy and Green Economy
The Solent LEP Energy Strategy is now scheduled to be discussed at the December
Solent LEP Board meeting. The assessment of whether the energy storage projects
that PUSH agreed in principle to fund, subject to compatibility with the LEP strategy
will be actioned after this.
3) Update from Culture, Creative Industries and the Built Environment
Solent Design Awards
The PUSH Design Practitioner Group have decided to continue the design awards in
2019. This time however the judging process will be delivered in-house. The
nomination process will open in January and the Awards will be announced in July.

[2]

Creative Network South
-

Apprenticeships - On the 30th of October Southampton City College hosted a
Creative, Cultural and Digital Industries Employer Networking Event. The event
forms part of the joint Hampshire Chamber of Commerce and Artswork arts council
initiative to promote apprenticeships and work-based learning in the digital and
creative sectors. The event was attended by over 50 employers and training
providers. At the event, a range of innovative models for sharing apprentices
between SMEs and facilitating levy transfers were discussed.

-

Studio Provider Network - The CNS studio providers network continues to meet
three times a year, meetings are facilitated by Portsmouth City Council. The
Network includes 14 organisations providing affordable space for around 200
artists and makers.

-

Research Network - The CNS research network brings together practitioners and
researchers drawn from the four south Hampshire Universities to share research
and develop collaborative projects. Solent University have agreed to coordinate
the work of this network over the coming year.

-

Events - Over the next six months CNS will be supporting Venture fest South and
a Programme of events to promote culture and the creative economy in
Portsmouth which will be coordinated by Portsmouth City Council. CNS continues
to work with partners in Southampton to support creative growth Southampton,
which is an initiative to deliver networking opportunities, training and one to one
mentoring to micro creative businesses in the city.

CONCLUSION
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee NOTES the matters for Information
outlined in Part B of this report.
Background Papers: None
Reference Papers: None
Enquiries:
For further information on this report please contact:
Paddy May (PUSH Coordinator) Tel. No. 023 9283 4020
E-mail: Paddy.may@portsmouthcc.gov.uk
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Item 7

Report to the
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire
Joint Committee
Date:

04 December 2018

Report of:

Mel Creighton, Director of Finance & Commercialisation,
Southampton City Council

Subject:

CAPITAL AND REVENUE BUDGET MONITORING 2018/19

SUMMARY
This report provides an update for the Joint Committee on progress to date against the
revenue and capital programmes for the current financial year.

RECOMMENDATIONS
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee NOTES the spend for the year to date
against the capital and revenue budgets for 2018/19, as set out in this report.

-2-

INTRODUCTION
1.

This report provides an update for the Joint Committee on progress to date
against the approved revenue and capital programmes for the current financial
year.

RESOURCES
2.

Table 1 below shows the estimated PUSH resources available for 2018/19, which
includes the income received this financial year and balances carried forward
from 2017/18. The total resources for capital and revenue are the control totals
for the respective budgets.
Table 1: Total Resources Available

2018/19
Approved
Budget
June 18
£000

Revenue Funds
Core funding (local authorities)
Interest on balances
Balances c/f from previous year
Sub-Total
Capital Funds
Local Growth Fund to support SRM Projects
Total Resources

2018/19
Actual
received
to end
Oct 18
£000

0
3
374
377

0
0
374
374

615
992

615
989

REVENUE BUDGET
3. Table 2 below, sets out the revenue budgets for 2018/19, as approved by the Joint
Committee in June 2018 and spend in the current financial year to the end of
October.
Table 2 Revenue Allocations

Planning & Infrastructure
Energy & Green Economy
Culture, Creative Industries and the Built
Environment
European Collaboration Group
Core Projects & Central Costs
Unallocated Balances
Total

2018/19
Approved
Budget
June 18
£000
50
44

2018/19
Spend to
end Oct
18
£000
0
0

38

10

7
75
160
374

7
29
0
46

2018/19
Full year
Forecast
Mar 19
50
44
38
7
75
0
214

4. The Planning & Infrastructure Delivery Panel budget of £50,000 is to support the
updating and implementation of the PUSH Green Infrastructure Implementation
Plan amongst other work. There is committed spend so far of £16.5k (including

-3support for the Green Belt work) but more of the resources will be used to support
the work associated with the new NPPF.
5. The Energy and Green Economy Delivery Panel budget is to fund £30,000 for
innovative energy storage projects and £14,000 for the Low Carbon Economy work
stream. Energy storage is a new work stream for the panel and the budget is to
provide funding for projects that could improve energy storage in the region. There
are two current projects, one at looking at using battery powered back-up
generators rather than diesel to open up potential income streams and help improve
air quality, and another investigating the feasibility of using new technology to
combine solar and battery storage in social housing. Joint Committee agreed the
funding for these projects subject to their compatibility with the LEPs Energy
Strategy. The Low Carbon Economy work stream funding of £14,000 has been
earmarked to support a project by Portsmouth University that will further develop
the network of low carbon companies in the area, support new innovation and
growth and aid inward investment through the provision of grants.
6. The Culture, Creative Industries and the Built Environment Delivery Panel
budget is to fund a business support pilot in Southampton (£20,000), contributions
to Creative Network South (£10,000) and the Solent Design Awards (£5,000).
7. Notwithstanding the on-going exit negotiations the Solent EU Collaboration
Group delivery panel continues to facilitate and work jointly on activities pertaining
to securing European funding opportunities on a Solent wide basis. The budget of
£7,000 is for an annual subscription to Southern England Local Partners (SELP)
which is a partnership of Local Authorities, Universities and other public and private
stakeholders from Southern England that seeks to enhance understanding,
opportunity and engagement in European affairs across Southern England.
8. The Core Projects & Central Costs budget reflects commitments relating to
staffing costs, the website and other ongoing revenue activities led by the PUSH
central team.
9. The Unallocated Balance of £160,000 could be used to help fund the budget in
future financial years or for new projects as they arise. Discussions between the
PUSH partner bodies about the 2019/20 budget and the required level of funding
will take place over the coming months.
CAPITAL BUDGET
10. All capital schemes are part of the Solent LEP Local Growth Deal programme.
LOCAL GROWTH DEAL
11. PUSH secured funding from the Solent LEP Local Growth Deal for projects to
create and enhance publically accessible greenspaces as part of the Solent
Recreation Mitigation Project (SRMP). A remaining balance of funding of £615,000
was carried forward into 2018/19 and the specific project allocations are set out in
table 3 below.

-4Table 3 Capital Allocations:

2018/19

2018/19

Approved
Budget
June 18

Revised
Budget
Oct 18

Solent Recreation Mitigation project

Horsea Island, Portsmouth
Shoreburs Greenway, Southampton
Itchen Valley County Park, Eastleigh
Hayling Island Brent Goose Refuge, Havant
Total

£000
269
121
225
615

£000
269
121
225
615

2018/19
In year
grant
claims
to end
Oct 2018
£000
0
0
0
0
0

12. The Itchen Valley Country Park scheme was included in the approved budget in
June 2018 however the scheme will not be undertaken and has been removed from
the budget. In July 2018 the LEP approved to the transfer of this budget to a project
to create a Brent Goose Refuge on Hayling Island, managed by Havant Borough
Council.
CONCLUSION
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee NOTES the spend for the year to date
against the capital and revenue budgets for 2018/19, as set out in this report.
APPENDICES
None.
Background Papers:
Joint Committee 5 June 2018 – Item 9: Capital and Revenue Budget Monitoring
2017/18 and Capital and Revenue Budgets 2018/19.

Enquiries:
For further information on this report please contact:
Mel Creighton, Service Director - Finance
T: 023 8083 4897
E: mel.creighton@southampton.gov.uk

Paddy May, PUSH Co-ordinator
T: 023 9283 4020
E: paddy.may@portsmouthcc.gov.uk

Jo Knight, Service Lead – Finance
T: 023 8083 2585
E: jo.knight@southampton.gov.uk

Item 8

Report to the
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire
Joint Committee

Date:

04 December 2018

Report of:

Claire Upton-Brown Assistant Director City Development

Subject:

IMPLICATIONS OF THE REVISED NPPF FOR PUSH POSITION
STATEMENT.

RECOMMENDATION
The RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee: a) AUTHORISES the use of unallocated balances to enable the commencement of
the necessary work; and
b) Brings forward to the next PUSH Joint Committee the budget report proposals
that would enable sufficient additional funding through re-allocation and/or
subscription to meet the cost of the additional work that will be necessary.
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INTRODUCTION
1. At the PUSH Joint Committee meeting of 15th October 2018 it was agreed that the
PUSH authorities should work together under the Duty to Co-operate, to seek to
produce a Statement of Common Ground. This would need to include looking at
the potential for a Green Belt in the South Hampshire. It also gave authority to
explore the production of an Infrastructure Investment Plan with a report to come
back to the Joint Committee to give an overview of the scope of the work needed,
budget, and suggested governance arrangements. Whilst authorities are at
different stages of Plan preparation all current PUSH authorities will derive benefit
from this work.
2. This report sets out further details on what needs to be done to inform a Statement
of Common Ground and Infrastructure Investment Plan and the resource
implications for PUSH together with scope of work required for the both pieces of
work with the Statement of Common Ground informing the infrastructure
Investment Plan.

BACKGROUND
3. Whilst there is still a lack of guidance for MHCLG on the template for the
Statement of Common Ground the following matters will need to be considered to
inform the work:
-The rationale behind the geographical area covered
-Clarification of the strategic issues for the area to be covered by the Statement
-Alignment with the Industrial Strategy
4. New strategic developments for;
-Housing with LPAs agreeing housing need figure and buffer and agree the
distribution - this work will involve understanding options for meeting unmet
need then assess impact to evidence whether they are deliverable options.
-Employment - revisit the work already done and reassess need and
distribution, this work will also include some areas not included in the previous
work such as looking at Logistics needs.
-Retail/leisure/other commercial development- looks at the existing retail
hierarchy and consider whether this is still correct or whether this opens up
other options.
5. The Infrastructure work will need to consider:
-Transport and associated work on Sub Regional Transport Model (SRTM)understand whether the network can support the level of growth, what further
transport infrastructure needed to support sustainable growth
-Telecommunications
-Utilities -waste/water/water quality
-Flood risk - update to Strategic flood risk model
-Coastal change management
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-Energy
-Community facilities (health, social care, education, culture)
-Green infrastructure - net ecological gain
-Air quality
-Community resilience
6. Evidence on the infrastructure needed to support growth may demonstrate that the
level of growth is not deliverable.
7. To achieve appropriate governance and ensure delivery it is suggested that there
is a MoU between authorities setting out how co-operation will be managed and
the ways agreement will be reached or differences resolved.
8. The PUSH authorities now need to agree a work programme and a consistent
approach to conducting Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability
Assessment (SHELAA) with a timetable for each authority completing this work to
inform the distribution of development and the amount of unmet need to enable
options to be identified and tested. Given the NPPF suggests undertaking a study
which looks at Urban Living Capacity of Retail-Residential New build and
conversions, there may well be an agreement that this is also done quickly to
further inform housing distribution.
9. There remains uncertainty over housing numbers. A further consultation that runs
until 7 December 2018 about how the government propose to alter the standard
method for assessing local housing need to ensure that it is consistent with
increasing the supply of homes. Within the consultation it has been confirmed that
recent household projections, published by the Office of National Statistic (ONS)
has led some areas to reconsider the number of homes they were planning.
However the Office for National Statistics (ONS), has confirmed lower household
projections do not mean fewer homes need to be built. Work therefore needs to
proceed on the bases that this will be the outcome of the consultation.
10. Whilst a considerable evidence base was produced to support the PUSH Position
Statement this work needs to be reviewed and further work commissioned quickly.
The timetable for doing this work needs to stretch over months rather than years.

Resources
11. Given the volume of work that is required for the Statement of Common Ground
and the Infrastructure Investment Plan, there is a need for a dedicated Project coordinator supported by a Project Manager to ensure that work is progressed within
agreed timescales. These staff will need to have a significant knowledge of the
subject area and be able to commission further technical work. Ideally PUSH
would look to for authorities to explore secondment opportunities.
12. Whilst there has been a PUSH subscription holiday for the last two years, with
activity funded through the use of unallocated balances, this was always done on
the basis that there could be a need to resource future significant work. Subject to
the outcomes of the NPPF and central government's approval to housing numbers
we now know that this work is required. This means that all authorities will need to
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commit financial and staffing resource at a senior level and prioritise this work to
ensure that it progresses at speed. It is estimated at this stage that there needs to
be a budget stretching over 2 years for this work. The first year (2019-20) will be
when the bulk of the work will be undertaken and it is estimated that this will need
a budget in the region of £250,000, significantly reducing in the second year to
below £100,000. Whilst this is only an estimate, similar work carried out in other
areas has needed significant resource to ensure that the work is completed within
a short time period.
13. In order to meet such a budget requirement it is estimated that PUSH Councils
would need to prepare to contribute the similar amount as the previous annual
subscription in the first year reducing to a half subscription in the second year. A
paper on this will be brought to the next Joint Committee Meeting for decision by
which time more accurate costs will be available.
Governance
14. Given the need to maintain momentum there needs to be a regular reporting
mechanism. It is recommended that the Chairman of the PUSH Planning Officers’
Group together with the PUSH Co-ordinator meet and report monthly to the lead
Chief Executive for Planning and Infrastructure. The lead Chief Executive will
provide an update report to Joint Committee every 3 months, or more frequently if
there is a need for the PUSH Joint Committee to make a key decision.

CONCLUSION
15. There is considerable overlap with this work and the discussion relating to Housing
Growth Deal(s). All the work required to inform the Statement of Common Ground
and Infrastructure investment plan would be needed to inform any Housing Growth
Deal(s) going forward, a Housing Growth Deal(s) could not progress without this
evidence and understanding. As my earlier report advised there is an urgent
need for all PUSH authorities to seek to achieve an up to date position on Duty to
Co-operate and a Statement of Common Ground. This work will inform any future
work on any Housing Deal(s).

RECOMMENDATION
The RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee: a) AUTHORISES the use of unallocated balances to enable the commencement of
the necessary work; and
b) Brings forward to the next PUSH Joint Committee the budget report proposals
that would enable sufficient additional funding through re-allocation and/or
subscription to meet the cost of the additional work that will be necessary.
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Background Papers:
None
Reference Papers:
None
Enquiries:
For further information on this report please contact:Claire Upton-Brown Assistant Director of City Development Portsmouth City
Council
T: 02392834299
E: Claire.upton-brown@portsmouthcc.gov.uk
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Item 9

Report to the
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire
Joint Committee

Date:

04 December 2018

Report of:

Claire Upton-Brown Assistant Director City Development

Subject:

CONSIDERATION OF GREEN BELT DESIGNATION

SUMMARY
The report sets out the background to Green Belt, the impact of Green Belt
designation and potential alternatives. The report concludes that proper consideration
of whether there is a case to seek Green Belt designation will be informed by the
Duty to Co-operate work.

RECOMMENDATION
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee CONSIDERS revisiting the rationale
and justification for a Green Belt designation across the PUSH area be fully
considered as part of the work to be carried out under the Duty to Co-operate.
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INTRODUCTION
1. At the Joint Committee meeting it was agreed that the PUSH Planning Officer
Group should bring a full report back to the Joint Committee, in light of the
presentation by CPRE, to advise whether there is any justification for considering
a Green Belt across the PUSH area.

BACKGROUND
2. The birth of Green Belts came in the Town and Country Planning Act 1947. The
purpose of Green Belts is to:
a. To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas
b. To prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another
c. To assist in safeguarding the countryside form encroachment
d. To presser the setting and special character f historic towns
e. To assist in urban regeneration by encouraging the recycling of derelict
and other urban land.
A later government circular in 1955 encouraged all local authorities to establish a
Green Belt - some did but many did not.
3. Guidance is provided within the NPPF on how authorities should deal with
development in the Green Belt, acknowledging that the essential characteristics of
Green Belts are their openness and their permanence. It should be noted that
Green Belt is a land use policy designation not a protection for high quality
landscapes.
Once Green Belts have been defined, local planning authorities should plan positively
to enhance their beneficial use, such as looking for opportunities to provide access to
these areas
a. to provide opportunities for outdoor sport and recreation
b. to retain and enhance landscapes, visual amenity and biodiversity
c. encourage the redevelopment of damaged and derelict land
4. The NPPF sets out that Green Belt should only be established in exceptional
circumstances, for example when planning for larger scale development such as
new settlements or major urban extensions. Any proposal for new Green Belt
should be set out in strategic policies which should
a. Demonstrate why normal planning and development management policies
would not be adequate
b. Set out whether any major changes in circumstances have made the adoption
of this exceptional measure necessary
5. Policy for a new Green Belt need to show what the consequences of the proposal
would be for sustainable development. It would need to demonstrate the
necessity for the Green Belt and its consistency with strategic policies for
adjoining areas and show how the Green Belt would meet the other objectives of
the Framework.
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6. When drawing up or reviewing Green Belt boundaries the need to promote
sustainable patterns of development should be taken into account. The boundary
needs to be consistent with the development plan strategy for meeting identified
requirements for sustainable development and not include land which it is
unnecessary to keep permanently open. it maybe necessary to identify areas of
safeguarded land between the urban area and the green Belt in order to meet
longer term development needs stretching well beyond the plan period. Further
there is a need to demonstrate the the Green Belt boundaries will not need to be
altered at the end of the plan period. Green Belt boundaries need to be defined
clearly using physical features that are readily recognisable and likely to be
permanent i.e. therefore at least 80 years.
7. Whilst Green Belt designation remains within the armoury of possible planning
policy there is no evidence to suggest that it has any central government support.
The direction of travel is in the other direction as illustrated below.

Implication of Green Belt designation
8. The designation of a Green Belt does not prevent development happening but
when considering planning applications local planning authorities should ensure
that substantial weight is given to any harm to the Green Belt. Lack of a 5 year
housing supply can amount to very special circumstances.
9. Once established Green Belt boundaries should only be altered where
exceptional circumstances are fully evidenced and justified though the preparation
or update of plans. Before releasing Green Belt land the authority should be able
to demonstrate that is has examined fully all other reasonable options for meeting
its identified need for development. This will be assessed through the examination
of its strategic policies and whether it makes as much use as possible of suitable
brownfield sites and underutilised land and optimises density. Further this need to
have been informed by discussions within neighbouring authorities about whether
they could accommodate some of the identified need for development as
demonstrated through a Statement of Common ground.
10. Where it has been concluded that it is necessary to release Green Belt land for
development plans should set out ways in which the impact of removing Green
Belt can be offset through compensatory improvements to the environmental
quality and accessibility of remained Green Belt land.
11. There are some recent examples of Green Belt release Guildford has proposed
significant release in its new Local Plan to meet objectively assessed needs
including unmet need from neighbouring authorities. Other authorities have
promoted the release of Green Belt the most significant is Coventry City Council
in its recently adopted Local Plan which releases 51% of Green Belt to deliver
7,000 homes.

Alternatives to Green Belt
12. There are alternative approaches to Green Belts that whilst having less planning
status provide spatial landscape areas between settlements. Alterative to Green
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Belt include landscape designation such as Strategic Gaps, local Green gaps or
wedges and local landscape protection policies. Land ownership ultimately is the
most effective mechanism to prevent development within an area. These can be
supported by local landscape policies and there are already some good examples
across the PUSH area.
CONCLUSION
13. Establishing a Green Belt in South Hampshire could only be supported through
meeting a challenging policy test. Once established Green Belt does not
completely protect land in the long term.
14. The NPPF sets out that Green Belt should only be established in exceptional
circumstances, for example when planning for larger scale development such as
new settlements or major urban extensions. Any proposal for new Green Belt
should be set out in strategic policies which should
a. Demonstrate why normal planning and development management policies would
not be adequate
b. Set out whether any major changes in circumstances have made the adoption of
this exceptional measure necessary
15. At the current time there is not the strategic position and this would be needed to
promote a Green Belt in South Hampshire. Whether there is a reason to promote
designation of a Green Belt is a matter that needs to be and will be considered as
part of the work under the Duty to Co-operate.

RECOMMENDATION
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee CONSIDERS revisiting the rationale
and justification for a Green Belt designation across the PUSH area be fully
considered as part of the work to be carried out under the Duty to Co-operate.
Background Papers:
CPRE presentation to Joint Committee June 2018
Presentation by LDA to PUSH POG
Reference Papers:
None
Enquiries:
For further information on this report please contact:Claire Upton-Brown Assistant Director of City Development
T: 02392834200
E: claire.upton-brown@portsmouthcc.gov.uk
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Item 10

Report to the
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire
Joint Committee Meeting
Date:

04 December 2018

Report of:

Paddy May, SRMP Board Chair
Anna Parry, Partnership Manager

Subject:

SOLENT RECREATION MITIGATION PARTNERSHIP STRATEGY
2019/20 BUDGET REQUEST

Summary

This report sets out the Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership 2019/20 budget
request and highlights the main differences from the 2018/19 budget. This matter is
considered annually by the PUSH Joint Committee.

RECOMMENDATION

It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee NOTES and ENDORSES the Solent
Recreation Mitigation Partnership's 2019/20 budget request.
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Introduction
1.

The purpose of this paper is to seek approval from the Joint Committee for the
Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership 2019/20 budget request.

SRMP Budget request
2.

The Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership's (SRMP) work is wholly funded
by developer contributions collected by each partner organisation and the work
of SRMP is not incorporated into the main PUSH budget.

3.

The Partnership is continuing to grow, and an extract from the 2017/18 Annual
Review showcases some of the achievements of the team, during a period
when the following activities were undertaken:

Achievement
Site visits
Hours on site
Total number of people engaged with during site visits
Engagements related to work of Bird Aware Solent
Engagements related to impact of bird disturbance
Community events attended
Number of people engaged with at events
Bird Aware leaflets given out
Twitter followers at 31st March 2018
Facebook followers at 31st March 2018
Instagram followers at 31st March 2018

Figure
466
1759
5184
4645
2831
33
1727
3407
733
381
142

4.

The amount which will be received in the future cannot be accurately predicted,
so a judgement needs to be made annually on an appropriate budget for the
coming year. Information collected quarterly related to developer contributions
received and annual planning permission data helps inform the budget for each
coming year.

5.

Additionally, the board maintains a financial reserve to cushion the peaks and
troughs in development activity and thus money received by the Partnership.
This means that if income is lower than outgoings in 2019/20, money from the
reserves would be used to meet any shortfall.

6.

The proposed budget for 2019/20 is £1,175k, which includes a £750k
contribution to the in-perpetuity fund, leaving £425k for the implementation of
mitigation measures. These measures include a team of 3 all year Rangers,
further supported by 3 seasonal Rangers during the winter, a Brand and
Communications Officer, a Dog Initiatives Leader and the Partnership Manager.
The in-perpetuity fund is part of the agreed Strategy and vital to allow for the
work of the Partnership to continue until 2114, whilst payments into the scheme
are due to halt in 2034.

7.

The budget will also fund the vital monitoring surveys and data collection
activities which during winter 2019/20 will include disturbance monitoring, car
park surveys, access management assessments and a bird count. Furthermore,
2 of 4

it provides for the development of targeted engagement activities with dog
owners and walkers, as research shows that around 47% of all major
disturbance incidences involve a dog off the lead.
8.

The proposed budget for 2019/20 is therefore:
Table 1: Proposed 2019/20 budget
Item
Rangers

000s
210

Dog initiatives

20

Partnership Manager

30

Operating budget

10

Monitoring

50

Brand and Communications Lead

40

Comms operational budget

10

Graphic Design Support

15

Dog Initiatives Lead Officer

40

Sub-total

425

Contribution to in-perpetuity fund

750

Total budget

1175

Differences from 2018/19 Budget
9.

The proposed budget for 2019/20 sees a higher spend than that for 2018/19
(this was a total of £350k). Much of this is in line with the decision in 2017 that a
proportion of the reserve fund be spent on additional staffing resources. This is
a necessary response to the level of planning permissions granted being higher
than originally anticipated at this stage, therefore more mitigation measures are
required ahead of the original timeline.

10.

The proposed budget also contains a £15k increase for monitoring work. This is
based on experience that the tenders for the required works are proving to be
more expensive than originally budgeted for. This work remains a vital part of
the Strategy as it is used to help confirm whether mitigation measures are
working as anticipated, and whether refinements or adjustments are necessary.
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11.

The proposed contribution to the in-perpetuity fund is also higher than that
proposed in the 2018/19 budget (450k) and reflects the anticipated higher
income from developer contributions now being received under the new
charging structure associated with the long term Strategy.

Reserve Fund Update
12.

The reserve fund balance has continued to grow in the last financial year:

Reserves brought forward @ 31/03/17
Contribution to reserves 17/18
Reserves carried forward @ 31/03/18

550,702
297,591
848,293

13.

Since the implementation of the long term Strategy on 1st April 2018, a new
higher developer contribution rate applies. However, there is an anticipated
delay in receiving this higher level of income as some contributions only
become payable once development commences on site.

14.

Therefore it is anticipated that a proportion of the reserve fund will be utilised in
2019/20, but that the balance is likely to remain above £500k. For information,
the current balance of the in perpetuity fund is £534,774.

RECOMMENDATION
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee NOTES and ENDORSES the Solent
Recreation Mitigation Partnership's proposed budget for 2019/20.

ENQUIRIES:
For further information on this report please contact:Anna Parry
Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership Manager
Tel: 02392 834164
Email: Anna.Parry@portsmouthcc.gov.uk
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Item 11

Report to the
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire
Joint Committee
Date:

04 December 2018

Report of:

Garry King, Project Manager (Policy) Hampshire County Council

Subject:

SOUTH HAMPSHIRE GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 2018

SUMMARY
The provision of an integrated Green Infrastructure (GI) network across the subregion is crucial to enable planned sustainable economic growth and development as
set out in the PUSH Spatial Position Statement 2016. The Joint Committee at its
meeting of 14 March 2017 adopted the South Hampshire Green Infrastructure
Strategy 2017. The Strategy was subsequently updated in July 2018 taking account
of the publication of the Local Nature Partnership’s (LNP) Ecological Network Map,
national policy changes resulting from the review of the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) and the publication of the Government’s 25 Year Environment
Plan, and published on the PUSH website. The GI Strategy provides the vision, policy
framework, drivers and evidence for strategic GI planning for the South Hampshire
part of the PUSH sub-region. This report provides a summary of the preparation of
the South Hampshire Green Infrastructure Implementation Plan 2018, which will
deliver the GI Strategy.

RECOMMENDATION
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee ADOPTS the South Hampshire
Green Infrastructure Implementation Plan 2018, subject to any final changes
recommended by the Joint Committee and improvements including updates to
mapping, formatting for publication and inclusion of further necessary project detail
from PUSH partners.
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INTRODUCTION
1.

GI planning in the PUSH sub-region is supported by ‘Position Statement G1:
Green Infrastructure’ and supporting text included in the PUSH Spatial
Position Statement 2016, and planned through the delivery of the adopted
PUSH Green Infrastructure Strategy 2017 (updated 2018).

2.

In order to deliver the GI Strategy, PUSH agreed that the PUSH Green
Infrastructure Implementation Framework 2012 should be reviewed and
updated. The draft South Hampshire Green Infrastructure Implementation Plan
2018 (appended to this report) is intended to replace the 2012 Framework.

3.

There is a need to ensure that strategic GI projects are delivered in South
Hampshire that enable growth and development by exploiting current and
future funding streams including from the Solent Local Enterprise Partnership
(LEP) or equivalent. It is also important that the South Hampshire GI
Implementation Plan 2018 provides both an effective framework for and
support to the delivery of the GI planning processes of PUSH constituent
authorities and partners at a local level.

BACKGROUND
4.

The PUSH Planning Officers Group agreed that the adopted 2010 PUSH GI
Strategy and the 2012 PUSH GI Implementation Framework should be
reviewed and refreshed, and continue to be presented as two separate
documents, allowing the Implementation Plan to be readily updated to reflect
changing circumstances and new GI opportunities. This approach was agreed
by the PUSH Planning and Infrastructure Delivery Panel at their meeting of 13
May 2016.

5.

Due to the natural separation of the Isle of Wight from the mainland, it was
agreed prior to May 2015 and again ratified at the PUSH Planning and
Infrastructure Delivery Group meeting of 13 May 2016, that the reviewed GI
Strategy and reviewed GI Implementation Plan would cover the South
Hampshire sub-region and complement strategic GI planning work undertaken
specifically for the Isle of Wight.

6.

A GI steering group comprising appropriate representatives of PUSH local
planning authorities and including representation from Natural England,
Environment Agency, Forestry Commission, New Forest National Park and
South Downs National Park, was established to steer the preparation of the
South Hampshire GI Strategy 2017. This steering group was re-established to
steer the preparation of the South Hampshire GI Implementation Plan 2018.

South Hampshire GI Implementation Plan 2018
7.

The purpose of the Implementation Plan is to identify a number of key strategic
GI projects and opportunities which PUSH and its partners can focus on, the
implementation of which will help deliver the objectives set out in the published
GI Strategy (presented in Appendix 1 of the Implementation Plan). The scope
of the Implementation Plan ensures that it:
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

is focused on enabling sustainable economic growth and development
is informed by the principles of the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF) and the Government’s 25 Year Environment Plan;
is focused on strategic scale GI;
maintains close links with Bird Aware Solent (Solent Recreation
Mitigation Partnership) and is aligned with the delivery of its strategy;
fosters partnership working with the Hampshire and Isle of Wight Local
Nature Partnership (LNP);
integrates with GI planning in neighbouring areas and acts as a
framework for the delivery of smaller scale GI at a local level;
will enhance quality of life for residents of the sub-region; and
improves the quality of South Hampshire’s valued natural environment.

8.

Although the GI Implementation Plan is an integral part of the GI Strategy, it
has been drafted to provide the reader with an appropriate level of GI planning
context to underpin project selection.

9.

A number of strategic GI projects, identified as being of sub-regional
importance against the criteria set out in the GI Strategy, have been included
in the Implementation Plan. The identification of projects is a combination of
geographical/functional need and the exploitation of resource opportunities.
Project lead organisations and supporting partners have been identified for
each project. Some strategic projects consist of a number of smaller subprojects where these collectively are of strategic importance to the PUSH subregion. Strategic GI projects set out in the Implementation Plan are:
• Strategic Recreational Access Network Project
• Strategic Flood Risk and Water Quality Project
• Solent Recreation Mitigation Project
• New Forest Strategic GI and European Sites Mitigation Project
• Havant Thicket Reservoir GI Project
• England Coastal Path Initiative
• South West Hampshire Forest Park Project
• Forest of Bere Woodlands Project
• Strategic Transport Corridor GI Project
• Greening the Urban Environment Initiative

10.

Monitoring, review and update of the GI Implementation Plan is important to
ensure continued and effective delivery of the GI Strategy. Eastleigh Borough
Council, Fareham Borough Council and East Hampshire District Council have
commenced or will shortly commence development of GI strategies for their
areas and it is important that this GI Implementation Plan reflects emerging GI
opportunities. It is recommended, therefore, within the document that a review
group monitor performance of Plan delivery and report this to the PUSH
Planning Officers Group (PUSHPOG) and that the Plan is reviewed and where
necessary updated at least annually.
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RECOMMENDATION
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee ADOPTS the South Hampshire
Green Infrastructure Implementation Plan 2018, subject to any final changes
recommended by the Joint Committee and improvements including updates to
mapping, formatting for publication and inclusion of further necessary project detail
from PUSH partners.

Reference Papers:
PUSH Spatial Position Statement 2016
South Hampshire Green Infrastructure Strategy 2017 (updated 2018)

Appendices:
Appendix 1 - South Hampshire Green Infrastructure Implementation Plan 2018.

Enquiries:
For further information on this report please contact:
Garry King
Hampshire Services
Tel: 01962 667946
Email: garry.king@hants.gov.uk
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Glossary
ANGst

Accessible Natural Greenspace standards

AONB

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

CIL

Community Infrastructure Levy

Defra

Department for the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

EA

Environment Agency

FCERM GiA

Flood and coastal erosion risk management Grant in Aid

GI

Green infrastructure

HBIC

Hampshire Biodiversity Information Centre

HLF

Heritage Lottery Fund

LEP

Local Enterprise Partnership

LLFA

Lead local flood authority

LNP

Local Nature Partnership

LNR

Local Nature Reserve

LPA

Local planning authority

MHCLG

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government

NE

Natural England

NFM

Natural flood management

NNR

National Nature Reserve

NPPF

National Planning Policy Framework

POG

Planning Officers Group

PPG

Planning Practice Guidance

PUSH

Partnership for Urban South Hampshire

RFCC

Regional Flood and Coastal Committee

SAM

Scheduled Ancient Monument

SANG

Suitable alternative natural greenspace

SINC

Site of Importance for Nature Conservation

SRMP

Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership

SRMS

Solent Recreation Mitigation Strategy

SuDS

Sustainable drainage systems

TCPA

Town and Country Panning Association

WEG

Water Environment Grant (EA)

WWNP

Working with natural processes
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Figure 1: South Hampshire part of the PUSH sub-region
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1.

Introduction and Background

1.1

The Partnership for Urban South Hampshire (PUSH) sub-region includes the cities of
Portsmouth and Southampton and their hinterlands, together with the Isle of Wight. It
includes the larger towns of Eastleigh, Fareham, Gosport, Havant and Waterlooville
and a population of well over a million people. This Green Infrastructure (GI)
Implementation Plan and its associated GI Strategy cover the South Hampshire part
of the PUSH sub-region, the Isle of Wight subject to separate GI planning processes.

1.2

South Hampshire has a unique geography. The area is bounded on two sides by
national parks – by the South Downs National Park to the north and the New Forest
National Park to the west and includes part of the Chichester Harbour Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) within its eastern boundary. It is a coastal subregion, with internationally protected environments and important maritime assets
and includes a network of rivers and other watercourses, which include the
internationally and nationally important rivers - the Itchen, Test, Meon and Hamble.

1.3

South Hampshire also benefits from a wide range of other important habitats
including chalk grassland, heathland, wetland and large tracts of woodland.
Collectively these habitats support a wide range of important species. Although the
area’s geography, environmental designations and infrastructure constraints
influence its potential to accommodate new development, the value of South
Hampshire’s natural environment is a key contributor to the quality of life enjoyed by
residents and is a major attribute in attracting investment to the sub-region.

1.4

The PUSH Spatial Position Statement 2016, together with the Local Plans of the
PUSH constituent planning authorities set out the planned and proposed
development that is needed to ensure economic growth and prosperity for an
increasing population. The population of South Hampshire creates considerable
demand for recreational opportunities, a demand which will increase as the
population grows. It is therefore vital to conserve and enhance the sub-region’s
locally distinctive, multifunctional GI; its network of green spaces, habitats, access
routes, water and other environmental features in both the urban and rural parts of
the area that will help shape the sub-region into the future and conserve and
enhance South Hampshire’s important natural environment.

1.5

This Implementation Plan is the delivery plan for South Hampshire Green
Infrastructure Strategy 2017-2034 and will support the enhancement of the area’s GI
network, enabling growth and development across the sub-region and enhancement
of the area’s natural environment through the delivery of a number of key strategic GI
projects/initiatives. The Plan also sets the framework for more locally based GI
planned and delivered at the district and community levels.

1.6

This Plan builds on earlier work undertaken by PUSH. In 2009 PUSH commissioned
consultants to translate early baseline work into a GI Strategy in 2010, followed by
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the preparation of a GI Implementation Framework in 2012. The 2010 GI strategy
has been replaced by the South Hampshire Green Infrastructure Strategy 2017-2034
(GI Strategy) and this Implementation Plan replaces the 2012 Implementation
Framework. This Plan should be read in conjunction with the GI Strategy. The vision,
aims and objectives of the GI Strategy are presented in Appendix 1.
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2.

The Importance of Green Infrastructure

2.1

The importance of green infrastructure to people and wildlife is widely recognised,
including through national planning policy (NPPF)1 and associated Planning Practice
Guidance (PPG)2, and the government’s 25 Year Environment Plan3. GI delivery
enhances the sub-regions natural capital, and as such increases the benefits
(ecosystem services) that this natural capital provides for the area’s communities. GI
in this Plan includes the water environment (blue infrastructure).

2.2

South Hampshire benefits from a strategic GI network that includes rivers, country
parks, the coast, large tracts of woodland and an extensive public rights of way
network that includes a number of long-distance routes. Local GI includes smaller
scale features such as parks, play areas and a network of landscape features such
as hedgerows. An analysis of GI provision, outlined in Section 3.4 of the GI Strategy,
highlights some deficiencies in GI provision across South Hampshire. In delivering GI
at both the strategic and local levels, opportunities should be exploited to address
these deficiencies against Natural England’s (NE) Accessible Natural Greenspace
standards (ANGst), which are set out in Appendix 2.

2.3

The landscape-scale nature of strategic GI is very much in line with
recommendations made in the ‘Lawton Report’4 and subsequent Natural
Environment White Paper5. With a focus on strategic level GI, this Plan
acknowledges that local authorities will need to plan for GI at a more local level within
development plans, district GI strategies and/or local initiatives. Strategic GI features
include:
• The strategic Rights of Way network including Long distance footpaths and
national cycle routes;
• Country Parks;
• Large-scale suitable alternative natural greenspace (SANG);
• Community Forest;
• River and strategic wildlife corridors / greenways;
• Areas of coastline;
• Internationally and nationally important habitat areas;
• National Nature Reserves (NNR);
• Protected landscapes (National Parks and AONBs);
• Smaller linked GI features that collectively are of strategic importance.

2.4

Multifunctional GI provides a range of benefits to people (ecosystem services) and to
wildlife, as set out below. Further detail and evidence related to these benefits is

1

Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2018) National Planning Policy Framework. TSO:
London
2
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/planning-practice-guidance
3
HM Government (2018) A Green Future: Our 25 Year Plan to Improve the Environment. Defra: London
4
Lawton, J.H. et al (2010) Making Space for Nature: a review of England’s wildlife sites and ecological network.
Report to Defra.
5
Defra (2011) The natural choice: securing the value of nature. London: TSO.
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presented in Section 1.2 of the GI Strategy and complemented by the comprehensive
GI resource library provided by the Town and Country Planning Association (TCPA)6.
Economic Growth and Development
2.5

The delivery of high quality GI is essential to the sustainable economic growth and
development of South Hampshire and the wider PUSH sub-region, as well as being
an important part of the community placemaking. The delivery of strategic and local
scale GI will help to enable planned residential and commercial development,
supporting an expanding population, providing jobs, improving skills, and improving
quality of life. Creating an attractive environment has a positive impact on land and
property values, acts as a catalyst for regeneration and attracts inward investment as
well as people to live and work in the area.
Flood and Water Management

2.6

The coordinated planning of GI at the strategic and local levels can significantly
contribute to reducing flood risk on communities through the development of natural
flood management (NFM) measures, including river naturalisation, improvements to
flood plain functionality, the multifunctional use of GI assets, improvements in land
management and the use of ‘naturalised’ sustainable drainage systems (SuDS) in
urban and peri-urban areas. Collectively these approaches are known as ‘working
with natural processes’ (WWNP) and can replace or complement engineered
solutions (grey infrastructure). It is crucial that PUSH, constituent local authorities
and other agencies work in an integrated way in delivering GI, including with the
relevant Lead Local Flood Authorities (LLFA), Regional Flood and Coastal
Committee (RFCC) and Catchment Partnerships. It is also important that GI is
planned well beyond administrative boundaries on a catchment basis and employs
‘upstream thinking’. Detailed flood and water management issues for South
Hampshire are detailed in the PUSH SFRA7.
Health and Wellbeing

2.7

Within South Hampshire there is significant health inequality and the provision of GI
can help reduce this inequality. High quality, accessible GI provides a range of
physical and mental health and wellbeing benefits. Access to high quality green
spaces and recreation routes has been proven to have a positive influence on a
number of health conditions including obesity, circulatory disease and asthma,
largely through increasing physical activity. Furthermore, access to nature and green
space has been shown to provide a restorative environment, which can be beneficial
in preventing and treating a range of mental health conditions as well as overall
mental wellbeing and cognitive function.

6

https://www.tcpa.org.uk/green-infrastructure-research-database
Atkins (2007) PUSH Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (Partnership for Urban South Hampshire) - as updated by
the PUSH Strategic Flood Risk Assessment Update (2016).
7
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Adapting to a Changing Climate and Changes in Weather
2.8

Climate change poses a significant threat to the sub-region. Adapting to climate
change and making towns and cities more resilient to extremes of weather is a key
aim of the Government. A coordinated approach to GI at the strategic and local
levels also has an important part to play in mitigating the impact of extreme weather
changes. Well designed flexible GI offers a range of opportunities to store water and
manage its flow and modify urban temperatures. Well designed and managed GI can
encourage people to travel in a more sustainable way, such as walking and cycling.
The use of SuDS to manage surface water run-off not only supports our response to
extremes of weather but are also an important part of the wider GI network. GI can
also help to mitigate and offset the air quality impacts from development predicted in
the recent PUSH Air Quality Impact Assessment8.
Biodiversity Protection and Enhancement

2.9

GI is important for biodiversity. Natural GI features such as coastal features,
woodlands, heathlands, chalk downland, rivers and streams provide important
habitats for plants and animals, and features such as hedgerows and rivers provide
important corridors for wildlife. Public open spaces such as parks and play spaces
can also be managed to provide significant benefits for wildlife and act as ‘stepping
stones’. Connected GI increases opportunities for wildlife to migrate, breed and feed,
enabling populations to be more resilient, particularly important for protected species,
and mitigate the effects of predicted coastal squeeze. In so doing, well planned GI
can also increase the resilience of high value sites, designated for their nature
conservation importance across South Hampshire and beyond. PUSH will work
closely with the Hampshire and Isle of Wight Local Nature Partnership (LNP) in
delivering this Plan.

2.10

The ten ‘principles of planning for green infrastructure and biodiversity’ developed by
the Town and Country Planning Association (TCPA) and the Wildlife Trusts in 20129
were fully considered in the preparation of the GI Strategy and this Implementation
Plan.
Delivering Multiple Benefits

2.11

Multifunctionality is one of the two cornerstones of GI alongside connectivity. New GI
features created within the PUSH sub-region should provide the highest level of
multifunctionality possible. Consideration should also be given to increasing the
multifunctionality of existing GI features, where feasible. In addition to the specific
benefits outlined above, the delivery of multifunctional GI can help to minimise the
environmental impact of South Hampshire communities on the quality of the subregion’s air, soil and water and on tranquillity (light and noise), and contribute to the
provision of clean air, soil and water for the benefit of communities.

8

Ricardo (2018) PUSH Air Quality Impact Assessment.
Planning for a healthy environment – good practice guidance for green infrastructure and biodiversity.
Published by the Town and Country Planning Association and The Wildlife Trusts July 2012.
9
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2.12

Nevertheless, consideration should be given to the compatibility of different functions.
Unfettered recreational access, for instance, may not be compatible with GI that
supports ecological sensitivities, where the primary function is nature conservation.
Likewise, a children’s play area might not be compatible with a flood attenuation
function.
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3.

The Implementation Plan

3.1

The purpose of this Implementation Plan is to identify a number of key strategic GI
projects and opportunities which PUSH and its partners can focus on, the
implementation of which will help deliver the objectives set out in Appendix 1.

3.2

It is acknowledged that the GI projects in this Plan are not the only projects that can
help deliver an integrated and multifunctional network of GI across the sub-region
and partner authorities will need to assess the need for additional local GI projects to
support the growth and development planned in their Local Plans.
Figure 2: South Hampshire GI delivery context.
PUSH Spatial Position Statement

South
Hampshire
GI Strategy

Local GI
Delivery

Unlock &
enable
development

3.3

Grow the
PUSH
Economy

South Hampshire
GI Implementation Plan

Reduce flood
risk

Improve
health &
wellbeing

Provide
recreational
opportunities

IoW GI
Delivery

Protect &
enhance the
natural
environment

Adapt to a
changing
climate

Potential GI projects were evaluated to identify those considered to be to be of
strategic importance against the set of criteria developed in the GI Strategy, as
follows (resulting projects are set out in Chapter 4 of this Plan):
1. Relate to at least one of the strategic GI categories listed in paragraph 2.3 of
this Plan;
2. Unlock / enable sustainable growth and development, as set out in the PUSH
Spatial Position Statement;
3. Improve the health and well-being of, and recreational opportunities for South
Hampshire communities;
4. Mitigate the impact of development on the area’s biodiversity and habitats,
including the water environment;
5. Provide opportunities to secure net gain for biodiversity e.g. in the form of
well managed priority habitats forming ecological networks
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Increase the value of the sub-region’s natural capital;
Maintain the distinctiveness of the settlement pattern / promote a sense of
place and contribute to community cohesion;
8. Enhance the area’s resilience to a changing climate;
9. Improve access to, and between, GI features within and beyond the PUSH
area;
10. Contribute to the delivery of agreed standards of GI provision;
11. Demonstrate a commitment from the PUSH GI Partnership to deliver;
12. Have a lead partner(s) who will manage delivery.
6.
7.

The Green Grid
3.4

The South Hampshire Green Grid is the strategic network of green infrastructure
components essential to the quality of life of South Hampshire’s communities and to
enable growth and prosperity. The named components of the Green Grid are set out
in Appendix 3 and the location and scale of the Green Grid components are shown
on one or more of the maps in Appendix 2 of the GI Strategy. Further detail relating
to each type of Green Grid component is provided in Appendix 4 of this Plan.

3.5

Connections in the Green Grid are as important as the GI components themselves
and are crucial to the delivery of the GI Strategy. These connections can be in the
form of habitat and access corridors/links or the degree of proximity that allows
features to act as ‘stepping stones’.

3.6

This Plan focuses on those elements of GI which are of strategic importance within
South Hampshire. The contribution of other elements of GI such as local areas of
open space and features such as ponds, hedgerows and small woodlands are
important to the areas in which they are located and for the contribution they make to
the wider PUSH area. That contribution can be more effectively delivered through the
GI strategies and plans produced by partner authorities. A live list of relevant district
level GI strategies / plans prepared or in preparation by PUSH constituent and
adjacent local planning authorities, together with relevant Catchment Plans is
maintained by PUSH10 (to be produced after the Joint Committee meeting).

3.7

Ensuring that strategic GI components integrate with GI at a local level, and GI
projects and opportunities in areas adjacent to the PUSH sub-region is also crucial to
the delivery of the GI Strategy and to deliver benefits for people and wildlife at the
landscape-scale. A map showing adjacent local planning authorities is provided in
Appendix 5. It is also important that any conflicts that arise between the need to
provide GI to enable growth and development and the need to conserve biodiversity
through national and international obligations are very carefully managed.

3.8

It is intended that the delivery of the Green Grid will be achieved through partnership
working between the PUSH partners, the relevant agencies, wildlife and heritage
organisations, private landowners, developers, Town and Parish Councils and

10

https://www.push.gov.uk/work/planning-and-infrastructure/green-infrastructure-flooding-watermanagement/
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community groups. Funding for specific projects would come from a number a
sources with further detail of potential funding sources is set out in Chapter 5.
Opportunities to enhance the Green Grid
3.9

This plan is both realistic and aspirational. It contains a number of defined GI projects
that are either on-going and have resources to deliver or are acknowledged as of
strategic importance for the sub-region and for which resources will need to be
identified. In order to plan for GI and enhancements to the Green Grid into the future
it is also important to identify strategic opportunities where future GI projects would
make a significant contribution to the quality of life of the sub-region’s communities
and to its natural environment.

3.10

Opportunities to enhance the Green Grid to deliver the benefits set out in Chapter 2
of this Plan and reduce development related recreational pressure on Natura 2000
sites include:
• Increase the carrying capacity of South Hampshire’s countryside recreation
facilities, through the improvement/expansion of existing strategic Country
Parks and the creation of new strategic Country Parks;
• Improve access to, linkages within and usability of South Hampshire’s rights of
way network;
• Reduce flood risk on South Hampshire’s communities by undertaking natural
flood management work along key river corridors and in upper catchment
areas and implementing strategic scale SuDS;
• Enhance GI provision and recreational opportunities in relation to the
development of the Havant Thicket Reservoir project;
• Provide suitable alternative natural greenspace assets and improved rights of
way that reduce pressure on the Solent and New Forest European protected
sites for nature conservation;
• Enhance woodland habitat extent and connectivity and public access within
the Forest of Bere area;
• Enhance South Hampshire’s biodiversity through the creation of habitat
linkages in line with the LNP’s Ecological Networks Map for South Hampshire;
• Integrate the GI planning/work of PUSH with that of constituent and adjacent
local planning authorities to ensure a holistic GI approach;

3.11

In developing opportunities to enhance the South Hampshire Green Grid, however,
the recreational impacts of new development on the New Forest Natura 2000 sites,
the Solent Special Protection Areas (SPA) and the River Itchen Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) must be fully off-set, and reduced where possible for existing
communities. Close working with the New Forest National Park Authority and Bird
Aware Solent will be crucial in this regard.

3.12

A map showing indicative strategic GI opportunities for South Hampshire is provided
in Figure 3, below.
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Figure 3: Strategic GI Opportunities for South Hampshire
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4.

The Strategic Projects

4.1

Following assessment of potential projects, a number of strategic GI projects have
been identified as being of sub-regional importance against the criteria set out in
Chapter 3 and ones which PUSH and its partners will focus their resources on to
bring forward and deliver. The identification of projects is a combination of
geographical/functional need and the exploitation of resource opportunities. Current
projects and their sub-project components, where present, are mapped in Figure 4
and detailed overleaf.

4.2

The projects presented below represent a mix of established on-going projects,
projects with firm commitments and projects at an early stage of consideration. The
stage of project development/delivery is indicated in the project summaries, overleaf.

4.2

It should be noted that a number of sub-projects deliver the aims of more than one
strategic project. Where this is the case, sub-projects will be detailed under one
strategic project and cross-referenced under other relevant projects to avoid
duplication.

4.3

It should be noted that following annual review of this Plan, further strategic projects
and/or component projects may be added as opportunities arise or removed when
completed.

4.4

Strategic GI projects and the indicative total investment required for their delivery are
listed in the table below and set out in detail overleaf:
Strategic GI Project
P1. Strategic Recreational Access Network Project
P2. Strategic Flood Risk and Water Quality Project
P3. Solent Recreation Mitigation Project
P4. New Forest Strategic GI and European Sites Mitigation Project
P5. Havant Thicket Reservoir GI Project
P6. England Coastal Path Initiative
P7. South West Hampshire Forest Park Project
P8. Forest of Bere Woodlands Project
P9. Strategic Transport Corridor GI Project
P10. Greening the Urban Environment Initiative

Total Investment
Required
tbc
tbc
tbc
tbc
tbc
n/a
tbc
tbc
n/a
n/a

(Paragraph numbering for projects set out below to be finalised when project details
completed)
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Figure 4: Location of GI projects and sub-projects detailed in this Plan
(to be completed when projects agreed or shown as thumbnail location maps for each project)
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P1. Strategic Recreation Access Network Project

Brief Description
P1.1

The Recreation Access Network is identified in the GI Strategy as a strategic network
of high quality, multifunctional routes linking South Hampshire communities to
countryside and other green space. The project aims to address deficiencies in
access to green space and provide sustainable transport opportunities by providing a
coherent network of linear access for walking, cycling and horse riding and providing
opportunities for recreational activities along the network. In addition, an enhanced
network will provide a desirable recreational resource that will help to reduce
recreational pressure on the Solent and New Forest European protected sites and
provide significant health and well-being benefits for an expanding South Hampshire
population.

P1.2

This project will complement the work of the Hampshire Highways Authority in
delivering the Hampshire Countryside Access Plan 2015-2025, which forms the
Rights of Way Improvement Plan (ROWIP) for the county of Hampshire. The network
will include local linkages to transport hubs, local amenities and areas of interest to
encourage car-free travel. Project components developed here will not duplicate
those elements of countryside access maintenance and improvement which the
Highways Authority has a statutory duty to undertake.

P1.3

Opportunities will be taken to enhance biodiversity, providing green corridors for
wildlife and increasing the value of access routes as linear green space. In areas
close to population centres there will be scope for additional enhancements, e.g.
information and learning facilities and play areas.
Project Aims

P1.4

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region.
• Offset the impacts of increased recreational demand of an expanding
population in South Hampshire on the Solent and New Forest Natura 2000
sites.
• Provide improved infrastructure to support the development of sustainable
tourism in the sub-region.
• Provide a network of green corridors across South Hampshire that link
habitats and increase species population resilience.
• Provide opportunities for sustainable, car-free travel.
How will the project be delivered?

P1.5

The project will be delivered through the implementation of a number of sub-projects,
which collectively are of strategic significance for the PUSH sub-region. In addition to
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the projects identified below, further suitable sub-projects will be identified and
delivered as opportunities are identified.
Who needs to be involved?
P1.6

In addition to the lead and supporting partners identified for each sub-project
proposal below, Hampshire County Highways Authority and Countryside Service,
relevant local planning authorities, relevant Parish Councils and community groups,
the Ramblers Association, Cyclists Touring Club and the British Horse Society should
be involved. Where projects have a cross-boundary element with areas beyond the
PUSH boundary it is important that adjacent Highways Authorities and local planning
authorities are involved.

Current Sub-Project Proposals
a) Havant Cycling, Walking and Water Ways Project
Description
This project will increase sustainable travel and health for Havant and Hampshire residents
by improving the cycle-path ways, and river habitat in Havant’s Hermitage and Lavant urban
streams. Urban rivers that are constrained and difficult-to-access, especially in less affluent
areas, have not enjoyed the rejuvenation works that rural communities gain from the
restoration of the Meon, Itchen and other rural river corridors.
Economic and other benefits
• Provides alternative recreational spaces and activity for Hampshire residents and
visitors taking pressure off the Solent SPAs.
• Provides a necessary GI support to the 11,000 new homes and other housing
development in surrounding boroughs.
• Provides sustainable travel options, reducing dependency on motor vehicles.
• Enhances the biodiversity and water quality of Havant’s heavily culverted streams.
Who needs to be involved?
Havant Borough Council, Environment Agency, Arun & Rother Rivers Trust, Groundwork
South, Friends of Hermitage Stream, relevant community groups, East Hampshire
Catchment Partnership.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£400,000+
Match funding is being sourced from other sources.

b) Meon Valley Trail Recreational Route Extension project
Description
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The project will deliver approximately 1km of extension to the Meon Valley Trail (MVT),
providing a link between the existing route of the MVT (Wickham 501) and the bridleway
network to the south of Knowle (Wickham 515 and Fareham 515), with the possibility of
using Footpaths 23a (Fiddlers Green/Dash Wood), 86 and 15 (edge of Welborne Boundary
or Mayles Lane) to join the route.
This will complete the MVT route providing:
• An off-road multi-user route from Fareham to the South Downs, thereby encouraging
active travel and promoting more sustainable transport choices.
• Sustainable tourism opportunities with an off-road link from the national rail network
at Fareham to the South Downs National Park.
• Improved connectivity between the communities of Fareham, Knowle, Welborne,
Wickham, Droxford, Meonstoke and West Meon.
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Landowners, HCC Countryside Service & Strategic Transport.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
c) Enhanced Linkages between woodlands within the forest (Forest of Bere
Woodlands)
Description
Facilitate the eventual completion of a 30km multi-user circular route linking the West of
Waterlooville developments, Creech Wood, West Walk, Welborne and Portsdown Hill in
addition to providing links to the wider recreational network, including the Meon Valley Rail
Path, Wayfarer’s Walk and Pilgrim’s Trail, for countryside access, recreation and health and
wellbeing.
Delivery of the route as a whole is not a viable option but part schemes should come forward
and integrate to form a continuous route. The projects would provide a wildlife corridor
between Creech Woods and West Walk. The project would also provide sustainable tourism
opportunities with an off-road link from the national rail network at Fareham to the South
Downs National Park and improved connectivity between communities as an alternative
transport option.
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
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Forestry Commission (lead organisation); Hampshire County Council Countryside Service;
Fareham Borough Council; Eastleigh Borough Council; Winchester City Council; Havant
Borough Council; relevant private landowners.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
d) Botley Woods (part of Forest of Bere Woodlands)
Description
The project would provide enhanced facilities for recreation through the establishment of a
network of way-marked trails, visitor facilities, and provision for natural play, together with
enhanced ancient woodland management and visitor management to protect ancient
woodland from increasing recreational impacts from neighbouring housing (north Whiteley
and planned housing growth in Fareham Borough). The project would deliver significant
biodiversity and environmental benefits.
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Landowners; Forestry Commission/Forest
Countryside Service.

Enterprise;

Hampshire

County

Council

Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
e) Hayling Billy Trail
Description
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
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Detail to be added
f) Botley to Bishops Waltham Multi-User Trail
Description
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
g) Peartree Green LNR Footpath Improvement
Description
The proposed project is to provide a 1.6km surfaced footpath comprising a 1.5km circular
path with a 100m connecting route which will create one large and two shorter circular walks
connected as a figure of eight, together with new interpretation. The upgraded footpath will
be promoted to new and existing residents via a leaflet and guided walks. The site is ideally
located to divert recreational activity away from Weston Shore. The project is located
adjacent to high population density and would be highly accessible. There is local desire to
use the project area for walking but residents are deterred by the lack of suitable footpaths.
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Southampton City Council (lead); Friends Group. Works to be undertaken by SCC
Landscape team.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£121,000
h) Shoreburs Greenway Project
Description
This footpath improvement and flood risk proposal is an extension of the work currently
being undertaken on the southern section of the greenway (Victoria Road to Botany Bay
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Road). The project will involve the removal of fallen trees and repairs to the river bank to
resolve the flooding problems, followed by repairs to approximately 2.3km of footpaths and
the provision of additional way-marking and interpretation boards. The project is located
adjacent to high population density and would be highly accessible.
The greenway would provide an ideal alternative to Weston Shore as it is both sheltered and
easily accessible on foot for local residents and will be promoted to residents as such. The
greenway is well located for new residents being close to Centenary Quay and on-going infill housing development. It can also be reached easily by bicycle from the City Centre.
There is local desire to use the project area for walking but residents are deterred by the lack
of suitable footpaths.
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Southampton City Council (lead). Works to be undertaken by SCC Arboriculture and
Landscape teams.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£135,000
i)

Tipner/Horsea Island New Bridge Link

Description
The development of a new bridge adjacent to the M275 will enable greater sustainable
travel, not only to access the new Horsea Island Country Park, but also other green spaces
on the island such as Southsea seafront, as well as other green spaces around the wider
region. In part this should be facilitated by an extension of the Gosport to Fareham Bus
Rapid Transport link through into Portsmouth.
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
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P2. Strategic Flood Risk & Water Quality Project

Brief Description
P2.1

The GI Strategy confirmed the considerable cost to the economy that flooding events
entail and the associated impacts on households, business, power and water utilities,
road infrastructure, agriculture, human health and biodiversity. Furthermore, the
PUSH SFRA11 confirmed the risk of flooding on the sub-region’s communities from
coastal, fluvial (inundation from rivers and other watercourses), pluvial (surface
water) and groundwater sources. Without the implementation of flood risk measures,
further development in South Hampshire will elevate flood risk, further exacerbated
by the effects of climate change.

P2.2

Coordinated planning of GI at the strategic and local levels can significantly
contribute to reducing flood risk on communities through the development of natural
flood management (NFM) measures (also referred to as ‘working with natural
processes’ - WWNP), including river naturalisation, improvements to flood plain
functionality, measures to mitigate coastal squeeze, the multifunctional use of GI
assets, improvements in land management and the use of ‘naturalised’ sustainable
drainage systems (SuDS). These measures also deliver the associated benefit of
improving water quality in South Hampshire’s watercourses.

P2.3

Through the delivery of its sub-projects, this strategic project will help to enable
sustainable growth and development within the PUSH sub-region by reducing flood
risk on existing and new South Hampshire communities, help to mitigate the effects
of coastal squeeze and improve water quality. The project will complement the work
of other flood and coastal agencies and relevant Catchment Partnerships and water
companies.
Project Aims

P2.4

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region.
• Work with natural processes to provide upstream natural flood management
(NFM) measures to attenuate/manage water flow and reduce downstream
flood risk on South Hampshire communities and improve water quality.
• Help mitigate the effects of coastal squeeze.
• Address urban surface water management issues using strategic and local
multifunctional SuDS.
• Provide a more cost effective and sustainable approach to reducing flood risk
by removing the need for or complementing engineered flood measures.

11

Atkins (2007) PUSH Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (Partnership for Urban South Hampshire) - as updated
by the PUSH Strategic Flood Risk Assessment Update (2016).
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How will the project be delivered?
P2.5

The project will be delivered through the implementation of a number of sub-projects,
which collectively are of strategic significance for the PUSH sub-region. In addition to
the projects identified below, further suitable sub-projects will be identified and
delivered as opportunities are identified.

P2.6

Where projects have a cross-boundary ‘upstream’ element with areas beyond the
PUSH boundary it is important that PUSH and its partners work with adjacent
authorities and agencies to ensure an integrated approach to maximise benefits for
South Hampshire.

Sub-Projects
a) Enhancements for ecology on North Portsea defences and modified estuary edges
project
Description
Ecological enhancements are needed to soften the impact on ecology of coastal squeeze
and the sea walls on Portsea Island, being built to allow the redevelopment of Portsea
Island. There are kilometres of engineered man-made structures around Southampton
Water and other estuaries in PUSH area and the aim of this project is to reduce the dramatic
decline in saltmarsh and other intertidal habitats, and the impact on bird and marine life.
Economic and other benefits
• The area of undisturbed high tide roost sites will be increased to help the survival of
SPA bird populations. Undisturbed high-tide wader roosts are considered by Natural
England to be one of the most important limiting factors affecting SPA bird
populations. This disturbance and the threat of increased disturbance has been
directly attributed to the increased development in the PUSH area. Therefore, any
measure to reduce this impact will be beneficial to both the environment and to the
enabling of future development.
• To reduce the environmental impact of the redevelopment of North Portsea Island.
• These measures will enable the survival of saltmarsh, mudflats and the wildlife these
vital habitats support as they become increasingly threatened by coastal squeeze.
Who needs to be involved?
Environment Agency (lead), East Solent Coastal Partnership, Natural England, Hampshire
County Council, members of East Hants Catchment Partnership, members of the Solent
Forum.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£200,000+ to trial textured concrete on the new Portsea sea wall, especially the eastern
side;
£200,000+ to develop rock pools;
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£200,000+ high-tide wader roosts;
£50,000+ to develop rafts and other artificial methods of growing saltmarsh.
Match funding is being identified from other sources.

b) Wallington and Potwell Tributary Natural Flood Management (NFM) Project
Description
NFM measures due to be trialled next year need to be replicated at many points along the
river network to gain major reductions in flood risk. As part of this, the sediment in Southwick
Lake needs to be reduced and fish passage and habitat to be installed at the west-end of the
lake.
Economic and other benefits
• Reduced flood risk from upstream Wallington and Potwell Tributary catchments to
existing and potential future properties downstream east and north of Fareham and in
the headwaters west of Waterlooville and Purbrook.
• Improved river and waterbody ecology habitat and passage.
Who needs to be involved?
Environment Agency (lead), Fareham BC, Winchester CC (potentially), Southwick Estate,
East Hampshire Catchment Partnership, Portsmouth & District Angling Society.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£2m overall.
Match funding opportunities are currently being explored.
c) Urban River Restoration and Green Space Regeneration Project
Description
1. Romsey Waterways:
The town of Romsey lies on the River Test, one of the country's most important chalk rivers
and is an important area for recreation including fishing and walking. The river is designated
as a SSSI whilst adjacent habitats are designated as SINCs and Local Nature Reserves.
Unfortunately, development in the area has had serious effects on the wildlife, heritage and
amenity value of the local waterways, and the town has a history of suffering losses through
flood events.
2. Tanners Brook
Tanners Brook flows from North Baddesley through to Southampton, emerging under the
docks into Southampton Water. A substantial part of the river is accessible to the public,
particularly through Lordswood and Southampton, where a Greenway runs immediately
adjacent to the river. Sections of this river urgently require maintenance and enhancement
and this project offers considerable scope to improve the value of the area, offer
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opportunities for increased health & well-being, as well as better management of surface
water flooding issues.
3. Monks Brook
Monks Brook flows from the top of Chandlers Ford through Eastleigh before discharging into
the Itchen near Woodmill in Southampton. Some improvements have been made over the
years to the watercourse, with culverted sections being daylighted and some sections of
concrete channel being broken up to allow more natural form and support ecological gain.
Monks Brook has been identified as a pipeline Flood Alleviation Scheme, and there are
opportunities to bring about flood risk benefits which will also support a more naturally
functioning ecosystem.
4. Riverside Park
Riverside Park Stream, in Southampton, is starved of its historic supply of water, previously
via a sluice from the River Itchen and is now, therefore, mainly fed by surface water run-off
from residential/urbanised development. As a result, the stream is mostly dry/damp mud,
rarely flows, suffers from poor water quality and is overgrown by willow scrub and receives
no management. Consequently, it is considered of no evident value to the local community
and to biodiversity. The stream’s lower reach flows through a buried pipe, before discharging
into the upper Itchen estuary. When the stream is flowing, the pipe is subject to regular
blockage from debris and is challenging to maintain.
Riverside Park Stream was once a part of the River Itchen system with its high conservation
value, sustained by River Itchen water, and it is part of Riverside Park, a ‘destination park’
and major greenspace in Southampton City. A large scale public engagement exercise in
2017 for the Agency’s Woodmill Project, raised the issue of the Riverside Park stream as
demonstrably very important to local residents and their representative groups/fora.
Economic and other benefits
• Reduction of flood risk on local communities through improved attenuation.
• Provision of enhanced alternative recreational facilities to help off-set impacts of
recreation disturbance on New Forest and Solent Natura 2000 sites.
• Improved health and well-being benefits for existing and new South Hampshire
residents.
• Improved marginal and channel habitat quality and habitat connectivity, including the
provision of more naturalised channel morphology, improvements for fish passage by
removal of in-channel barriers.
• Improved water quality, through addressing diffuse pollution issues.
• Reduction in the spread of invasive non-native species.
• The Riverside Park project has the potential to reduce operational costs for
Southampton City Council associated with pipe clearance, and better management of
surface flows which could help accommodate increase surface water flow during high
rainfall events.
Who needs to be involved?
Depending on the specific scheme, the following partners will be involved:
Test Valley Borough Council; Hampshire County Council; Environment Agency; Natural
England, Hampshire & Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust; Romsey & District Society; Eastleigh
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Borough Council; Riverside Park Residents Group; Groundwork; Southampton City Council;
Test & Itchen Catchment Partnership.
Leads will be allocated for each sub-project
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
1) £100k
2) £600k
3) £500k
4) £200k
d) New Forest Freshwater Network Project
Description
There is increasing recognition of the high biodiversity and natural capital value of New
Forest freshwaters and associated critical freshwater species. However, there is a risk that
edge effects, fragmentation and isolation may lead to deterioration and declines. There is a
clear vision that future planning within and adjacent to the New Forest will need to
incorporate high quality freshwater habitats to ameliorate these effects. The New Forest
Freshwater Network will include the development of an ecological network for the freshwater
environment, adding a blue network to the green network already being developed.
Economic and other benefits
These measures will help mitigate the impact of development and growth in the PUSH subregion on the ecology of the New Forest.
The provision of high quality habitats that would benefit residents, potentially adding to the
value of housing.
Health and wellbeing benefits with greater access to an enhanced GI network.
Who needs to be involved?
Fresh Water Habitats Trust; Natural England. Other partners to be confirmed.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£70,000 over 3 years. First year would include planning and consultation and following years
would include delivery of up to 3 projects per year.
e) Solent Oyster Restoration Project
Description
Starting with two trials in the PUSH area, this project aims to restore native oyster
populations by improving water quality, improving habitat, re-seeding oysters, managing
over-fishing and non-native species. Historically shellfish was a thriving industry and its
potential economic value is at least £1.5million a year in the initial stages, according to a
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natural capital study. Once the oyster and its habitat are re-established, there are
considerable additional benefits for other fish, and therefore for commercial and recreational
fishing.
Economic and other benefits
•
•

Reinvigorate recreational and commercial fishing, provide local seafood to the local
food industry, raise local people’s identity with a valuable resource.
Restore an element of the sub-region’s natural environment that is in serious decline.
Seventeen of eighteen shellfish waters are failing.

Who needs to be involved?
Blue Marine Foundation; local authorities; Environment Agency; Natural England; fishing
industry. Lead organisations to be determined.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£300,000 to get the project underway.

f) Southsea Seafront
Description
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners

g) Southampton Ponds Project
Description
Three ponds in the centre of Southampton have provided an important free angling resource
in the past but are increasingly suffering issues including siltation, vegetation encroachment,
oxygen crashes, disease and fish mortality. Dialogue with local stakeholders and Angling
interest groups has confirmed the importance of the nature reserve and pond as a local
Angling recreational resource.
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Economic and other benefits
• Improved free urban fishing recreational facilities.
• Enhanced urban biodiversity (aquatic and terrestrial).
• Improving health and well-being benefits for urban residents resulting from enhanced
outdoor recreational opportunities and access to nature.
Who needs to be involved?
Southampton City Council, local stakeholder groups, residents and local experts, Sholing
Valley group, Angling Trust, local business (e.g. John Lewis, ABP), Angling interest groups.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
£60,000
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P3. Solent Recreation Mitigation Project

To be synchronised with Bird Aware Solent’s GI programme/aspirations
Brief Description
P3.1

One of the consequences of housebuilding within the PUSH sub-region is increased
recreational activity at the coast. This activity could lead to increased disturbance to
waders and wildfowl within the Solent Special Protection Areas (SPAs).

P3.2

Research has quantified this impact and a strategic and coordinated approach has
been taken to this issue through the preparation of the Solent Recreation Mitigation
Strategy (SRMS)12 by Bird Aware Solent (the public facing brand of the work of the
Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership (SRMP)13. Delivery of housing development
planned through the PUSH Spatial Position Statement and local Development Plans,
within the zone of influence of the SPAs, is only achievable with coordinated
mitigation.

P3.3

Of crucial importance to the delivery of the mitigation strategy is the provision of
alternative GI features, such as new/enhanced country park facilities to provide
additional countryside recreational opportunities away from the sensitive areas, and a
network of refuges (‘functionally linked’ habitat) to support SPA bird populations. The
delivery of GI at the coast would not be appropriate where likely to or would
potentially increase disturbance on the Solent SPAs.
Project Aims

P3.4

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region.
• Reduce recreational pressure on the Solent SPA sites by providing alternative
countryside recreational facilities within easy reach of centres of population.
• Provide increased recreational capacity to service the existing and expanding
South Hampshire population.
• Provide additional habitat areas and improved connectivity for Solent SPA
species and other wildlife.
• Improve the health and wellbeing of local communities by providing improved
recreational and access to nature opportunities.
How will the project be delivered?

P3.5

12
13

The project will be delivered through the implementation of a number of sub-projects,
which collectively are of strategic significance for the PUSH sub-region. In addition to

Bird Aware Solent (2017) Solent Recreation Mitigation Strategy.
http://www.birdaware.org/
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the projects identified below, further suitable sub-projects will be identified and
delivered as opportunities are identified.
Who needs to be involved?
P3.6

Natural England, Hampshire Wildlife Trust and relevant PUSH constituent authorities
that have habitat mitigation areas located within their administrative areas and/or
whose development will be enabled.
How much is it likely to cost?

P3.7

As delivery of the whole project will be achieved as sub-project opportunities arise it
is not possible to provide a realistic total estimate. Estimates for current proposed
sub-projects are provided below where available.
Where are the funds likely to come from?

P3.8

The most likely sources of funding include Solent LEP; CIL; Section 106 agreements,
LPA capital spending programmes; and HLF.

Current Sub-Project Proposals
a) Hayling Island Brent Goose Refuge Project
Description
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners

b) Horsea Island Country Park Development Project
Description
The development of the park is ongoing with an anticipated opening date of 2020 and will
create around 52ha of new open green space for people to access and enjoy whilst relieving
recreational pressures upon nearby protected habitats, particularly the Solent SPAs.
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Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners

c) Alver Valley Country Park and Related Improvements Project
Description
The Alver Valley Country Park is an extensive area of some 157 hectares located between
Gosport and Lee-on-the-Solent. Large parts of the Alver Valley have been used for gravel
extraction and subsequent restoration works have largely been completed. The area
encompasses a wide diversity of habitats and landscapes including a range of wetlands,
woodlands and grasslands. It is an important corridor linking the open land to the north with
the coast. It has sea views over the Solent and is in close proximity to Stokes Bay and the
Lee-on-the-Solent shoreline. It is also recognised of sub-regional importance as a Suitable
Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG).
There have been a number of improvements to the Country Park over recent years including
the creation of a network of trails, car parking facilities, a major playground and a BMX track
as well as smaller features including interpretation and dog dips.
There are further improvements planned in accordance with the Gosport Borough Council’s
Alver Valley Country Park Strategy. This includes the following:
• Grange Farm Gateway: a visitor hub, café, garden centre and toilets.
• Western Gateway: extension to car park, changing places standard toilet, and
food/drink concession.
• Further extension of trails within the Park including the northward extension of the
Alver Way and a north-south cycle route.
• Improved connectivity to the site from outside particularly from the north and north
east. This could include providing a safe route along Shoot Lane.
A major issue facing the Country Park is the regular flooding of the Apple Dumpling Bridge
area which is the only crossing point within the Country Park and such incidents separate
the western and eastern parts of the site, detracting from the visitor experience. This flooding
is caused by regular blocking of the River Alver outfall at Stokes Bay which exacerbates the
water quality problem for the River Alver which is currently classified by the Environment
Agency as ‘bad’. It also has a detrimental impact on the quality of the river habitat. The
Council has been working closely with the EA and the East Solent Coastal Partnership and it
is considered that a beach management project may represent a potential solution. Other
potential solutions may also need to be considered (such as raising land levels in the Apple
Dumpling Bridge area and the construction of a longer and higher pedestrian/cycle bridge).
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In the medium to longer term there may be opportunities to extend the Country Park
southwards subject to any decision by the MoD to release land known as Browndown
Common (34 hectares). This would provide a natural extension to the Country Park,
increase the diversity of natural features, incorporate the World War One training trenches,
and secure public access to the site for recreational purposes. If the opportunity were to
arise there would be costs involved in purchasing the land and integrating the site into the
rest of the Country Park.
Economic and other benefits
• Help mitigate the impact of residential development growth on Solent Natura 2000
sites from increased recreational disturbance.
• Improve opportunities for health and well-being issues for local residents in an area
which has significant health deprivation
• Provide a solution to a regular flooding issue through a beach management solution
which will improve links through the park, assist in improving river quality and its
habitats, and provide a supply of beach material that will assist in flood management
measures along the eastern Solent Coast.
Who needs to be involved?
Gosport Borough Council, the Environment Agency, the Eastern Solent Coastal Partnership,
Natural England, Historic England, MoD, HCC (as Highway Authority) as well as potential
beneficiaries from beach replenishment.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Some of the improvements identified are to be funded from GBC’s capital budget such as
those at the Western Gateway. However there are a number of schemes where a funding
source has yet to be identified.
• River Alver Outfall/ Apple Dumpling Bridge / Beach Management project (£250,000+)
• Improved access to the Country Park from the north and north east including a safe
route along Shoot Lane (cost to be determined)
• Extension of the Alver Way northwards through the Country Park, improved cycle
route and other trails (£200,000+)
• Incorporation of the Browndown North site into the Country Park if the opportunity
arises (cost to be determined)

d) Royal Victoria Country Park (RVCP) Access Route Improvements Project
Description
The project would increase the recreational capacity of currently under-utilised sections of
the park including:
1. A surfaced 5km ‘Canine Trail’ would be created with associated interpretation /
educational resources. The project would be delivered with the help of volunteers /
volunteer organisations providing opportunities for skills development.
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2. The creation of 3.2 km of circular walks, including a 0.5 km Sophie’s Pond
Boardwalk, including associated interpretation and education resources.
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
1. £95,000
2. £40,000

e) South West Hampshire Forest Park
Listed as a stand-alone strategic project, above.

f) Peartree Green LNR Footpath Improvement
Detailed under the Strategic Recreational Access Network Project, above.

g) Shoreburs Greenway Project
Detailed under the Strategic Recreational Access Network Project, above.
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P4. New Forest Strategic GI & European Sites Mitigation Project

Brief Description
P4.1

The New Forest National Park Management Plan 2015 - 2020 and New Forest
District Local Plan 2009 – 2026 recognise that future residential development close
to the National Park – including within the PUSH sub-region will increase visitor
pressure on the European protected habitats of the New Forest, and its coastline.
Mitigation to address these impacts includes the need for both additional visitor
management measures together with the provision of suitable alternative natural
green spaces (SANGs) and routes for recreational use in less sensitive locations.

P4.2

In addition to specific projects listed below there is a need to:
• Maintain a strategic green gap between Eling and Marchwood (south of
Totton), encompassing Eling Conservation Area and Goatee Shore;
• Provide green links between the New Forest National Park and Testwood
Lakes, and to the north of Totton as part of the strategic housing allocation;
• Maintain strong GI links between the New Forest and the Coast along the
Waterside – between Marchwood and Hythe, and Hythe and Fawley.
Project Aims

P4.3

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region.
• Help reduce recreational pressure on the New Forest European Natura 2000
sites by providing suitable alternative natural greenspace and associated
recreational opportunities.
• Provide increased recreational capacity to service the existing and expanding
South Hampshire population.
• Provide additional habitat areas and improved connectivity for wildlife.
• Improve the health and wellbeing of local communities by providing improved
recreational opportunities and access to nature.
How will the project be delivered?

P4.4

The project will be delivered through the implementation of a number of sub-projects,
which collectively are of strategic significance for the PUSH sub-region. In addition to
the projects identified below, further suitable sub-projects will be identified and
delivered as opportunities are identified.
Who needs to be involved?

P4.5

New Forest District Council (lead); New Forest National Park Authority; PUSH;
Southampton City Council; Eastleigh Borough Council; and Test Valley Borough
Council.
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Current Sub-Projects
a) New Forest Sustainable Recreation Project
Description
The New Forest is a recreational hub for the area and receives a huge influx of visitors
throughout the year, particularly in the summer. Growth and development within the PUSH
sub-region will lead to an increase in recreational pressure on the New Forest Natura 2000
sites. This project proposes to increase awareness of the impact that our recreational
activities have on water quality and the importance of a thriving environment to the New
Forest economy in order to protect and sustain designated and ecologically sensitive areas.
The project also provides an opportunity to challenge behaviours not just when visiting the
New Forest, but also when visitors return home.
Economic and other benefits
• Help mitigate the impact of growth and growth in the PUSH sub-region on the New
Forest Natura 2000 sites from increased recreational disturbance.
• By raising awareness of the potential impacts that we each have on the natural
environment, this project will help change attitudes and behaviours that will benefit
the environment beyond the New Forest.
Who needs to be involved?
New Forest National Park Authority; Forestry Commission; Freshwater Habitats Trust; New
Forest Catchment Partnership. Other partners to be confirmed.
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Approximately £60,000 (£20k per year over 3 years) to fund 0.5 FTE post to co-ordinate
work. In kind contributions are being sourced from other partners.
b) Bartley Park Extension Project
Description
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
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c) Bartley Water Linear Park (Totton)
Description
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Economic and other benefits
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required
Awaiting details from PUSH partners

d) South West Hampshire Forest Park
Listed as a stand-alone strategic project, above.

[There are a range of smaller relevant GI projects that could be grouped to form a further
sub-project following discussion with New Forest District Council.]
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P5. Havant Thicket Reservoir GI Project

Detailed information from Havant Borough Council yet to be incorporated
Brief Description
P5.1

Havant Thicket is an area of woodland and open space north of Leigh Park, Havant,
east of Rowlands Castle and close to Staunton Country Park to the south. Part of the
area is planned to become a winter storage reservoir for Portsmouth Water company.
A major component of the project will be associated GI, including…… A feasibility
study and masterplan have been undertaken…….
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Project Aims

P5.2

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region.
• Help reduce recreational pressure on the coast by providing alternative
attractive recreational facilities within easy reach of a large urban population,
which complements that provided by Staunton Country Park.
• Improve recreational access connectivity and contribute to the Strategic
Recreation Access Network Project.
• Provide significant additional aquatic, wetland and terrestrial habitat area and
improved connectivity for wildlife.
• Improve the health and wellbeing of local communities by providing enhanced
walking and cycling opportunities.
How will the project be delivered?

P5.3

The project will be delivered through partnership working between the three
landowners; the Forestry Commission, Hampshire County Council and Portsmouth
Water Ltd and local volunteers. The project has been broken down into discrete
phases. The project lead for each phase will be determined by the dominant land
owner for that aspect of the project. For example; the car park improvements will take
place on Forestry Commission land, who will appoint a project manager for this
phase of the project.
Who needs to be involved?

P5.4

Havant Borough Council (lead organisation); Portsmouth Water; Hampshire County
Council; Forestry Commission; East Hants District Council; Natural England; Historic
England; Rowlands Castle Parish Council; Leigh Park Community Board; Havant
Thicket Winter Storage Reservoir Stakeholder Group.
Timescale
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P5.5

Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Investment required

P5.6

Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Where are the funds likely to come from?

P5.7

Most funding will come from Portsmouth Water with some funding from Southern
Water. The potential scope of developer contributions/CIL is being explored.
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P6. England Coastal Path Initiative
Brief description (could form part of the Recreation Access Network Project)
P6.1

The Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009 (Part 9) places a duty on Natural England
to improve access to the English coast through the creation of a continuous longdistance walking route around the coast and a margin of accessible land along it. The
project will provide a significant GI resource and enhance connectivity across the
PUSH sub-region.
Desired outcomes

P6.2

The desired outcomes of this project are to:
• Deliver a coastal route that meets the requirements of the 2009 Act.
• Draw people away from sections of the coast sensitive to recreational
disturbance on Solent SPAs.
• Provide a multi-user trail for South Hampshire’s residents and visitors.
• Provide greater connectivity with the wider recreational network and GI
features and improve the health and wellbeing of South Hampshire residents.
• Improve access connections to the England Coastal Path.
• Protect and enhance biodiversity by providing a green corridor that connects
habitats and promotes species movement.
• Promote sustainable tourism opportunities.
• Promote sustainable transport by linking coastal communities with an off-road
multi-user trail.
How will the project be delivered?

P6.3

As per NE446 – Coastal Access: Natural England’s Approved Scheme, as
amended14. Proposals for much of the route across South Hampshire are still being
developed. It is crucial that the implementation of the initiative does not conflict with
the objectives of Bird Aware Solent and delivery of its Solent Recreation Mitigation
Strategy (SRMS).
Who needs to be involved?

P6.4

The project is being led by Natural England. For South Hampshire – PUSH,
Hampshire County Council and Bird Aware Solent are key partners.
How much is it likely to cost?

P6.5

The cost of this project has yet to be quantified.
Where are the funds likely to come from?

P6.6

14

No specific sources of funding for this project have yet been identified.

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/england-coast-path-in-the-south-of-england
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P7. South West Hampshire Forest Park Project
This appears to be an aspiration rather than a project and may be removed from this
section and remain an opportunity.
Brief Description
P7.1

The Forest Park comprises over 400 hectares of woodland in Southern Test Valley
which borders Southampton City and Eastleigh. The woodlands are within close
proximity of a large resident population which currently has limited public access.
Increasing the ability of local residents to access this resource would greatly enhance
the provision of GI in the western part of South Hampshire.

P7.2

The project is a key element of providing alternative public recreational space close
to existing and future development. This would assist in demonstrating that the
delivery of PUSH’s housing and economic growth aspirations would not significantly
increase disturbance in more sensitive recreation locations, such as the New Forest.
The proposal would deliver public recreation benefits, and recreational mitigation, to
Eastleigh Borough and Southampton City Councils and therefore has significant subregional value.
Project Aims

P7.3

P7.4

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region.
• Help reduce recreational pressure on the New Forest European Natura 2000
sites by providing suitable alternative natural greenspace and associated
recreational opportunities.
• Provide increased recreational capacity to service the existing and expanding
South Hampshire population.
• Provide additional habitat areas and improved connectivity for wildlife.
• Improve the health and wellbeing of local communities by providing improved
recreational opportunities and access to nature.
How will the project be delivered?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?

P7.5

Test Valley BC (lead authority); Eastleigh BC; Southampton CC; Forestry
Commission; Landowners; Natural England; Hampshire County Council;
Environment Agency; Parish Councils; Community Groups.

P7.6

How much is it likely to cost?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners

P7.7

Where are the funds likely to come from?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
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P8. Forest of Bere Woodlands Project

Further components of the project to be added
Brief Description
P8.1

The Forest of Bere lies to the north of Fareham and is a significant area of linked
woodlands, open spaces, heathland, farmland and downland. The woodlands are the
remaining parts of the Royal Forest of Bere which stretched across South
Hampshire.

P8.2

The project will create 10ha of new woodland together with extended and enhanced
recreational access routes to improve connectivity, recreational and biodiversity
opportunities. There is also the opportunity to work with the Environment Agency to
incorporate woodland and tree planting that will additionally provide natural flood
resilience and improve water quality, both strategic issues for the sub-region.
Project Aims

P8.3

P8.4

P8.5

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region.
• Provide increased recreational capacity to service the existing and expanding
South Hampshire population.
• Improve the health and wellbeing of local communities by providing improved
recreational and access to nature opportunities.
• Enhance woodland habitat connectivity.
• Increase future raw material capacity for timber and biomass energy/heat
generation.
How will the project be delivered?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
Who needs to be involved?
The project lead will be Fareham Borough Council with support from… (detail to be
added)

P8.6

Timescale
Awaiting details from PUSH partners

P8.7

How much is it likely to cost?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners

P8.8

Where are the funds likely to come from?
Awaiting details from PUSH partners
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P9. Strategic Transport Corridor GI Project

Brief Description
P9.1

Vegetated road and rail corridors are important strategic GI features in the South
Hampshire landscape and therefore integral parts of the Green Grid. Long,
continuous vegetated corridors on road and rail embankments, together with areas of
vegetation associated with major roundabouts, road junctions and naturalised
drainage features can support biodiversity as well as the movement of wildlife across
the South Hampshire and neighbouring landscapes and between high value sites,
when appropriately managed. Disused transport corridors may also provide important
recreational routes for walking and cycling as well as providing refuges for wildlife.

P9.2

Securing appropriate habitat management of vegetation within active road and rail
corridors is crucial to the contribution that these linear GI assets make and can make
to the biodiversity of South Hampshire and beyond.
Project Aims

P9.3

P9.4

P9.5

The aims of this project are to:
• Contribute to enabling growth and development in the PUSH sub-region by
enhancing the Green Grid.
• Enhance South Hampshire’s biodiversity by seeking the optimum
management for transport corridor habitats.
• Enhance habitat connectivity across the South Hampshire Green Grid.
• Reduce the habitat fragmentation impact of transport corridors on South
Hampshire’s biodiversity
How will the project be delivered?
The project will be delivered by seeking to secure the best achievable habitat
management of strategic transport corridor verges/embankments as part of the
planned cyclical management of such by the appropriate management agencies.
Who needs to be involved?
Highways England (trunk routes); Hampshire Highways Authority non-trunk strategic
routes; Network Rail; Natural England. Lead to be identified.

P9.6

Timescale
On-going

P9.7

How much is it likely to cost?
Costs of cyclical vegetation management within South Hampshire to be quantified.

P9.8

Where are the funds likely to come from?
Each management agency will resource management from within their respective
capital vegetation management budgets.
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P10. Greening the Urban Environment Initiative
Brief Description
P10.1 This initiative is included in this Implementation Plan to represent the myriad and
diverse smaller scale local GI projects that will be required to enable the
development, regeneration and enhancement of urban areas across South
Hampshire, whilst protecting and enhancing the natural environment.
P10.2 These projects will also help resolve issues of local inadequacy in GI provision,
contribute to local character, identity and community cohesion, improve the health
and wellbeing of local communities, mitigate the impacts of development and make
urban areas more resilient to the affects of climate change.
P10.3 Projects will include, but not exclusively, the creation, provision or enhancement of:
• Green Roofs and Walls
• Street trees
• Smaller ‘suitable alternative natural greenspaces’ (SANGs)
• Local greenways
• Local sustainable drainage systems (SuDS)
• Pocket parks and Picnic sites
• Local Wildlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves (LNR)
• Grass sports pitches
• Small urban and urban-fringe woodlands
• Urban watercourses and ponds
• Local rights of way
• Environmental / countryside interpretation
P10.4 These GI projects do not meet the criteria for specific delivery through this Plan, but
will be delivered by PUSH constituent planning authorities, local communities and
developers, through local GI planning and delivery. Nevertheless, these local GI
projects are a vital component of South Hampshire’s GI network. The consideration
of the current network of private residential gardens as an important part of the
overall GI network will help maximise the delivery of GI benefits.
P10.5 It is important that the delivery of strategic GI projects is integrated wherever possible
with the delivery of local GI projects and vice versa. The GI Implementation Group
established to oversee and monitor the delivery of this Plan will need to be aware of
local GI planning and delivery to ensure integration.
P10.6 Funding and resources are likely to come from CIL; Section 106 agreements;
developer implementation, community groups; Landfill Communities Fund; and other
sources of local resourcing. Costs will vary from a few thousand pounds to hundreds
of thousands of pounds depending on the nature and scale of the proposed works. A
number of cost and value estimators for local GI delivery are available15.

15

https://www.tcpa.org.uk/green-infrastructure-research-database
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5.
5.1

GI Delivery
This Implementation Plan is about supporting the delivery of new GI projects to
support the sustainable growth and development of South Hampshire. The delivery
of the strategic projects identified will require considerable resources at a time when
there is limited public sector funding. The continued uncertainty surrounding the
economy also makes the delivery of projects challenging for lead organisations. Each
project will require its own approach in terms of how most effectively it can be
delivered.
Delivery of strategic projects

5.2

For each strategic project there will be a lead partner who will be responsible for its
delivery, supported by partner organisations. It will be for each lead partner to
determine the approach it will want to adopt to manage the project.

5.3

To provide an overview of progress in delivering this Plan a GI Implementation
`Working Group representing the key partners (Appendix 6) should be established to
review progress and assist in the resolution of implementation issues and barriers.
To provide a link to the delivery of the wider PUSH Spatial Position Statement 2016
the group could report to the PUSH Planning Officers Group (POG).
Local Nature Partnership

5.4

The Hampshire and Isle of Wight Local Nature Partnership (LNP) comprises a wide
range of organisations who believe “that a healthy natural environment is critical to
economic prosperity and the health and wellbeing of society, and therefore investing
in nature is essential for a sustainable future.” The LNP’s aims are to:
• Protect and improve the natural environment on land and at sea, creating
bigger, better and more joined up places for nature;
• Promote a sustainable green economy in which economic prosperity and the
health of our natural resources sustain each other;
• Reconnect people and nature - strengthening the connections between people
and nature and improving the health of both; and
• Promote the need to invest in nature for the many benefits and ecosystem
services it provides and to put its value at the heart of decision-making right
across the two counties.

5.5

The LNP, through the Hampshire Biodiversity Information Service (HBIC), provided
ecological networks mapping for the GI Strategy and the LNP is a key partner in
delivering improvements to South Hampshire’s Green Grid.
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Bird Aware Solent
5.6

The aim of Bird Aware Solent, the public facing brand of the Solent Recreation
Mitigation Partnership (SRMP)16, is to facilitate joint working by local authorities and
other bodies on the implementation of measures to mitigate the impact of additional
recreational activity resulting from planned housing development on the integrity of
the three Special Protection Areas (SPA) in the Solent. This will be achieved through
the delivery of the Solent Recreation Mitigation Strategy (SRMS)17. PUSH will work
closely with Bird Aware Solent to deliver the GI necessary to deliver the SRMS and
enable growth and development.
Engaging with the Solent LEP

5.7

The quality of South Hampshire’s environment has an important role to play in the
development of a successful local economy. The Solent Local Enterprise Partnership
(LEP) is the key interface and lead for economic development in the Solent and it will
be important to complement the work of the LEP and work jointly with them.

5.8

PUSH has been successful in bidding to the Solent LEP’s Local Growth Fund to
enable the creation of four new/expanded strategic Country Parks / green spaces in
2015 – 2018 as part of the work undertaken by the Solent Recreation Mitigation
Partnership (SRMP), also known as Bird Aware Solent, in delivering the Solent
Recreation Mitigation Strategy (SRMS).
Emerging GI Plans for South Hampshire

5.9

A number of PUSH constituent authorities and adjacent authorities are currently
preparing or updating GI strategies/plans for all or part their respective administrative
areas. These include Eastleigh Borough Council, Fareham Borough Council, East
Hampshire District Council and Portsmouth City Council within the PUSH sub-region
and the adjacent South Downs National Park Authority. It is likely, therefore, that
additional GI projects and opportunities will come forward that are of strategic
importance to the sub-region and should be incorporated into or considered by this
Plan to ensure integration across South Hampshire and with surrounding areas. As
such, this plan needs to be regularly reviewed and where necessary updated.
Funding

5.10

16
17

The delivery of strategic GI will require significant resources both financial and time
invested by partner organisations in bringing projects forward. It will be for each lead
partner, with support from other key GI partners (see Appendix 6), to decide the
funding mechanisms both capital and revenue for the projects it is responsible for.
Making best use of the various funding streams available will require innovative
approaches to secure the resources necessary to bring strategic GI projects forward,
particularly at a time when the capacity of the public sector to support GI initiatives is

http://www.birdaware.org/
Bird Aware Solent (2017) Solent Recreation Mitigation Strategy.

Page 44

South Hampshire Green Infrastructure Strategy 2017 - 2034

constrained. Smaller more limited funding sources may be useful to provide the
match-funding necessary to draw down more substantial financial resources.
5.11

The GI Strategy identified a number of potential sources of funding and other
resources for GI projects, updated below:
• LEP Local Growth Fund
• Heritage Lottery funding (HLF)
• Developer contributions e.g. Section 106 agreements and Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
• Developer implemented (e.g. SuDS)
• Landfill Communities Fund
• Private endowments and Trusts
• Charitable Trusts
• The voluntary sector
• Other National Lottery grants
• Local Authorities
o Capital spending programmes
o Small projects grant funding
• Flood and coastal erosion funding
o FCERM GiA
o Local Levy
o Natural Flood Management (NFM) funding
o Water Environment Grant (WEG)
• Rural grants and payments
o English Woodland Grant Scheme
o Countryside Stewardship grants
o English Coast Path Establishment Fund (ECPEF)
• Government Marginal Viability Funding (e.g. for SANGs)
• Post-BREXIT funding opportunities.

5.12

One of the key functions of this Plan is to provide a base for exploring the extent to
which the sources referred to above and others, together with other investment
programmes for non-GI specific projects, can help support the development of the
projects identified and other elements of GI.
Long-term management

5.13

Long-term management of created or enhanced GI features is crucial to ensure that
the South Hampshire Green Grid continues to deliver planned benefits to the area’s
communities and wildlife and continues to enable growth and prosperity. It is
essential to build maintenance costs into feasibility and project design to ensure longterm viability.

5.14

As important as maintenance funding is management agency. It is crucial that the
management of GI features/facilities is sustainable, and the management agency
chosen or created has the appropriate governance to enable positive management
and long-term resource acquisition. Funding is available for the establishment of
charitable bodies, voluntary groups, etc. (e.g. National Lottery, charitable
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foundations). Management of GI features/facilities or elements of these may be
undertaken by:
• Local planning authorities
• Parish and town councils
• Charitable bodies, e.g. Wildlife Trusts or bodies created specifically for the
feature or facility.
• Community Development Trusts
• Management Companies
• Co-operatives and partnerships
• Voluntary organisations
Next steps and monitoring
5.15

This Plan takes forward the South Hampshire GI Strategy in identifying a number of
key projects of sub-regional importance on which PUSH and its partners will focus
their resources. The next phase of the delivery process will be for each lead
organisation to develop in more detail how their projects will be taken forward and
delivered. This is likely to include feasibility studies and, where appropriate, master
planning, detailed estimates of cost, sources of funding and timetable for
implementation.

5.16

It is crucial that this Plan remains up to date, particularly as PUSH constituent local
planning authorities continue to develop their own GI strategies/plans and Local Plan
processes, and as new opportunities arise. As such it is recommended that this Plan
is reviewed and where necessary updated on an annual basis.
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Appendix 1: Vision and Objectives
Vision for the South Hampshire GI Strategy 2017-2034:
Delivering an integrated and multifunctional green infrastructure network of South Hampshire’s
distinctive local environments that can adapt to climate change and is managed and valued by
South Hampshire’s communities as part of sustainable, prosperous and healthy lifestyles.

The key aims of the GI Strategy are to:
•

Recognise the importance and value of GI to growth and prosperity in South Hampshire;

•

Provide a strategic policy framework;

•

Identify the key components of the strategic green grid for South Hampshire;

•

Identify how GI can be used to mitigate the recreational impact of new housing development on
New Forest, River Itchen, Solent European sites and other protected habitats;

•

Set the framework for the identification of strategic GI projects;

•

Promote a co-ordinated and collaborative approach to maintaining and enhancing South
Hampshire’s GI network.

The Objectives for the GI Strategy are to:
•

Enable and complement planned sustainable economic growth and development.

•

Contribute to reducing flood risk on local communities.

•

Improve the health and well being of communities by providing green areas for recreation and
by addressing the impacts of noise, air and water pollution.

•

Help communities and the natural environment adapt to a changing climate.

•

Protect and enhance biodiversity, providing mitigation for the impact of development taking
place within the sub-region and in-combination with that taking place adjacent to it.

•

Promote access to GI through greater connectivity of spaces, in so far as this does not
compromise environmental sensitivities.

•

Create new areas of GI to serve new and existing developments.

•

Where appropriate, maximise multifunctionality of new and existing GI.

•

Enhance the quality of the landscape and maintain the distinctiveness of settlement pattern
and promote sense of place.

•

Provide a strategic framework for locally prepared GI strategies within the sub-region.

•

Integrate PUSH strategic GI priorities with those of neighbouring GI strategies / frameworks.
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Appendix 2: Accessible Natural Greenspace standards (ANGst)

The provision of accessible GI both at the strategic and local levels should, wherever
possible, be in accordance with agreed standards of provision. Natural England’s accessible
natural greenspace standards (ANGst)18 provide a useful benchmark in this regard. In order
to meet these or other agreed standards in certain urban areas where there is inadequate
provision of GI, local GI planning may need to look at retrofitting GI or seek opportunities for
GI delivery as part of urban regeneration. ANGst recommends that everyone, wherever they
live, should have accessible natural greenspace:
•

Of at least 2 hectares in size, no more than 300 metres (5 minutes walk) from home;

•

At least one accessible 20 hectare site within two kilometre of home;

•

One accessible 100 hectare site within five kilometres of home; and

•

One accessible 500 hectare site within ten kilometres of home; plus

•

A minimum of one hectare of statutory Local Nature Reserve (LNR) per thousand
population.

18

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20150902180000/http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publ
ication/40004
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Appendix 3: Named components of the Green Grid
Special Areas of Conservation
Shortheath Common
Solent Maritime
New Forest
River Itchen
Butser Hill (in Queen Elizabeth Country Park)
Emer Bog (and Baddesley Common)

Stokes Bay
Lee on the Solent
Hayling Island seafront

Special Protection Areas
Portsmouth Harbour
Chichester/Langstone Harbour
New Forest
Solent & Southampton Water

Established Country Parks
Manor Farm Country Park
Itchen Valley Country Park
Royal Victoria Country Park
Staunton Country Park
Queen Elizabeth Country Park
Lepe Country Park
Lakeside Country Park
Alver Valley Country Park

Ramsar Sites
Chichester & Langstone Harbours
Solent & Southampton Water
Portsmouth Harbour
New Forest

Other Visitor facilities
Titchfield Haven
Testwood Lakes
Portsdown Hill
Westwood Woodland Park

Protected Landscapes
South Downs National Park
New Forest National Park

National Cycle Network Routes
Route 23 (Reading to Southampton via
Basingstoke Eastleigh and Winchester)
Route 24) Bath to Salisbury joining route 23 at
Eastleigh)
Route 2 (the South Coast Route between
Dover in Kent and St Austell in Cornwall via
Hayling Island, Portsmouth, Gosport,
Southampton and the New Forest)

National Nature Reserves
Butser Hill (in Queen Elizabeth Country Park)
North Solent
Old Winchester Hill
Titchfield Haven
South Hampshire Coast
Chichester Harbour AONB
Langstone Harbour
Portsmouth Harbour
Rivers & Wildlife corridors
River Itchen
River Test
River Hamble
River Meon
Heritage Stream
River Wallington
Monks Brook
Tanner’s Brook
Itchen Valley
Lower Test Valley

Long Distance Footpaths
England Coast Path – South East
Solent Way (60 miles)
Test Way (44 miles)
Itchen Way (30 miles)
Shipwrights Way (50 miles)
Meon Valley Trail
South Downs Way (footpath and bridleway)
Pilgrims Trail
Avon Valley Path
Hangers Way
Staunton Way
Wayfarers Walk

Recreation areas
Large areas of recreational woodland
Southsea Seafront
Southampton Common
Forest of Bere
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Appendix 4: Green Grid Components – Further Information
Statutory Protected Sites
Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar sites), European Sites (Natura 2000 sites)
such as Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) and Special Protection Areas (SPA), and
national Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) and National Nature Reserves (NNRS) all
benefit from strong legal protection. They are the key biodiversity assets of the region and
can be regarded as core areas for biodiversity conservation. The Green Grid is intended to
help buffer these areas against the effects of development, increase their resilience to
climate change and other pressures, contribute to their positive management, connect them
with their wider landscape, and enhance the nature conservation value of adjacent areas to
support their ecology and allow the expansion of their habitats and species populations.
National Parks and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) are afforded the highest
status of protection in relation to landscape and scenic beauty and the PUSH authorities
have a legal duty to ‘have regard’ to the purposes of National Parks and AONBs when
preparing plans and projects that could affect these designated areas. Likewise, Scheduled
Ancient Monuments (SAM) and sites on the Historic England’s Register of Historic Parks
and Gardens benefit from legal protection. They represent some of South Hampshire’s key
historic and cultural assets and often GI assets in their own right. GI planning can contribute
to their protection, management and improve their accessibility.
Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINCs)
SINCs are sites of local importance for nature conservation at the city/district level and they
are identified under a common framework of agreed criteria for Hampshire. They can range
in size from small fields to extensive areas of woodland. They support valuable habitats and
species and are important nodes of biodiversity. When viewed in total, they provide a large
and significant network of biodiversity resources. There are over 4,000 of these sites across
Hampshire covering 9% of the county. Collectively they form a valuable network of
biodiversity and offer considerable opportunities for access to nature. The Lawton Review
recommended that Government provide greater protection to other priority habitats and
features that form part of ecological networks, particularly Local Wildlife Sites, ancient
woodland and other priority habitats.
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas
The England Biodiversity Strategy19 focuses on restoring biodiversity at the landscape scale.
This involves maintenance, enhancement and re-connection of fragmented habitats across
significant geographic areas. This landscape-scale approach is necessary to maintain
ecosystem functions and to ensure that biodiversity is resilient in the face of climate change.
The purpose of BOAs is to guide support for land management to maintain and maximise
robustness of the natural environment. These areas are considered priority for targeting land
19

Biodiversity 2020: A strategy for England’s wildlife and ecosystem services. Defra: TSO
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management support schemes and initiatives and regional agencies and local biodiversity
partnerships are expected to identify how they will support these objectives. A map of South
Hampshire’s BOAs is presented in Appendix 2 of the GI Strategy.
BOAs in Hampshire have been identified by the Hampshire Biodiversity Information Centre
(HBIC). It should also be noted that many BOAs coincide with South Hampshire’s most
valued landscapes such as the major river valleys, the coast and the Forest of Bere. Local
authorities will need to work with private landowners, developers and consider the
opportunities for promoting the objectives of BOAs when considering spatial plans and
individual development proposals.
South Hampshire’s Ecological Network
The Hampshire Biodiversity Information Centre (HBIC) on behalf of the Hampshire and Isle
of Wight Local Nature Partnership (LNP) has created an ‘Ecological Networks’ map for
Hampshire and the Isle of Wight area based on the network of statutory and non-statutory
designated nature conservation sites, together with areas of opportunity for nature
conservation enhancement, incorporating Biodiversity Opportunity Areas (BOAs). An
ecological network is a group of habitat patches that species can move easily between,
maintaining ecological function and conserving biodiversity. A map of South Hampshire’s
Ecological Network is presented in Appendix 2 of the GI Strategy. The Ecological Network
map is a key tool in influencing the location and nature of development and where GI
enhancement will have the maximum biodiversity benefit.
Rivers
In addition to the main rivers and their respective corridors identified in the opportunities map
(Figure 2), smaller but nevertheless important rivers and streams also provide valuable
wildlife and landscape corridors. Some of South Hampshire’s rivers are afforded European,
national or local nature conservation protection. Collectively, South Hampshire’s
watercourses and their respective floodplains provide valuable ecosystems services
including flood management and drinking water provision. The Water Framework Directive
sets standards for the achievement of good biological and chemical status in rivers and
aquifers. Achieving these challenging standards will require interventions in the use and
management of the wider landscape, through a catchment approach, which can be
facilitated through the protection and management of the Green Grid.
Countryside Gaps
These gaps refer to areas of land, much of it countryside, between the main urban
settlements of South Hampshire. South Hampshire owes much of its character to the
presence of undeveloped areas of land between settlements and it helps to maintain the
identities of those settlements. As South Hampshire is due to accommodate considerable
growth over the period to 2034 it is recognised in the PUSH Position Statement 2016 that
there is a need to deliver this in a way that will ensure the integrity of the area’s highly valued
natural environment and that key elements of the settlement pattern are maintained. PUSH
will undertake further work to define these gaps. The approach also recognises that these
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gaps have the potential to provide valuable functions and services in support of the adjacent
urban settlements, use for recreational purposes being one example.
The Position Statement recognises that the Meon Valley gap is of particular significance as it
demarcates the boundary of the Portsmouth and Southampton Housing Market Areas and
that other gaps of sub regional and local significance will be identified through Local Plans.
The long-established Fareham, Gosport, Lee-on-the-Solent and Stubbington Gap has also
been long recognised of sub-regional importance. It is important that a long-term vision is
provided for such areas to provide multifunctional environment, economic and social
benefits.
Strategic Public Open Spaces
South Hampshire has the benefit of several large public green spaces including Country
Parks such as Manor Farm Country Park and Royal Victoria Country Park and commons
such as Southampton Common and Southsea Common, and large municipal parks such as
Fleming Park in Eastleigh. These important public spaces provide vital recreational
opportunities and access to nature for hundreds of thousands of people in South Hampshire
each year.
However, the GI Strategy identified that there are some inadequacies in GI provision across
South Hampshire when assessed against Natural England’s ANGst standards (standards
set out in Appendix 2). The Green Grid is intended to help address this deficiency by
connecting and improving accessibility to a network of accessible green spaces across
South Hampshire.
Strategic Rights of Way network
Under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act (2000) all Highways Authorities are required to
undertake a review of their public rights of way networks and to produce Rights of Way
Improvement Plans in consultation with local communities. Hampshire County Council as
Highways Authority for South Hampshire maintains its Improvement Plan in the form of the
Hampshire Countryside Access Plan 2015–2025. Strategic recreational routes include
footpaths, bridleways, byways and long-distance routes that extend beyond the South
Hampshire area. One of the strategic GI projects identified in this Plan is the Strategic
Recreation Access Network – a strategic network of major connecting routes linking the
settlements of South Hampshire to GI features and the wider countryside. This project is
described in detail in Chapter 4.
Major transport corridors
Rail, road and canal corridors are important strategic GI features and therefore integral parts
of the Green Grid. They often provide long, continuous habitat corridors, which support the
movement of wildlife within and beyond the PUSH sub-region. Disused transport corridors
may also provide important recreational routes for walking and cycling as well as being
refuges for wildlife. The appropriate management of vegetation on active road and rail
corridors by the Highways Agency/Highways Authority and Network Rail (respectively) is
crucial to the contribution that these linear GI assets make to biodiversity.
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Appendix 5: Adjacent Local Planning Authorities

Map to be inserted showing adjacent local planning areas bordering the South Hampshire area.
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Appendix 6: PUSH Green Infrastructure Key Partners
In alphabetical order:
Chichester Harbour Conservancy
East Hampshire Catchment Partnership
East Hampshire District Council
Eastern Solent Coastal Partnership
Eastleigh Borough Council
Environment Agency
Fareham Borough Council
Forestry Commission
Gosport Borough Council
Hampshire and Isle of Wight Local Nature Partnership (LNP)
Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust
Hampshire County Council and Lead Local Flood Authority
Havant Borough Council
Isle of Wight Council
Natural England
New Forest Catchment Partnership
New Forest District Council
New Forest National Park Authority
Portsmouth City Council
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire (PUSH)
Solent Forum
Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership
South Downs National Park Authority
Southampton City Council
Test and Itchen Catchment Partnership
Test Valley Borough Council
Winchester City Council
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Appendix 7: Glossary
Accessible Natural Greenspace Standard (ANGst)
Tool developed by Natural England based on the minimum distances people would travel to
green spaces.
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)
An area designated under the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 (as
amended by the Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000) as being of national
importance for its natural beauty, including flora fauna, geology and landscape, which should
be conserved and enhanced.
Biodiversity
The total variety of life on earth (biological diversity), including all genes, species,
ecosystems and the ecological processes of which they are part.
Biodiversity Opportunity Area (BOA)
Specific geographical areas with the best opportunity to restore and create habitats of
regional importance. They are defined entirely on the basis of identifying those areas where
conservation action is likely to have the most benefit for biodiversity based on existing
biodiversity interest and opportunities for enhancement. The purpose of BOAs is to guide
support for land management as they represent those areas where assistance for land
management and habitat restoration would have particular benefit.
Bird Aware Solent
Bird Aware Solent is an initiative to raise awareness of the birds that spend the winter on the
Solent, so that people can enjoy the coast and its wildlife without disturbing the birds. Bird
Aware Solent is the brand name of the Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership (SRMP).
Blue infrastructure/spaces
Otherwise known as water infrastructure - a network of water assets such as rivers, streams,
ponds and ditches. Blue infrastructure is usually included within the definition of green
infrastructure, as it is within this strategy.
Catchment
A catchment is an area of land from which all surface water run-off flows through a series of
streams, rivers and, possibly, lakes to a particular point in the water course such as a river
confluence.
Catchment (Action) Plans
Action Plans prepared by Catchment Partnerships to deliver improvements to the water
environment within their respective catchments. The plans deliver the priorities of all partners
in addition to water quality improvements in line with the Water Framework Directive.
Catchment Partnerships
Partnerships of organisations and individuals established for each of the Environment
Agency’s Management Catchments in line with the Government’s Catchment Based
Approach (CaBA).
Climate change
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Long-term shift in weather patterns in a specific region or globally, involving changes in
overall weather patterns, including precipitation, temperatures and cloud cover and thought
to be leading to an increased frequency of extreme weather events. Much of the observed
and predicted climate change is attributed to human activities that have resulted in increased
concentrations of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere, such as carbon dioxide.
Climate Change Adaptation
Adjustments to natural or human systems in response to actual or expected climatic factors
or their effects, including from changes in rainfall and rising temperatures, which moderate
harm or exploit beneficial opportunities
Climate Change Mitigation
Action to reduce the impact of human activity on the climate system, primarily through
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Coastal Squeeze
The term used to describe what happens to coastal habitats that are trapped between a
fixed landward boundary, such as a sea wall, and rising sea levels and/or increased
storminess. The habitat is effectively 'squeezed' between the two forces and diminishes in
quantity and/or quality.
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
A levy that local authorities in England and Wales can choose to charge on new
developments in their area. The levy is designed to be fairer, faster and more transparent
than the system of agreeing planning obligations between local councils and developers
under section 106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (although Section 106
agreements will remain, albeit in a more limited role).
Connectivity
One of the core principles of green infrastructure, connectivity is about how green
infrastructure features are linked together to form a network or ‘Green Grid’.
Countryside Access Plan
A plan of how rights of way and access to the countryside will be managed that fulfils the
requirement for highways authorities to publish a ‘Rights of Way Improvement Plan’
introduced by the Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000.
Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000
The Act provides for public access on foot to certain types of land, amends the law relating
to public rights of way, increases measures for the management and protection for Sites of
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and strengthens wildlife enforcement legislation, and
provides for better management of Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB).
Country Park
Usually an accredited natural green spaces which have been granted Country Park status by
Natural England after demonstrating 15 essential criteria and 10 desirable criteria. Some of
the essential criteria include: at least 10 ha in size, readily accessible to the population which
they intend to serve, entry free of charge, must predominantly consist of natural or seminatural landscape, buildings must account for less than 5% of the land, and they should
provide opportunities for the local community to have an influence over the management and
development of the site. Some sites are also given the title Country Park informally without
accreditation.
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Countryside Stewardship
Agri-environment funding scheme designed to encourage farmers and land managers to
manage their land for the benefit of wildlife and habitats.
Ecological Network
Network of habitats that allow animals and plants to move through the landscape and which
provides functional support to existing areas of ecological importance. The movement of
organisms between populations in a connected landscape maintains genetic diversity,
enabling populations to adapt to future changes in environmental conditions. In relation to
this strategy the Ecological Network is a mapped hierarchy of international, national and
locally designated sites of importance for biodiversity, wildlife corridors and stepping stones
that connect them and areas identified by local partnerships for habitat restoration or
creation. The need for ecological networks is set out in the Lawton Report20.
Ecosystem Services
The benefits people obtain from ecosystems such as, food, fuel, water, flood and disease
control, materials and recreation.
Fluvial flooding
Flooding which occurs in the floodplains of rivers when the capacity of water courses is
exceeded as a result of rainfall or snow and ice melts within catchment areas further
upstream.
Green Grid
The South Hampshire Green Grid is the network of green infrastructure components which
are essential to South Hampshire mapped to show how they are connected.
Green Infrastructure (GI)
A network of multi-functional green space, urban and rural, which is capable of delivering a
wide range of environmental and quality of life benefits for local communities. Green
infrastructure includes parks, open spaces, rights of way, river corridors, playing fields,
woodlands, street trees, allotments and private gardens.
Green Roof
Also known as a ‘living roof’, a roof on which vegetation is intentionally grown and/or habitats
for wildlife are established. Green roofs provide different types of habitat, together with water
storage capacity, flood alleviation and energy saving potential.
Green Wall
Walls that are partially or completely covered with vegetation, includes a growing medium,
such as soil or a substrate. Most green walls also feature an integrated water delivery
system. A green wall is also known as a living wall or vertical garden.
Grey Infrastructure
Traditional infrastructure such as roads, rail, sewers, pipes, culverts, etc. The term is often
associated with engineered solutions for dealing with flood and water management.
Habitat
An ecological or environmental area that is inhabited by individuals or populations of a
particular species of animal, plant or other type of organism.
20

Lawton JH, Brotherton PNM, Brown VK et al. (2010) Making Space for Nature: A review of
England’s wildlife sites and ecological network. Report to Defra.
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Historic environment
All aspects of the environment resulting from the interaction between people and places
through time, including all surviving physical remains of past human activity, whether visible,
buried or submerged, and landscaped and planted or managed flora.
Landscape-Scale
Landscape-scale conservation is characterised by the pursuit of multiple benefits across a
large area (e.g. water quality, biodiversity, access). The best examples also make links to
wider economic and social priorities, where enhancing nature can provide benefits to the
local economy and quality of life.
Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA)
Unitary authorities or county councils that are responsible for developing, maintaining and
applying a strategy for local flood risk management in their areas and for maintaining a
register of flood risk assets. They also have lead responsibility for managing the risk of
flooding from surface water, groundwater and ordinary watercourses.
Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP)
Voluntary partnerships between local authorities and businesses set up in 2011 by the
Department for Business, Innovation and Skills to help determine local economic priorities
and lead economic growth and job creation within the local area. The principal LEP for the
PUSH sub-region is the Solent LEP.
Local Nature Partnership (LNP)
Partnership of a broad range of local organisations, businesses and people who aim to help
bring about improvements in their local natural environment. The PUSH sub-region is
covered by the Hampshire and Isle of Wight LNP.
Local Nature Reserve (LNR)
A statutory designation made (by principal local authorities) under Section 21 of the National
Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949. They are places of local, but not necessarily
national, wildlife or geological importance and also often have good public access and
facilities. LNRs are almost always owned by local authorities, who often pass the
management of the Local Nature Reserves to local Wildlife Trusts.
Local Plan
A plan prepared by a local planning authority (LPA) which sets the rules for how the local
area will develop over time. The Local Plan, along with any Neighbourhood Plans, forms the
overall Local Development Plan for the area. Planning decisions must normally be taken in
accordance with the development plan.
Local planning authority (LPA)
The public authority whose duty it is to carry out specific planning functions for a particular
area. For the purposes of this document, the PUSH local planning authorities include the
unitary authorities of Portsmouth, Southampton and the Isle of Wight; Hampshire County
Council and the district authorities of Eastleigh, East Hampshire, Fareham, Gosport, Havant,
New Forest, Test Valley and Winchester. Parts of East Hampshire, New Forest, Test Valley
and Winchester Districts fall outside the PUSH area.
Mitigation
Measures to secure a neutral effect on the environment from development and land use
change.
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Multifunctional
The ability to provide multiple cross cutting functions, by integrating different activities and
land usage, on individual sites and across a whole green infrastructure network.
Natura 2000
Natura 2000 is an ecological network of protected areas in the territory of the European
Union, comprising Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) and Special Protection Areas
(SPA).
Natural Capital
The world's stock of natural resources, which includes geology, soils, air, water and all living
organisms. Some natural capital assets provide people with free goods and services, often
referred to as ecosystem services.
Natural Flood Management (NFM)
Techniques that aim to work with natural hydrological and morphological processes, features
and characteristics to manage the sources and pathways of flood waters. These techniques
include the restoration, enhancement and alteration of natural features and characteristics,
but exclude traditional flood defence engineering that works against or disrupts these natural
processes.
Natural England (NE)
A non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department for Environment, Food and
Rural Affairs (Defra), responsible for ensuring that England's natural environment, including
its land, flora and fauna, freshwater and marine environments, geology and soils, are
protected and improved. It also has a responsibility to help people enjoy, understand and
access the natural environment.
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
Government policy framework that sets out planning policies for England and how they are
expected to be applied. It provides guidance for local planning authorities and decisiontakers, both in preparing development plans and development management.
Peri-urban
Peri-urban areas (also called urban fringe or hinterland) can be described as the landscape
interface between town and country or the rural-urban transition zone where urban and rural
uses mix and often conflict.
Planning Practice Guidance (PPG)
A web-based resource which brings together national planning guidance on various topics
into one place and provides further clarity on the interpretation of the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF).
Pluvial flooding
Surface water flooding caused by rainwater run-off from urban and rural land with low
absorbency.
Priority Habitats
Habitats listed as ‘habitats of principal importance in Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006
(formally ‘priority habitats’ in the UK Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP).
Protected Species
Species that are protected by international or national legislation or Government policy.
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Public Rights of Way (PRoW)
A way where the public has a right to walk, and in some cases ride horses, bicycles,
motorcycles or drive motor vehicles, which will be designated either as a footpath, bridleway,
road used as a public path (RUPP) or byway.
PUSH (Partnership for Urban South Hampshire)
PUSH consists of the eleven local authorities dedicated to sustainable economic led growth
and improving prosperity and quality of life for everyone who lives, works and spends their
leisure time in South Hampshire.
Ramsar Site
An internationally important wetland, designated under the Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance especially as Wildfowl Habitat (Ramsar, Iran) 1971 and, as a matter
of government policy, are afforded the same protection as a site designated under the EU
Habitats and Birds Directives.
Regional Flood and Coastal Committee (RFCC)
Committees established by the Environment Agency (EA) under the Flood and Water
Management Act 2010 that bring together members appointed by Lead Local Flood
Authorities (LLFAs) and independent members with relevant experience.
Registered Parks and Gardens
The Historic England Register of Historic Parks and Gardens includes “gardens and other
land” situated in England that appear to be of special historic interest.
Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM)
Nationally important archaeological sites included in the Schedule of Ancient Monuments
maintained by the Secretary of State under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979.
Section 106 Agreements
Planning obligations under Section 106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as
amended), commonly referred to as S106 agreements, are mechanisms which make an
otherwise unacceptable development proposal acceptable in planning terms. They are
focused on site specific mitigation of the impact of development. S106 agreements are often
referred to as ‘developer contributions’, along with highway contributions and the Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL).
Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC)
Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC) are designations used by local
authorities in the United Kingdom for non-statutory sites of substantive local nature
conservation value.
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
A site designated by Natural England as an area of special interest by reason of any of its
flora, fauna, geological or physiographical features and of national importance.
Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership (SRMP)
A partnership to facilitate joint working by local authorities and other bodies on the
implementation of measures to mitigate the impact of additional recreational activity that will
result from planned housing development ensuring that it does not have a significant effect
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on the three Solent Special Protection Areas. The partnership’s brand name is ‘Bird Aware
Solent’.
Solent Recreation Mitigation Strategy (SRMS)
The strategy aims to prevent disturbance to birds associated with the three Solent Special
Protection Areas from recreational activities, through a series of management measures
which actively encourage all coastal visitors to enjoy their visits in a responsible manner
rather than restricting access to the coast or preventing activities that take place there.
Special Areas of Conservation (SAC)
A site designated under the European Commission Directive on the Conservation of Natural
Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora and part of the European network of Natura 2000
sites.
Special Protection Area (SPA)
A site designated under the European Commission Directive on the Conservation of Wild
Birds as being of international importance for the breeding, feeding, wintering or the
migration of rare and vulnerable species of birds, and part of the European network of
Natura 2000 sites.
Stepping stones
Pockets of habitat that, while not necessarily connected, facilitate the movement of species
across otherwise inhospitable landscapes.
Suitable alternative natural greenspace (SANG)
Green space that is of a quality and type suitable to be used as mitigation to offset the
impact of new development on sensitive areas, for instance areas of high biodiversity or
landscape value.
Sustainable development
The use of resources, to meet the needs of the present, without compromising the ability of
future generations to meet their own needs.
Sustainable drainage systems (SuDS)
Techniques to control and manage surface water run-off before it enters a water course
including preventative measures (recycling), filter strips, swales, permeable surfaces,
infiltration devices, basins and ponds. SuDS also aim to control pollution, recharge ground
water, control flooding, and enhance the environment. Previously known as sustainable
urban drainage systems.
Upstream thinking
Planning for flood and water management, water quality and other environmental
improvements upstream in a river catchment, where land management improvements and
other measures may have disproportionately beneficial outcomes for downstream
communities, for instance by increasing the floodplain’s capacity to attenuate water flow.
Working with natural processes (WWNP)
Measures to protect, restore and emulate the natural functions of catchments, floodplains,
rivers and the coast.
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Item 12

Report to the
Partnership for Urban South Hampshire
Joint Committee
Date:

04 December 2018

Report of:

Head of Democratic Services, Fareham Borough Council

Subject:

PUSH Joint Committee Meeting Schedule 2019/20

SUMMARY
The Schedule of Meetings for the Joint Committee and Overview and Scrutiny
meetings for 2019/20 has been prepared, following a similar pattern to previous years.
The schedule of meetings includes provisions for the Joint Committee to meet six
times in the 2019/20 municipal year, and the Overview and Scrutiny Committee to
meet four times.

RECOMMENDATIONS
It is RECOMMENDED that the Joint Committee NOTES the dates on the schedule of
meetings for the municipal year 2019/20, attached at Appendix A.

Appendix A :
Schedule of PUSH JC and O&S Meetings for 2019/20
Contact :
Leigh Usher, Head of Democratic Services, Fareham Borough Council

PUSH JOINT COMMITTEEE AND OVERVIEW & SCRUTINY
SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS 2019/20

May
Mon
Tues
Wed
Thurs
Friday
Sat
Sun
Mon
Tues
Wed
Thurs
Friday
Sat
Sun
Mon
Tues
Wed
Thurs
Friday
Sat
Sun
Mon
Tues
Wed
Thurs
Friday
Sat
Sun
Mon
Tues
Wed
Thurs
Friday
Sat
Sun
Mon
Tues
Weds
Thurs

June

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

1
2
Bank Holiday

Bank Holiday

May

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

July
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

PUSH JC

PUSH O&S

June

8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
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PUSH JC = PUSH Joint Committee (6)
PUSH O&S = PUSH Overview and Scrutiny Committee (4)
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