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1. In relation to Policy 2: 

a) The policy refers to six important views and vistas, but seven are then 

identified in the policy and in Appendix D.  Is this simply a typographical 

error? 

 

Parish Council Response: 

Yes, this is just a typographical error. We added an additional view late in the day. The 

POLICY 2 should read ‘Seven important views…’ 

 

b) Reference is made in the policy to the River Beane Valley as providing a 

strategic gap, but am I correct in my interpretation that the Plan does not 

seek to designate such a gap?  Please explain the language used. 

  

Parish Council Response: 

It wasn’t our intention to designate a strategic gap, although in hindsight it could have 

been something to consider. The East Herts Green Belt Review does not recognise the 

importance of gaps between towns and villages in the green belt. The wording in 

POLICY 2 was intended to stress the importance of the gap, which the Beane Valley 

represents, between Walkern and Stevenage. The strategic gap between these two 

settlements is also referred to in paragraph 5.29. If the use of ‘strategic’ is confusing, it 

could be replaced in both cases with ‘important’. 

 

2. Paragraph 5.17 would seem to sit more comfortably alongside Policy 3.  

Would the Parish Council agree? 

 

Parish Council Response: 

Yes, we would be happy for the paragraph 5.17 to become paragraph 5.16 and move 

to a new position immediately before POLICY 3. 
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3. In relation to Policy 5: 

a) The policy refers to eight local wildlife sites.  It indicates all eight are shown 

on the Policies Map (Appendix C), but I don’t think this is the case.  Please 

could this be checked and advise me accordingly and provide an amended 

map if some are missing or there are additional sites shown. 

b) Reference is made in the policy to Appendix G.  One site, St. Johns Wood is 

referred to in the appendix as “St Johns Wood and Lords Wood”; is this the 

same site (it seems to be two different sites on the map) and should the 

policy refer to Lords Wood too if they are different sites? 

c) Appendix G also refers to two other sites which are not referred to in the 

policy (Squitmore Spring and Plantation and Walkern Road Verge).  Should 

these two sites be removed from Appendix G? 

 

Parish Council Response: 

Apologies for the confusion caused with Wildlife Sites. The source map and index 

have been attached for your reference. The following comments explain the 

inconsistencies and the changes that will need to be made: 

− Remove site 23/004 Squitmore Spring and Plantation and site 30/027 Walkern 

Road Verge from Appendix G – they are not in Walkern Parish. 

− Cobles Spring and The Bushes are known locally as two separate woods but are 

classified by the Wildlife Trust as site 22/049. The Policy Map wrongly names 

part of this site as Cobles Wood and this should be amended to Coble’s Spring.  

The two sites should be combined in POLICY 5 as Coble’s Spring and The 

Bushes. 

− Baron’s Grove site 30/015 is wrongly shown on the Policy Map as Baron’s Wood 

and should be amended. 

− Bassus Green Road Verges site 23/005 is marked light green on the Policy Map 

but are not specifically named. The Policy Map should be amended to name the 

site. 
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− Box Wood is shown on the Policy Map. This site 22/006 also includes Pryor’s 

Wood, which is outside the Parish of Walkern. 

− St John’s Wood and Lords Wood are both shown on the Policy Map although 

the site 23/003 is St John’s Wood and Lord’s Wood. Part of Lord’s Wood is 

outside the Parish of Walkern. Locally they are known as two separate woods. 

− Walman’s Wood site 31/009 is shown on the Policy Map as is The Warren site 

22/047. 

 

4. Policy 8 refers to land south of Froghall Lane and the appeal decision, 

APP/J1915/W/15/3127807: 

a) Please advise me of the latest planning position in relation to this site. 

b) Please advise me of the relationship between any extant permission and 

the Tibbalds Framework. 

c) Please confirm there are no issues arising from the inclusion of the Tibbalds 

Framework as an appendix (i.e. correct permissions been sought etc.) 

 

East Herts District Council Response: 

a) The outline planning permission is extant as there are two reserved matters 

applications that were submitted within the timeframe of the permission. Both 

applications were reported to Development Management Committee on the 31st 

January 2018, both applications were subsequently approved. 

b) The Tibbalds Framework was presented by the Council at appeal and was 

considered by the Planning Inspector but was not included as an approved plan and 

there is no condition relating to it. The Inspector stated that the Tibbalds scheme did 

not form part of the application.   

c) I don’t think there will be any issue providing that it is clear that it is the principles 

of the Tibbalds Framework and it is not prescriptive. The two reserved matters 

applications have taken the principles of the Tibbalds Framework into consideration, 
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but detailed assessment of the constraints of the site, such as flooding has pushed 

the built form off the southern boundary. So perhaps if there was a caveat with 

reference to the Tibbalds Framework being provided as a guide. 

 

5. Policy 12 uses the phrase “aesthetically pleasing” in relation to building 

materials and I consider this may give rise to a variety of interpretations 

and so does not provide the necessary clarity.  Is there another form of 

words that the Parish Council might wish to suggest? 

 

Parish Council Response: 

The point is taken about the subjectivity of ‘aesthetically pleasing’. Would ‘attractive in 

appearance’ be acceptable? Alternatively the bullet point could read 

− ‘Building materials should respect or enhance their environment and be 

characteristic of traditional village properties’ 

 

6. In relation to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Screening Report, 

please confirm: 

a) The dates of the consultation with the statutory consultees 

b) Whether any responses were received and if so provide copies of those 

responses 

 

East Herts District Council Response: 

The 3 statutory consultees received a written invitation to comment on the Walkern 

Neighbourhood Plan on 30th June 2017. Responses from Historic England, the 

Environment Agency and Natural England are all included within Appendix A. Also 

provided is the previous document that the Environment Agency refers to in their 

email response.  
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7. Please confirm whether the Plan area a) falls within any European site(s) 

and if so which one(s) and b) if the Plan area does not fall within an 

European site, whether it falls within any zones or within proximity of any 

European site(s) and if so which one(s). 

 

East Herts District Council Response: 

The Plan area does not fall within any European Sites, or within close proximity to any. 

There are 3 European sites that lie within East Herts, all of these are situated to the 

south of the District. 

 

 

8. a) Please confirm the date of the Habitats Screening Decision, b) the version 

of the draft Plan the screening related to and c) whether any consultation 

was carried out on the Screening Decision and if so, please provide details. 

 

East Herts District Council Response: 

The Habitats Screening Decision was made by the Council on the 25th August 2017, 

the full report is included at Appendix B. The Council was engaged on SEA/HRA 

matters throughout the Neighbourhood Plan process, with the final screening 

decision relating to the Submission version of the Walkern Neighbourhood Plan. 

There was no consultation carried out on the decision itself.  
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9. Please could EHDC provide a copy of the site location plan (appendix 1) 

referred to in the representation from Planning Potential on behalf of 

Welbeck Land.  Although the page has been copied, it is blank. 

 

East Herts District Council Response: 

The site location plan was not provided through the original representation, however 

the location plan has been provided by Planning Potential on 31/01/2018. The site 

location plan can be found at Appendix C. 

 

10. A representation from Mr. Cooke refers to land east of Gresley Way.  Please 

could a map be provided of the land/site referred to and/or confirmation 

given by EHDC as to whether any of this land falls within the Plan area?  If 

any of the land does fall within the Plan are, please set out the latest 

planning status etc. of the site. 

 

East Herts District Council Response: 

There is currently no planning application for the site referred to, this site is the East 

of Stevenage site allocation (Policy EOS1) included within the emerging East Herts 

District Plan (Pg. 151). A map of the site showing it within the context of the Walkern 

Neighbourhood Plan area is attached at Appendix D. It is confirmed that a small area 

to the north of the site is within the Walkern NP Area.  

 

11. Please provide a copy of, or link to, the report on Walkern Housing Needs 

Survey. Community Development Action Hertfordshire, February 2017. 

 

East Herts District Council Response: 

A copy of the Walkern Housing Needs Survey has been attached to the accompanying 

email.      
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Appendix A: SEA Statutory Consultees Reponses   

Environment Agency Response: 
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Natural England Response: 
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Historic England Response: 
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Appendix B: SEA Screening Report Walkern  

 

EAST HERTS COUNCIL 
 
NON-KEY DECISION -  
 
REPORT BY THE LEADER OF THE COUNCIL 
 
WALKERN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 2017-2033 – STRATEGIC 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT 
SCREENING REPORT 

 

WARD(S) AFFECTED: WALKERN 
       

 
 
Purpose/Summary of Report 
 
 

• The purpose of this report is to determine whether or not a Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA) and/or a Habitats Regulations 
Assessment (HRA) of the emerging Walkern Neighbourhood Plan is 
required.  
 

• The report concludes that the Neighbourhood Plan does not require 
either a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) or a Habitats 
Regulations Assessment (HRA) because the Plan is not likely to have 
any significant environmental effects. 
 

RECOMMENDATION FOR DECISION: that Walkern Council be 
advised that: 

 
(A) In accordance with Regulation 9 of the Environmental 

Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004, 
the District Council, as the responsible authority, has 
determined that an environmental assessment of the 
emerging Walkern Neighbourhood Plan is not required as it 
is unlikely to have significant environmental effects. In 
making this determination, the District Council has had 
regard to Schedule 1 of the Regulations and has carried out 
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consultation with the consultation bodies; and 
 

(B) The emerging Walkern Neighbourhood Plan is unlikely to 
have a significant effect upon a Natura 2000 designation 
and therefore does not require an HRA. 
 

 
1.0 Background  
 
1.1 In order for a neighbourhood plan to meet the Basic Conditions to 

proceed to Referendum, the Local Planning Authority must determine 
whether a neighbourhood plan requires a Strategic Environmental 
Assessment (SEA), and/or a Habitats Regulations Assessment 
(HRA). This report determines whether the Walkern Neighbourhood 
Plan requires either. 

 
 SEA Legislative Background 
 
1.2 The European Directive 2001/42/EC requires a Strategic 

Environmental Assessment (SEA Directive) to be carried out for 
certain plans and programmes to assess their effects on the 
environment. This Directive was transposed in law by the 
Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 
2004. 

 
1.3 Neighbourhood Plans fall within the scope of this legislation. They are 

a plan as defined by Article 3(2) of the SEA regulations and 
Regulation 5 paragraph 2 of the Environmental Assessment of Plans 
and Programmes Regulations 2004. 

 
1.4 Under Article 3(2) of the SEA Directive and Regulation 5 paragraph 6 

of the Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes 
Regulations 2004, Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is only 
required for documents that determine land use in small areas at the 
local level where it is considered that they are likely to have 
‘significant environmental effects’. This is carried out through a 
screening determination. 

 
1.5 The role of a screening exercise is to determine whether the effect of 

the implementation of a plan or programme is likely to have a 
significant effect on the environment.  
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 HRA Legislative Background 
 
1.6 The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as 

amended in 2012) transpose the requirements of the European 
Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC into UK law. The Habitats Directive and 
Regulations afford protection to plants, animals and habitats that are 
rare and vulnerable in a European context.  

 

1.7 Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) is a systematic process 
through which the performance of a plan or project can be assessed 
for its likely impact on the integrity of a European Site. European 
Sites, also referred to as Natura 2000 sites, consist of Special 
Protection Areas (SPA), Special Areas of Conservation (SAC); 
Potential Special Protection Areas and candidate Special Areas of 
Conservation (pSPA and cSAC); and listed or proposed Ramsar 
sites.  

 
1.8 Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive states: ‘Any plan or project not 

directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site 
but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in 
combination with other plans and projects, shall be subject to 
appropriate assessment of its implications for the site in view of the 
site’s conservation objectives’.  

 
1.9 The first stage of HRA is to screen a plan or programme to identify if 

there are likely to be any significant effects on Natura 2000 sites. This 
will indicate whether a full Appropriate Assessment is required.  

 
2.0 Report 
 

SEA 
 
2.1 To decide whether a draft neighbourhood plan might have significant 

environmental effects, its scope needs to be assessed against the 
criteria set out in Schedule 1 to the Environmental Assessment of 
Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004. 

 
2.2 The local planning authority is required to put in place a process to 

provide a screening opinion to the qualifying body (in this case, 
Walkern Parish Council) on whether the proposed neighbourhood 
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plan will require a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). The 
qualifying body should work with the local planning authority to 
ensure that the authority has the information that it needs to provide a 
screening opinion. 

 
2.3 When deciding on whether proposals are likely to have significant 

environmental effects, the local planning authority is required to 
consult Historic England, Natural England and the Environment 
Agency (the ‘statutory consultees’). 

 
2.4 Walkern Neighbourhood Plan Group and Walkern Parish Council (the 

qualifying body) has produced a draft Neighbourhood Plan covering 
Walkern. The draft Neighbourhood Plan contains policies on:  

 

• Sustainable Development; 

• Views, Vistas and Landscape; 

• Conservation and Heritage; 

• Open Space and Local Green Space; 

• Biodiversity; 

• Green Infrastructure; 

• Froghall Lane – framework policy; 

• Housing Development and Design; 

• Employment and Business 

• Traffic and Transport; 

• Facilities and Services. 
 

2.5 The Neighbourhood Plan includes a framework policy for land south 
of Froghall Lane, which received outline planning permission in 
February 2016. No other land allocations for development have been 
put forward in this Neighbourhood Plan. 
 

2.6 Walkern Neighbourhood Plan Group and Walkern Parish Council 
have prepared a Strategic Environmental Assessment Screening 
Report for the Neighbourhood Plan. The assessment of the 
Neighbourhood Plan concludes that if there are any significant 
environmental effects, then these will be positive effects. A copy of 
the Strategic Environmental Assessment Report is included, for 
information, at Essential Reference Paper ‘B’.  
 

2.7 The Environment Agency, Natural England and Historic England 
have all been consulted on the draft Neighbourhood Plan and 



 19 

Screening Report and have confirmed that an SEA is not required for 
the Neighbourhood Plan. Their responses are attached at Essential 
Reference Paper ‘C’.  

 
2.8 Having regard to Schedule 1 of the Regulations and following 

consultation with the statutory consultees it is concluded that an 
environmental assessment of the emerging Neighbourhood Plan is 
not required as it is unlikely to have significant environmental effects. 

 
 HRA 
 
2.9 The Local Authority is the ‘competent authority’ under the 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, and needs 
to ensure that Neighbourhood Plans have been assessed through the 
Habitat Regulations process. This looks at the potential for significant 
impacts on nature conservation sites that are of European 
importance, also referred to as Natura 2000.  

 
2.10 There are three key Natura 2000 sites that lie partly within East 

Hertfordshire – Lee Valley SPA; Lee Valley Ramsar site; and 
Wormley-Hoddesdonpark Woods SAC (although there are also sites 
in neighbouring authorities, namely Epping Forest SAC). Because 
Neighbourhood Plans must conform with the development plan for 
the area (in this case, the East Herts Local Plan 2007 and the 
emerging East Herts District Plan), which have both been subject to 
an HRA, the key issue will be whether the Neighbourhood Plan will 
potentially result in an impact not previously considered. 

 
2.11 The HRA on the Local Plan 2007 concluded:  
 
 ‘The European Sites of nature conservation interest in the district are 

valued features that have local importance as well as wider 
significance. The Local Plan Second Review attaches a 
correspondingly high level of protection to these sites from 
inappropriate development.  

 
 Policy ENV12 [of the Local Plan 2007] establishes a robust approach 

to the protection of European Sites that reflects the Habitats Directive 
and will help maintain the importance of these sites through the life of 
the Plan. While there are several proposals in the Local Plan in 
proximity to these sites, the requirements imposed through Policy 
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ENV12 ensure that none of the proposals are likely to result in a 
significant effect on a European site.’ 

 
2.12 The HRA on the District Plan similarly concludes that the Plan will not 

result in a likely significant effect, either alone or in combination, upon 
any European sites. In particular Policy NE1 of the District Plan 
provides for the protection of internationally designated sites. 
 

2.13 Given the conclusions of the HRA on the Local Plan 2007 and the 
fact that the Neighbourhood Plan does not include any land 
allocations it is concluded that an HRA on the Neighbourhood Plan is 
not required. 

 
3.0 Implications/Consultations 
 
3.1 Information on any corporate issues and consultation associated with 

this report can be found within Essential Reference Paper ‘A’.   
 
 
Background Papers 
 
Walkern Neighbourhood Plan 2017 - 2033 – the Neighbourhood Plan is 
available online at: www.eastherts.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplanning 
 
 
Contact Member: Councillor L Haysey – Leader of the Council 

linda.haysey@eastherts.gov.uk  
 
Contact Officer: Kevin Steptoe – Head of Planning and Building Control 
 01992 531407 
 kevin.steptoe@eastherts.gov.uk  
 
Report Author: Claire Sime – Service Manager (Planning Policy) 
 claire.sime@eastherts.gov.uk  
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Appendix C: Site Location Plan  
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Appendix D: Walkern NP Area and Policy EOS1 

 

 


