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Developing the County’s Local Nature Recovery Strategy




Making Space for Nature in Kent and Medway

Making Space for Nature (MS4N) is working with partners and stakeholders to collaboratively develop the Local Nature Recovery Strategy for Kent &
Medway (LNRS). These strategies result from the 2021 Environment Act, with 48 to be created across England with no gaps or overlaps. Developed at a
landscape scale by the Responsible Authority (with Kent County Council taking on this role for Kent and Medway), the LNRS will agree and map the local
priorities and associated actions for nature recovery and wider environmental benefits, that collectively will deliver a nature recovery network for England,
ending the decline of nature and supporting its recovery.

Making Space for Nature will develop:

e Spatially framed strategy for nature — focussing action to where its most needed and/or where it will deliver the greatest benefits.
e Framework for joined-up action, developed with those that will be instrumental in its delivery.

e Set of agreed priorities for nature recovery, with measures to deliver.

e Shared vision for nature recovery and the use of nature-based solutions in Kent and Medway.

e Ambitious but realistic and deliverable plan, linked to supporting mechanisms and finance.

More detail on the project can be found on the Making Space for Nature website.

The MS4N Nature Recovery Mapping Workshops

Between 121" and 26" September 2024, a series of workshops were held to get stakeholder input into the mapping of potential measures and initial
thoughts on how this might shape the “areas that could become of particular importance for biodiversity”.

Five full-day workshops were held at five different locations (Folkestone, Birchington, Lenham, Rainham and East Malling).

The purpose of the workshops was to effectively ground truth the desk-based mapping work, with stakeholders having the opportunity to interrogate the
mapped potential measures and the layers that would inform and make up the LNRS's Areas that Could become of Importance for Biodiversity (ACIB).
The accuracy of the layers would be critical to ensuring the ACIB directed action and investment to where it will deliver the greatest gains for nature, and
wider benefits, within the framework of the county’s priorities for nature recovery.


https://www.makingspacefornaturekent.org.uk/

In additional to the workshops, discussions were also held individually with the county’s planning authorities.

This report is a reflection of stakeholders’ views and opinions. Views and opinions do not indicate fact. No inference should be taken from the manner or
order in which the priorities are presented.

The MS4N project team would like to thank all those that attended the workshops and so enthusiastically took part in the discussions.



Missing

Conflict or disagreement with mapping

Addition

Query or comment

Feedback Action Who
GRASSLAND
Tunbridge Wells | Huge amount of grassland missing. There are no grassland Check on coverage when grassland is remapped. RA
priorities for the High Weald - Permanent pasture is an
important component of what is an important mosaic habitat
for the high weald of hedgerows, woodlands and small irregular
fields and whilst many grasslands are currently species poor
semi-improved they are capable of restoration to important
neutral and acid grassland.
Tonbridge and North of Snodland and south west Tonbridge and potentially Need to make decision on what we do with development DEMTAG
Malling east Peckham would be potential locations for development areas conflicting within the mapping.
coming forward as they are higher tier settlements. Do we have data layer for their higher tier settlements?
Gravesham No grassland opportunities in urban areas. Check on coverage when grassland is remapped. RA
Dover Habitat bank: The three pockets of land in the Worth Marshes Where we know there is work underway to convert land to | DEMTAG
are owned by the RSPB and are being brought forward from a a priority habitat do we map it under the relevant habitat’s
baseline of arable land to become neutral grassland and mixed | potential measure as an anecdotal site?
scrub. Again, parts of these areas are omitted from the ACIB (We have site files).
and as land owned by RSPB for biodiversity, it is arguable that
they would be incorporated.
Dover Habitat bank: The sites at Wootton and Chalksole are both Where we know there is work underway to convert land to | DEMTAG
being brought forward as arable land that will become a priority habitat do we map it under the relevant habitat’s
wildflower grassland, and they have both had input form Dan potential measure as an anecdotal site?
Tuson at NE as they will contribute to the work that he has (We have site files).
achieved with farmers across this area to create a wildflower
grassland network as part of the East Kent Downs Landscape
Recovery Project. | think this is a strong argument for including
their boundaries within the LNRS.
Dover Connaught Park is excluded from the grassland layer (and some | DDC will check grassland in council ownership - and DDC




potential woodland) .

make sure they are definitely 'in'i.e. not to simply rely on a
generic layer of open space.

Dartford Dartford heath missing under grassland - acid grassland and Ensure added in to GL4 mapping. KWT
lowland heath
Dartford Not part of Dartford jurisdiction but on Kent border is Joydens Check whether there is any opportunity for joint up across | KWT
which is south west of Dartford Heath. Acid grassland here, border.
they’ve also done some clearance.
Dartford Business park, western side of Dartford crossing, wiggly line GL3.4 (lowland meadow) - Establish neutral grasslands KATIE
above railway covered by measure. Opposite stone crossing, on floodplains, to create resilience to flooding and
can’t think what would have created that shape. All industrial drought and protect water quality (mapped by free
areas back on to rail way draining soil from Cranfield soils data within flood zone
N\ areas).
Check back with DBC they’re happy with land identified
for this.
—~
Dartford Dartford marsh - is this wet meadow? Otherwise wouldn’t it be Coastal and floodplain grazing marsh are included under | KATIE

under wetland

GL2 - Increase opportunities to store winter water on land
adjacent

to grazing marsh to increase opportunities for “wetting”
during

spring/summer (mapped by parcels adjacent to existing
floodplain grazing marsh).

And

Deliver grazing marsh habitat restoration, extension and
creation where it will offer the greatest gains to support
the county’s important grazing marsh flora and fauna, and
is designed to minimise recreational disturbance
(mapped by waders zone, habitat survey, clipped to ALC
grades 3-5 and flood zone),




Dartford

Dartford

Not sure what the 2 vertical strips either side of river through

Check back with DBC they’re happy with land identified
for this.

GL3.4 (lowland meadow) - Establish neutral grasslands
on floodplains, to create resilience to flooding and
drought and protect water quality (mapped by free
draining soil from Cranfield soils data within flood zone
areas).

Check back with DBC they’re happy with land identified
for this.

Identifies land for measures for coastal and floodplain
grazing marsh.

GL2.1 Increase opportunities to store winter water on
land adjacent

to grazing marsh to increase opportunities for “wetting”
during

spring/summer (mapped by parcels adjacent to existing
floodplain grazing marsh).

And

GL2.2 Deliver grazing marsh habitat restoration, extension
and

creation where it will offer the greatest gains to support
the county’s important grazing marsh flora and fauna, and
is designed to minimise recreational disturbance

KATIE

KATIE




(mapped by waders zone, habitat survey, clipped to ALC
grades 3-5 and flood zone),

Check back with DBC if this is in conflict with land use
and should be excluded from mapping.

Thanet

road. Where grassland is already marked in Conningbrook
covers a lot of housing.

Grade 1 agricultural land has been mapped around Faversham.
Thought they were excluded.

Establish neutral grasslands on floodplains, to create
resilience to flooding and drought and protect water
quality.

Check back with ABC what they are suggesting should be
done here —is it that is conflicts with housing or that the
mapped area should be extended?

Dartford Area to west of pylons below cotton lane with potential Check back with DBC - potential for what specifically KATIE
P iv N (please confirm priority habitat and relevant potential
measure). Oris there a conflict?
Ashford Grassland below Conningbrook could be included down to Is this referring to mapping of GL3.4 (lowland meadow) - KATIE

Need to clarify which measures have excluded grade 1 ag | KWT

land. Is all grade 1 land excluded regardless or just for
measures where the action is not compatible with
agriculture and would take that land out of food




___

Thanet In your table of Potential Measures sometimes lower-grade KWT to clarify and set a consistent approach in mapping.
agricultural land is described as Grades 3, 4 and 5 and
sometimes as Grade 4 and 5. The definition in the NPPF is that
Best and Most Versatile land is grades 1, 2 and 3a, which might
explain why sometimes you include Grade 3 and sometimes
you don’t. | don’t know what the solution is, but maybe to be
safe low grade should justbe 4 and 5




WOODLAND

. [|Katie-wereall LPAsasked for priority tree planting sites? | KATIE

Canterbury Use woodland strategy mapping and woodland zones. request mapping as a GIS file.

Canterbury District Tree, Woodland and Hedgerow Strategy
2024.pdf

Ashford Planned woodland around Chilmington (in local plan) Request mapping as a GIS file. KATIE

Tunbridge Wells | For woodland most are just management issues of existing Will be prioritising all WTH measures to specific areas
woodland (WTH1, WTH3, WTH4 WTH5, WTH7, WTH10) and so where we can.
the mapping should just be the existing tree cover and it is
difficult to see how others may have been mapped as they are
area wide or have no specific area e.g. WTH2, WTH 6 (mostly



https://www.canterbury.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2024-04/Canterbury%20District%20Tree%2C%20Woodland%20and%20Hedgerow%20Strategy%202024.pdf
https://www.canterbury.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2024-04/Canterbury%20District%20Tree%2C%20Woodland%20and%20Hedgerow%20Strategy%202024.pdf

[ management), WTH7, WTH9 and WTH10. |













Dartford Would have thought woodland connectivity bottleneck would Connectivity mapping to be revised.
also be east. of the borough too. They cover big urban areas.
Covers ebbsfleet garden city so need to be careful what you are
saying

All shapes look particularly strange around Dartford, not fitting May be beneficial to understand the specific measures

with what’s underneath that make up the habitat mapping.

Medway will be using the tree equity score in their tree strategy, | Tree equity mapping to be looked at. KWT
would be useful for us too




Medway Hog marsh- upnor area and probably should be connectivity Ask Medway for specific location details. KATIE
between woodland blocks here
14
e
A
Medway This area would be better suited to tree planting than that on the | Ask Medway for specific location details. KATIE
left of it. There have been discussions around habitat
enhancement of woodland here before
p
7 /i
Medway Hoo peninsula — All Hallows Marsh. Woodland wouldn’t Need to ensure we apply a filter to woodland creation to KWT
necessarily fit into landscape character. ensure it is not mapped over other habitats we’re
prioritising in the LNRS. Also need to consider landscape
character as well as current habitat.
Medway St Mary -Hoo, pretty fragmented but an area where you could Add KWT
pretty much improve woodland and tree canopy cover ,
implement new hedgerows etc because field parcels are all of a
large scale and be beneficial.
Medway Buffer ancient woodland not triple but more than 15m, so that it | How do we address this —is it an issue as mapping is KWT
would actually fit with local plan, limited space and a lot of informative not enforcing?
development to come. Need to provide explanation in method why 75m is used.
Medway There are limits to the amount that can be done in the areas Noted.
covered in measures. E.g. The marsh habitat of riverside
country park —there’s a limit to what a country park can
probably do, e.g. can hold some tree planting. Also will be
balancing new developments in the area coming forward.
Thanet Use tree planting layers to refine (layers received) Apply layers to refine tree planting in Thanet. KWT
WTH 1.4 Restoration and extension of lowland and upland wood pasture | How do we address this —is it an issue as mapping is KWT
and parkland. informative not enforcing?
WTh1.4 - 75m may be too large a buffer — we have de facto 25m | Need to provide explanation in method why 75m is used.
buffer in our plan. Not sure about wood pasture and parkland -
would like to see this a separate layer as issues are different to Check with NE whether wood pasture parkland is AW and | RA




woodland and ancient woodland. Natural England are updating | is irreplaceable.

the wood pasture and parkland data set and we are planning on

undertaking our own surveys as the criteria for this habitat are Not clear what is meant by separate out - this was extent
more subjective than most. of actions identified for wood pasture and parkland and
Slight concern with WTH1.4 as Natural England consider Wood | WTH4 is mapped separately. Check back with TWBC.
Pasture Parkland to be a part of ancient woodland and as such

is irreplaceable habitat hence ‘extension’ may not be the

correct term.

WTH2.5 Use tree and hedgerow establishment and scrub to increase This is covered under WTH8. _




connectivity, provide wildlife corridors and address fragmented
areas of woodland.

Hedgerows should focus on restoring historical hedgerows to
help with connectivity

COASTAL

General Not sure about coastal opportunities on top of bluebell hill -the | Mapping for CL2.5 needs to reworked as it mapped inland
connectivity circles aren’t useful to be mapped here, they need | wetland sites.
to be refined. It doesn’t take into account topography

Gravesham Bottlenecks need refining — freshwater and coastal blobs cover | All connectivity mapping to be reworked.
a large area but we don't have any water courses other than on
the east side and they are within the canal and running into the
canal basin. But they're relatively small tributaries that, yes can
be improved but not to this scale. (also included in freshwater)




Folkstone & Use new draft strategic flood risk assessment (not yet If not yet published, itis too late to inform mapping.
Hythe published) - Pent stream is always an ‘emergency planning Where we need to refine NBS/NFM mapping, could we
area’, biggest problem area (also included in freshwater) see if opportunity areas overlap with anecdotal “problem”
areas?




LAND MANAGEMENT

Dartford Use public assessable open space, smaller parks and areas,
west of borough where lacking

measures
Hythe Countryside Partnership.




LM5.1 &5.2

LM5.1 Protection of habitats and species sensitive to
disturbance by employing site management, and other
measures, which support connection to, and experience of,
wildlife but ensures our most sensitive sites remain
undisturbed.

LM5.2 Create sacrificial and honey pot public sites to reduce
the impact of visitors on vulnerable sites.

Clarify with FHDC what this is and how it could be used.




NE did a SARMS into vegetated shingle 5—6 years ago, never
shared the results with F&H so could be used.

LM 5.2

Create sacrificial and honey pot public sites to reduce the
impact of visitors on vulnerable sites.

Sangs? Whitfield expansion- some is delivered, and some s in
progress. We know likely outline.

Does SANGS offer anything in terms of mapping for
LM5.2?

KWT

URBAN

verges and grass areas in areas known to be of importance for
pollinators connectivity.
Use open spaces, wildflower meadows, mini orchards etc to

urban areas - just not mapped.

Dover Aylesham identified as a urban area would be useful there may | Addin KWT
be opportunities there
Thanet Can we use the localised urban boundary from local plans to Use TDC urban boundary. KWT
refine these measures because it will cause problems with the Request this boundary from all LPAs and apply to urban KATIE
residents thinking that it will all the development. measures.
Dartford Looks completely wrong, covering farmland and non-urban Use DDC urban boundary. KWT
areas. Use Dartford urban boundary Request this boundary from all LPAs and apply to urban KATIE
measures.
Thanet Where woodland and urban measures overlap for trees can we KWT to consider suggestion. KWT
remove this from urban priorities to refine it further
Canterbury Urban measures cover a too broad an area Use CCC urban boundary. KWT
Request this boundary from all LPAs and apply to urban KATIE
measures.
Swale Can we include smaller urban areas, is there a population cut Request details of urban areas in Swale SBC would like KATIE
off? Plenty of smaller urban areas included.
Medway/all Chatham design code- urban layers will impact these. E.g. Noted.
Great Lines Heritage Park. Design codes pop up which need to
be mindful of across the region which may impact strategic
objectives.
URB1 URB1 Address habitat fragmentation of the urban environment, | Not sure how existing and planned tree planting will help KWT?
ensuring urban species can freely move about and developed map this measure — unless itis to be used to eliminate
areas and infrastructure does not impede passage. areas and refine?
URB2.5 Target tree establishment to areas of low canopy cover.
Use tree Planting from KCC to refine
URB 1.1 URB1.1 Employ conservation cuts, and minimise mowing, on These are included in the land management measures for




increase pollinator network so would like included.

URB 1.1 URB1.1 Employ conservation cuts, and minimise mowing, on Clarify with CCC what from this plan will assist with KATIE
verges and grass areas in areas known to be of importance for mapping for URB1.1
pollinators connectivity.
Use pollinator strategy
Canterbury District Pollinator Action Plan 2023.pdf
URB 1.5 Green bridges and tunnels installed (or existing crossings Securing mapped layer of existing assets.
modified) to traverse new and existing barriers to wildlife
movement in the urban environment.
Underpass under m20 could be used
URB 2 Deliver benefits for wildlife through urban public greenspace Noted.
and land management.
FWAG have wildflower wildstrip plans in Thanet
URB 3.1 URB3.1 Trees and hedgerows specifically planted to deliver air Not sure how existing and planned tree planting will help KWT?

URB3.5

quality, temperature regulation/cooling and surface water
management benefits and targeted to areas where it is most
needed and will deliver the greatest impact.

Use tree Planting from KCC to refine

URB3.5 Increased green and blue infrastructure, and more
natural space, is targeted to communities where it is most
needed to deliver health and wellbeing benefits and greater
connection with nature.

Under Urban potential measures | see that IMD data has been
used and | think this is why the mapping for this measure is so
extensive within our urban settlements, esp Sittingbourne.
Whilst deprivation might be a driver for improved NBS, I’m not
sure that it necessarily helps with the mapping.

map this measure — unless it is to be used to eliminate
areas and refine?

To note by KWT.



https://www.canterbury.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2024-04/Canterbury%20District%20Pollinator%20Action%20Plan%202023.pdf

FRESHWATER

Folkstone & Use new draft strategic flood risk assessment (not yet If not yet published, itis too late to inform mapping.
Hythe published) - Pent stream is always an ‘emergency planning Where we need to refine NBS/NFM mapping, could we

area’, biggest problem area. (also included in coastal) see if opportunity areas overlap with anecdotal “problem”

areas?
| Canterbury [ Reservoir ecology measure for Broadoak new reservoir | AddtoFW1T.1mapping.  [kwr |

Canterbury Use shoreline management plan for flooding perspective and Has been used.

manage re-alignment
Swale Community mapping not included - | mention this as | Community mapping to be applied once the measures KWT

submitted an area in Faversham (on behalf of the Friends of the | maps are revised.
Westbrook) and | can’t see if it’s included.
Swale SERT study of chalks streams which might be useful evidence Check with Cleo. KWT
for the Freshwater measure Updated_SERT North Kent Chalk
Streams Survey 2023 - CG.pdf (wordpress.com)



https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ffriendsofthewestbrook.wordpress.com%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2023%2F11%2Ffinal-no-mark-ups-reduced-size-sert-north-kent-chalk-streams-survey-october-2023.pdf&data=05%7C02%7CKatie.Pattison%40kent.gov.uk%7C00e89364f2e644b06e2008dce9234e32%7C3253a20dc7354bfea8b73e6ab37f5f90%7C0%7C0%7C638641585079090361%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=SvxypAO6ifNJANIVwNoHj2RKKjT0TSxVLTtcSuZIuos%3D&reserved=0
https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ffriendsofthewestbrook.wordpress.com%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2023%2F11%2Ffinal-no-mark-ups-reduced-size-sert-north-kent-chalk-streams-survey-october-2023.pdf&data=05%7C02%7CKatie.Pattison%40kent.gov.uk%7C00e89364f2e644b06e2008dce9234e32%7C3253a20dc7354bfea8b73e6ab37f5f90%7C0%7C0%7C638641585079090361%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=SvxypAO6ifNJANIVwNoHj2RKKjT0TSxVLTtcSuZIuos%3D&reserved=0

Tonbridge and To refine measures - CONTENTS (tmbc.gov.uk). New strategy
Malling not available yet. They would also use habitat surveys for
refining.
and labelled what is included ACIB.
M20 corridor is where they had a significant amount of
submissions coming to them.

Use NE Gl layer, Local plan layers, Gl strategies, tree equity Can we review if we have used these data layers to their
scale, Flood risk assessments, open spaces. most effective.



https://www.tmbc.gov.uk/downloads/file/948/green-infrastructure-and-ecological-networks-report-march-2018

All Use urban boundaries shown in local plans to restrict/refine Apply. KWT
urban priorities

Medway Make sure to use landscape character assessment to make it Can we consider how this could be used. DEMTAG
realistic and deliverable on the ground. Needs to be a balance
of information.

Medway Medway Council is discussing releasing lots of sites that are Don’t believe these should be excluded from mapping on | DEMTAG
identified on the mapping. Couple near Rochester, riverside this basis.
country park, big field south of Hempstead valley shopping
centre.

Medway Upper stoke and land east of Hoo missing for nature Check why these have not been picked up in mapping. KWT
improvements.

Medway Use Green grid strategy 2000, some areas developed, some What does this have that could be of use to mapping? KATIE
haven’t changed at all. Medway are drafting a Gl strategy.

Medway Is even 3 years too long before reviewing the LNRS with new Review will be instructed by SoS.
local plans happening after publication

Urban/ Plan Tree- different maps for different projects, notin one Not clear how projects would be used to refine. KWT?

woodland central area- highways etc. use to refine?

LPA comments on mapping for publication:

o Allow the ability to adjust transparent layers so you can see what the land is underneath the measures. Or when you zoom in the layers become translucent
e Have the description of each measure on screen for each map

o Allow the selecting of an area and share all the measures associated with the area

e Qutline the measures to make it clear which areas are to safeguard, extend etc through layer

o Would be good to know which areas are to safeguard and which to extend etc, outlined differently. If its there currently, or an aspiration for local plans.

Questions from SA’s

e How exactly will be use local plan allocations

o Full explanation of data used in bottleneck connectivity data

o Where does deliverability on the ground come into mapping (came into priority shortlisting?)

e Has landscape character/topography been considered in mapping

e Major concern for areas included in APIB not getting funding (Clare Russell email)

e Sarah Parker query over grade 3 agricultural land (see grassland section)

e Can we be provided with a briefing document on what to expect from consultation so we can prepare
o Will the criteria for refinement be uniform across county

o Need definitions on ‘consider’/ ‘content’ to appreciate real affect on planning




e Want GIS layers



