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HARE HILL OPEN SPACE, ROWTOWN.
Dear Bob,

We would like to make the following comments on the Hare Hill Open Space being considered for a mitigation space for the SPA 5Km area around Chobham Common and Horsell Common. As English Nature (EN) call it in their draft Guidelines `Suitable Accessible Natural Green Space` SANGS.

1. We welcome the current Survey of Visitors to the site. Having talked to Scott Thompson and Kathy Miller doing the Survey last week it is showing, apart from fulfilling the SANGS requirement, how much it is valued by the local residents, thus justifying it ownership by Runnymede. If it does become a SANGS its value/importance to RBC will be increased!

2. If there is to be a small car park it will no doubt not be well received by some residents.

Our comment is that it is likely to be used by the garage, and its customers, on the opposite corner. They already park by the large log in the entrance to the site and on the Bus Stop space/pavement. How will RBC prevent this? Careful monitoring? We might be able to help with some visits to monitor? It will be too small to charge and anyhow this would deter use for dog walkers.

3. If it becomes a SANGS we understand that any improvements/alterations will be paid for by the developers under planning criteria. Presumably on the first trance of developments to get the site up to the required standard, then a continuing sum from each future development mitigated by this site to maintain the site as a SANGS in the future. If not the later, RBC should get that included in any agreements! Also in its negotiations with EN get it into the guidelines?

4. EN is rightly concerned about condition of SPAs but does not seem concerned about the nature conservation value of sites that will become SANGS, particularly existing sites as Hare Hill. Any site submitted with any nature conservation designation should be carefully considered to insure that its Conservation designation is not reduced. But sites such as Hare Hill, although not up to SNCI status, have a good local/mixed conservation level. On this site it is developing due to it having been agricultural land until this was abandoned in 1960. This can be seen in the RBC Management Plan of December 1995, especially in the species list. Kathy Miller keeps a list which includes further species, and in talking to the visitors on the Survey other species have been seen. The habitats are also important. Hare Hill`s original attractiveness was its mixture of woodland and open grassland, with an intermediate scrub layer. This gives the maximum biodiversity to the site in nature conservation terms; see Management Plan, i.e. 2.1.1.3. `The value of the site is best preserved by maintaining mosaics o f habitats rather than establishing one large, uniform habitat`. Therefore it is important that its official use as a dog walking area does not reduce this value, preferably enhances it. The only way to do this is to carry out the same type of survey that produced the Management Plan in 1995. Then repeat it in say 5 years to monitor any effects. This nature assessment, and monitoring, is as important as the visitors survey and should be paid for by the developers. This is a good time of year to commission such a survey, not in winter! Again how about getting EN to put this criteria in their final guidelines?

4. RBC has never had the recourses to implement the Management Plan. As a result the nature of the site is changing rapidly. In particular the trees/scrubs are invading into the open grassland to such an extent that this habitat/open area has almost disappeared. (This is the normal natural succession when no management is carried out.) It will soon be gone and all the site will be woodland. Thus the mixed habitat of the site that gave it its value will have gone, and all the grassland species with it. Also the views from the top of the hill by Hare Hill have already gone, see my 1995 photographs. SANGS draft Guidelines states` A semi-natural looking landscape with plenty of variation was regarded as most desirable by visitors and some paths through quite enclosed woodland scored highly. There is clearly a balance to be struck between what is regarded as an exciting landscape and a safe one and so some element of choice between the two would be highly desirable. Hills do not put people off visiting a site, particularly where these are associated with good views. (EN bold, my underlining). The Management Plan and EN`s requirements match in this criteria; therefore the developers should pay for that management that covers this area of the Guidelines and the Management Plan.

5. As the LDF monitoring lists also include the point that the Council owned Open Spaces should have up-to-date Management Plans (to include reference to it being a SANGS), can this also be charged to the developers. Without this how can RBC demonstrate that the site is suitable now and monitor that the site is continuing to fulfil the requirements as mitigation for the SPAs not just for the current backlog of applications but all the future ones?

6. I have already sent Scott Thompson various 1995 photographs and old maps that may be of help in any of these matters. Please do ask us if we can be of further help to continue to enhance this valuable site for all residents.

Please keep us informed of progress.

Yours sincerely

Hannah Lane

Secretary
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