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Sub-matter 6B
COUNTRYSIDE AND COAST 

6B.1 (part1)
Does the Plan set out a positive, integrated strategy for the Region’s countryside in general?  
No.  The Plan’s focus on countryside issues is fragmented and incomplete. In our earlier submission (June) we pointed out that the Plan was deficient in that it:

· Did not mention the North West and South West Green Arc initiatives, particularly in Policy CC10a (see our June submission) and section D7;
· Inappropriately placed Policy BE4 (Managing the Rural/Urban Fringe) and Box BE2  (The Countryside In and Around Towns functions) in Section D8 (management of the Built and Historic Environment), rather than in Section D7 (Countryside);

· Presents, in Policy BE4, an inappropriate urban-centric emphasis to consideration of the rural/urban fringe, which, is still primarily part of the countryside.
· Does not contain specific policies setting out a strategic approach to the conservation and enhancement of the River Thames valley corridor, a strategically significant part of the Region’s countryside and of the area covered by the North West Green Arc.
· Fails to give sufficient strategic priority to enhancing and improving Green Belt land.
In addition, the Plan is deficient in that:

· Whilst Policy BE5 recognises the importance of Market Towns, and other small rural towns, to their wider rural areas, it fails to recognise that their distinctiveness and character is strongly related to their hinterlands and to their setting within the rural landscapes that surround them. Market Towns are essentially part of the countryside. All of the essentially rural topics covered in Section D8 should be transferred to Section D7. 
The above illustrates that the Plan does not set out a strong integrated strategy for the Region’s countryside. There needs to be more positive linkage between countryside issues and the strategic opportunities presented by the countryside for healthy recreation, wildlife related activities, cultural pursuits and general well being.
6B.1 (part2)     Would it be appropriate to include a `Countryside Quality’ Indicator as a measure of the success of the strategy?  

It is difficult to see how you can, the countryside is so diverse with many pressures affecting it for example; biodiversity protection/enhancement, historic protection/enhancement, landscape character, air quality, climate change, landscape access, perception studies incorporating for example visibility and tranquility mapping and in response to further development the need to increase green space leading to healthier communities. Some of these issues are addressed however, there needs to be a greater prominence in the relevant policies to promote the links between countryside, recreation and health.
Therefore it is probably not appropriate to include a “Countryside Quality” indicator as a method of monitoring the success of the strategy, rather each policy should have its own specific indicator or indicators.
6B.2
Does the Plan set out a positive vision for National Parks and AONBs that reflects the opportunities they provide for the region and beyond?  Is the policy guidance on New Forest and proposed South Downs National Parks appropriate (Policies C1a, C1b and C2)?

Policies C1a and C2 are currently out of line with each other with regard to the priority attached to the protection and enhancement of National Parks and AONBs. This combined with the countryside and landscape policy inconsistencies within Plan lead to countryside and landscape issues being inadequately addressed.
6B.3 Is there a need for regional guidance on the River Thames Corridor? What should this contain?

Yes, there does need to be regional guidance on the River Thames Corridor.  The river is recognised as one of the major natural assets of South East England and, as such, deserves more attention than it is currently afforded by the draft document.  Incorporation of a policy for the River Thames could not only encourage its protection and sustainable use, but also limit the risk of inappropriate development in the area. Buckinghamshire County Council in its recently published, “Green Infrastructure Prospectus” recommend that there should be a River Thames Corridor Project – A potential project that could provide a cross-boundary framework for co-ordinating management of the landscape, waterscape nature conservation resources and facilities for countryside and water-based recreation.
We agree with the general arguments set out by the Chiltern Society (7125) and the River Thames Society (7522) for greater recognition of the River Thames in the Plan. We support the policy proposed by the Chiltern Society for countryside stretches of the river corridor, which incorporates the proposal included in our earlier submission.
It is also important that the setting, character, natural and historic landscape of the Thames where it passes through towns is given the priority of regional policy protection.
6B.4
Would it be appropriate to provide more regionally-specific guidance on the opportunities that may be available to improve land-use management and access including the provision of green space in town and country?  

Yes. In our June submission we proposed two additions to the Countryside section of the Plan to cover the Green Arc initiatives:
· new text to describe the conceptual aims of the Green Arcs for improving inter   alia land-use management and access;
· a new policy on Green Arc initiatives.
These are reproduced below (in slightly updated/corrected form).

“Green Arc” concepts

[Para.No. TBD]   

Inspired by bold environmental initiatives in the countryside around towns in the Netherlands and by the Countryside Agency’s vision of The Countryside In and Around Towns, three groups of local authorities in and around London, together with interested agencies and charitable bodies, are developing major strategic initiatives to improve large areas of Green Belt and other open space around London. The bulk of the areas covered by two of these “Green Arc” initiatives lies within the South East Region. The South West Green Arc is focussed on the area between London and the Surrey Hills AONB and the North West Green Arc covers the area between London and the Chilterns AONB, including parts of the River Thames Corridor. A similar initiative is under consideration for the area to the South East of London. The vision of the Green Arcs is to bring the “Big Outdoors” closer to people by creating an attractive and valued landscape of well connected and accessible countryside which is rich in biodiversity with functioning ecosystems and provides for healthy recreation, promotes sustainable transport and supports farming.
POLICY [TBD]

GREEN ARC INITIATIVES

Local authorities located in areas covered by the “Green Arc” initiatives should have regard to the strategic objectives of the relevant initiative when preparing Local Development Documents and be proactive in identifying appropriate opportunities for delivering those objectives. They should encourage the development of public, private and voluntary sector partnerships to secure the aims of multi-functionality set out in the Countryside In and Around Towns vision (See Box [TBD]).

