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1.0 INTRODUCTION  
 

1.1 Article 6(3) of the European Habitats Directive dealing with the conservation of 
European protected sites states that: 

‘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 assessment of its 

implications for the site in view of the site’s conservation objectives.  In light of the 

conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site and subject to the 

provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national authorities shall agree to the plan 

or project only after ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the site 

concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the general 

public.’ 

1.2 The North London Waste Plan (hereafter referred to as ‘the NLWP’ or ‘the Plan’) is a 
Local Development Document (a ‘Plan’) and therefore under the terms of the 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 is required to be subject to a 
Habitats Regulations Assessment (to be taken at least through the screening stage 
(Stage 1)). 

 
1.3 European protected sites (the ‘Natura 2000 Network’) are of exceptional importance 

for the conservation of important species and natural habitats within the European 
Union.  The purpose of Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) of land use plans is 
to ensure that protection of the integrity of European protected sites is an integral 
part of the planning process at a regional and local level.  The network of European 
protected sites comprises Special Protection Areas (SPAs), Special Areas of 
Conservation (SACs) and Ramsar sites. Government guidance advises that potential 
SPAs (pSPA), candidate SACs (cSAC) and potential Ramsar (pRamsar) sites are 
also included in HRAs. 

1.4 Habitats Regulation Assessments can be seen as having a number of discrete 

stages -  

 Stage 1 -  Screening 
 Stage 2 – Appropriate Assessment 
 Stage 3 – Assessment of Alternatives 
 Stage 4 – Assessment where no alternatives are available  

 

1.5 This document forms Stage 1 and 2 of the Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) 
process and contributes to the fulfilment of the Council’s statutory duty as regards 
Article 6(3).   

 
1.6 Previous iterations of the NLWP have been subject to Screening and Assessment 

under the terms of the Habitats Regulations. In previous comprehensive screening 
and assessment exercises the Policies and Sites in the previous Plan(s) were 
‘considered to have no harmful impacts on European Sites, providing that certain 
safeguards and mitigation measures were applied. 

1.7 The Greater Manchester Ecology Unit (GMEU), on behalf of Urban Vision, has 
prepared this Screening Opinion.  Natural England and the JNCC were consulted for 



Habitats Regulations Assessment of the North London Waste Plan 2019 
 

5 
 

information on the conservation objectives and favourable condition tables for the 
European Sites concerned (the information is summarised in Appendix 1 below).   

1.8 This report has first Screened the Policies and Sites being put forward for potential 
inclusion in the North London Waste Local Plan (‘the Plan’) for potential significant 
effects. Where without mitigation a potential significant effect cannot be ruled out 
Appropriate Assessment is required and has been carried out. Only if this 
Assessment concludes no significant effect can the NLWP be lawfully adopted. 

The report - 

 Identifies by a screening process any European site that could potentially be 
affected by the operations covered by the Plan. 

 Identifies potential impacts on the important nature conservation features of 
the identified European sites that may occur from the implementation of the 
Plan by assessing potential sources, pathways and receptors for harmful 
impacts to occur 

 Assesses any identified potential impacts and Assesses available mitigation 
measures for these identified impacts 

 Discusses ‘in-combination’ impacts 
 

2.0 THE PLAN BEING ASSESSED 

 
2.1 The seven North London boroughs of Barnet, Camden, Enfield, Hackney, Haringey, 

Islington and Waltham Forest are working together to produce the North London 
Waste Plan (the ‘NLWP’). The NLWP also covers part of the area of the London 
Legacy Development Corporation (LLDC), a Mayoral Development Corporation, 
which is the planning authority for a small part of Hackney and Waltham Forest.  

2.2       The NLWP has two main purposes: 

 to ensure there will be adequate provision of suitable land to accommodate waste 

management facilities of the right type, in the right place and at the right time up 

to 2035 to manage waste generated in North London; and   

 

 to provide policies against which planning applications for waste development will 
be assessed, alongside other relevant planning policies/guidance. 

 

2.3  It will cover all principal waste streams including:  
 

• Local Authority Collected Waste (LACW)  
• Commercial and Industrial (C&I)  
• Construction, Demolition & Excavation (CD&E)  
• Hazardous  
• Agricultural waste  
• Waste Water / Sewage Sludge 
• Low level radioactive waste 

 
 



Habitats Regulations Assessment of the North London Waste Plan 2019 
 

6 
 

2.4 The NLWP will sit within the suite of local planning policy documents of each of the 
London Boroughs. The NLWP must be in general conformity with the London Plan 
and consistent with other documents in borough Local Plans. The NLWP should be 
read alongside other relevant policies within the wider Development Plans.  In 
particular the Mayor of London published a draft London Plan for consultation in 
December 2017. The Examination in public is expected to begin in January 2019 with 
adoption scheduled for 2020. The London Plan sets the strategic framework for the 
NLWP. 

 

2.5 Each of the seven boroughs has a strategic waste policy  as part of their Local Plan.  
The boroughs’ strategic waste policies defer to the NLWP to provide a more detailed 
planning framework for waste development across the seven boroughs.  Each 
borough’s Local Plan may also include site allocation documents, development 
management policies and area action plans, as well as supplementary planning 
documents. 

 
3.0 THE HRA PROCESS SO FAR 

3.1 A Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) Screening Report of the potential effects of 
the draft Combined Waste Plan for North London document on the Natura 2000 
network has already been undertaken (GMEU 2016). The Policies and Sites within 
the pre-submission draft of this Plan were ‘screened out’ as not requiring a full 
Appropriate Assessment.  

 
3.2 The previous HRA concluded that no likely significant effects would arise [on 

European sites] from the implementation of the policies in the previous iteration of the 
Plan or from the development of the waste sites put forward for consideration 
(existing and proposed), either alone or in combination with other projects and plans. 

 
3.3 More recent case law has established that where, without mitigation, a potential 

significant effect cannot be ruled out, appropriate assessment is required.  
 
3.4 The new Combined Waste Plan has been undertaken from fundamental principles 

taking into account the results of the consultation exercise and involves a 
comprehensive review of both Policies and potential waste site. This HRA has 
therefore been undertaken from first principles. 
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4.0 IDENTIFICATION OF RECEPTORS, SOURCES AND PATHWAYS 

4.1 A Habitat Regulations Assessment must, as a starting point, identify – 

o Possible receptors (that is, European Protected sites that could potentially be 
affected by the implementation of the Plan). 

o Potential sources of harm to the special nature conservation interests of 
European protected sites that could arise from the implementation of the Plan 

o Potential pathways between sources and receptors 

 
Only where there are receptors, sources and pathways are significant effects likely to  
occur. 
 

4.2   IDENTIFICATION OF EUROPEAN DESIGNATED SITES CONCERNED (THE 
RECEPTORS) 

 

4.2.1  This Assessment has first screened European protected sites to decide which of  
these sites, and which important nature conservation features within these sites, are 
most likely to be affected by the operation of the North London Waste Plan.  When 
assessing the impact of a Plan on European protected sites it is important to consider 
the impact on sites not only within the operational area covered by The Plan but also 
those which fall outside The Plan boundary, as these could still potentially be 
affected by the implementation of the Plan. 

 

4.2.2  As a useful starting point, the Assessment has considered the suite of European  
sites assessed within Habitat Regulations Assessments of other, adopted Local 
Plans in and around London and taken into account the most important potential 
sources of harm to these European sites.   

 
4.2.3 Following the methodologies adopted in other London development plans, and 

considering guidance issued by the Environment Agency with regard to impacts 
associated with waste management facilities (Environment Agency, 2008), only 
Natura 2000 sites within 10km of the NLWA operational area have been ‘scoped into’ 
this Assessment. 
 

4.2.4 These are - 
 

 Lee Valley SPA and RAMSAR site  

 Epping Forest SAC  

 Wormley-Hoddesdon Park SAC  

 
4.2.5 In undertaking the HRA of the Waste Plan the screening exercise and appropriate 

assessment has considered the conservation objectives and interest features of the 
above European sites. Full details of the important nature conservation features and 
nature conservation objectives of the above relevant European Sites are set out in 
Appendix 1 of this Report. 
 

4.2.6 Any other European Protected Sites have been reasonably discounted from the 
Assessment because they are considered too distant from the Plan area for any 
harmful impacts to arise. The Environment Agency has advised that waste 
developments can be reasonably discounted from Assessment if they lie more than 
10km from the boundary of a European site, because harmful effects are considered 
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unlikely to occur or will have become so diffuse that impacts cannot be reasonably 
assessed. 

  
 
4.3 SOURCES AND PATHWAYS 

4.3.1  Potential sources for effects on European sites arising from development  
implemented as a result of a Waste Plan adoption are considered to include:  

 

 Direct Land take 

 Diffuse and localised air pollution including dust and odour 

 Noise disturbance 

 Light spill or shading 

 Human presence/disturbance (arising from recreation and residential 
developments) 

 Emissions to water (surface or ground water) containing pollutants 

 Ground water depression or flow interception 

 Inundation  

 Decrease in surface water run-off e.g. through interception 

 Introduction and spread of invasive species 

 Introduction and spread of pathogens 
 

Of the above, the following impacts will not occur and have been Screened Out of the 
Assessment – 
 

 Direct Land Take 

 Light spill or shading 

 Human presence / disturbance (arising from recreation and 
residential developments) 

 Inundation 
 
Of the above the following sources have been Screened In to the Assessment – 
 

 Diffuse and localised air pollution including dust and odour 

 Noise disturbance 

 Light spill or shading 

 Emissions to water (surface or ground water) containing pollutants 

 Ground water depression or flow interception 

 Decrease in surface water run-off e.g. through interception 

 Introduction and spread of invasive species 

 Introduction and spread of pathogens 
 

4.3.2 A discussion of the main likely identified sources Screened In to the Assessment 

follows. This discussion is to establish a context for  the subsequent Assessment, to 

provide a level of reasoned justification for why particular sources have been 

Assessed and why the conclusions have been reached about potential impacts and 

available mitigation within the Assessment. 
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Air Pollution  

  
4.3.3 Air pollution has been linked to ill health amongst trees; particularly over-mature 

specimens, and also a failure of trees to regenerate, either from coppice, pollard or 
seed. Air pollution has been at least in part attributed to the failing condition of parts 
of Epping Forest SAC, one of the European sites screened in to this Assessment.  

 
Eutrophication (nutrient enrichment) of sensitive habitats through atmospheric 
deposition is a widely acknowledged phenomenon, although it is extremely difficult to 
measure or to pinpoint sources and pathways as the effects of eutrophication are 
often hidden by changes in local nutrients (i.e. via direct fertilisation) or by changes in 
grazing pressure. However it is know that both Epping Forest SAC and the Lee 
Valley SPA currently exceed ‘critical levels’ for nitrogen deposition, predominantly 
resulting from direct fertilisation and sewage. Nutrient enrichment changes the 
composition of plant species communities and can lead to rare species being out-
competed. Nutrient enrichment typically causes plant communities to become less 
diverse. At very high levels direct harm to plants is caused. 

 
4.3.4 Waste sites (particularly incinerators and landfill sites) can contribute to the 

atmospheric pollution load through emission of the following pollutants:  
 

o Methane (CH4) - Methane is produced when organic matter is broken down in the 
absence of oxygen and large quantities are produced by livestock, the spreading 
of animal manure and landfill sites. It is estimated that waste treatment, including 
landfill, released nearly 22% of the UK's methane emissions in 2003, about 2% of 
all greenhouse gas emissions (in terms of carbon equivalents).  
 

o Carbon Dioxide (CO2) - Carbon dioxide is one of the major combustion products 
from burning fossil fuels. It is also produced in certain non-combustion chemical 
reactions, for instance in the manufacture of cement. Carbon dioxide is a long-
lived pollutant and will remain in the atmosphere for between 50 and 200 years. 
Carbon dioxide contributes to the greenhouse effect.  

 

o Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) - Oxides of nitrogen are formed during high 
temperature combustion processes from the oxidation of nitrogen in the air. The 
principal source of oxides of nitrogen is road traffic, which is responsible for 
approximately half the emissions in Europe. NOx concentrations are therefore 
greatest in urban areas where traffic is heaviest. High levels of nitrogen dioxide 
and nitrogen monoxide can directly damage plant life. Nitrogen dioxide also 
contributes to the formation of acid rain which can cause damage to vegetation, 
buildings and water bodies. Nitrogen dioxide is also involved in the formation of 
ground level ozone which damages vegetation and other materials. Nitrogen 
dioxide can react with other air pollutants to form peroxyacetyl nitrates (PANs) 
which can then carry reactive and potentially damaging nitrogen-containing 
compounds for long distances. Oxides of nitrogen can also cause harm to human 
health and are therefore controlled through legislation controlling air pollution. 

 

o Ammonia (NH3) – This is probably the major source of nitrogen deposition 
causing harm to many wildlife sites, and is primarily agricultural in origin 
(predominantly from animal manures), although it is also produced through some 
industrial process and by the composting of organic matter on some waste sites. 
Issues with composting occur when high-nitrogen products (e.g. manures) are 
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being added to compost and the compost is not being managed (turned) 
regularly. Biofilters fitted to commercial composting operations can be effective in 
preventing excessive ammonia release by adsorption/absorption mechanisms. 

  

o Sulphur dioxide (SO2) – this is an acidic gas that combines with water vapour in 
the atmosphere to produce acid rain. Both wet and dry depositions have been 
implicated in the damage and destruction of vegetation and in the degradation of 
soils and watercourses. Major SO2 problems now only tend to occur in cities in 
which coal is still widely used for domestic heating, in heavy industry and in 
power stations.  

 

o Low-level ozone (O3) – this is unlike the other pollutants mentioned, in that it is 
not emitted directly into the atmosphere, but is a secondary pollutant produced by 
a complex reaction between nitrogen dioxide (NO2), hydrocarbons and sunlight. 
Unlike the other pollutants, it cannot therefore be directly related to increases in 
traffic etc. Although peak levels of ozone are generally reducing, annual average 
levels are generally increasing.  

 

o Hydrogen chloride and hydrogen fluoride (HCl and HF) – Both of these chemicals 
are produced in small amounts as a result of certain energy from waste facilities, 
principally incineration. HF is the most phytotoxic of all air pollutants. It 
accumulates in very high concentrations in the margins of leaves. In sensitive 
species this may lead to distortion of the leaf shape, chlorosis (yellowing), red 
colouration and, in extreme cases, death of tissues. HCl can also have local, 
direct, effects on plants, but there is little information available about dose-
response relations. 

  
o Dioxins - These are long-lived organic compounds, which form when chlorinated 

substances in the waste, such as PVC plastic, are burnt and accumulate in the 
human food chain. Dioxin emissions to air from incinerators are thought to have 
decreased significantly in recent years. Four sources account for 74% of the total 
air emissions. These are legal municipal waste incineration (26%), sinter plants 
(18%), residential wood combustion (boilers, stoves, fireplaces, 16%) and 
incineration of hospital waste (14%). The incineration of hazardous industrial 
waste contributes less than 1%. 

 

o Heavy metals – specifically Cadmium (Cd), which is a normal constituent of soil 
and water at low concentrations. The main sources of cadmium emissions are 
from waste incineration, and iron and steel manufacture. Cadmium and other 
heavy metals are mainly present in the ash produced by incinerators, but some is 
released directly to atmosphere via the exhaust stack. Emissions of cadmium 
have declined substantially over recent years; this is mainly attributable to the 
decline in coal combustion to generate power. Environmentally, cadmium is 
dangerous because many plants and some animals absorb it easily and it 
becomes concentrated in tissues.  

 
4.3.5  For the following reasons, only NOx and ammonia are considered further as specific 

pollutants (sources) in this Assessment:  
 

o Despite the general association with nitrogen dioxide, ozone levels are not as 
high in urban areas (where high levels of nitrogen dioxide are emitted) as in rural 
areas. This is largely due to the long-range nature of this pollutant, which is 
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sufficiently great that the source of emission and location of deposition often 
cross national boundaries. As such, low-level ozone can only be practically 
addressed at the national and international level. 
  

o Sulphur dioxide concentrations are overwhelmingly influenced by the output of 
power stations and industrial processes that require the combustion of coal and 
oil. They are not particularly linked to waste operations. 

 
o There is an enormous range in sensitivity to hydrogen chloride and hydrogen 

fluoride between species and habitats, and there are no commonly available 
critical levels for avoidance of visible injury to vegetation. Coupled with the fact 
that quantities of these pollutants emitted by incinerators will typically result in 
ground-level concentrations lower than the concentration that will harm 
vegetation, these chemicals are not considered further in this assessment.  

 
o As with ozone, the distance from emission to deposition of dioxins can be many 

hundreds of miles, potentially crossing trans-national boundaries, and is 
dependent upon meteorological conditions. Most importantly, amounts of dioxins 
formed in incinerators do not depend on chlorine levels, but primarily on the 
design and operating temperatures of the facility. It is therefore not possible to 
consider dioxin emissions in detail within this assessment because this would 
need details of particular facilities to be available. Further, given the large 
distances over which dioxins can cause harm, it can be difficult to link particular 
sources with particular receptors. Dioxins are only emitted by incineration and 
that incinerators are required by law to control their dioxin emissions below set 
thresholds.  

 
o Since ammonia is of relevance to European sites primarily through its effect upon 

nitrogen deposition, it is not considered independently of nitrogen deposition in 
this assessment.  

4.3.6 The most acute impacts of NOx take place close to where they are emitted, but 
individual sources of pollution will also contribute to an increase in the general 
background levels of pollutants at a wider scale, as small amounts of NOx and other 
pollutants from the pollution source are dispersed more widely by the prevailing 
winds.  

 
4.3.7 The main sources of NOx in the UK are – 

  
o Road and other transport (approximately 47%; greater in urban areas);  
o Public power generation using fossil fuels (22%).  
o Combustion in industrial processes (14%).  
o Domestic and commercial sources (4%), e.g. commercial boilers in schools, 

hospitals etc.  
 

4.3.8 By far the largest contribution to NOx will generally be made by the road traffic 
movements associated with new facilities. Waste sites may generate increases in 
traffic although the level of increase will depend upon the nature and size of the 
facility. It is therefore not possible at this stage of Plan production to estimate the 
amount of additional road traffic that will be generated by a new or extended waste 
facility. The level of traffic increase will depend on the details of the nature of the 
facility, the size of the facility and the expected use of the facility.  
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But it has been shown that at distances greater than 55 metres from the kerbside, 
ground level concentrations of NOx represent less than 1% of the critical levels that 
could cause harm to vegetation. According to the Department of Transport’s 
Transport Analysis Guidance, “Beyond 200m, the contribution of vehicle emissions 
from the roadside to local pollution levels is not significant”. The Environment Agency 
has agreed that if levels of nitrate deposition are below 1% of the predicted 
background levels then they can be considered to be insignificant in HRAs. This has 
been taken into account in the Assessment. 

 
Air Pollution and the Thermal Treatment of Waste 

 
4.3.9  Thermal treatments are processes which convert residual waste or RDF/SRF into a 

more useable form of energy such as heat or electricity. These processes include 
incineration, gasification (including plasma gasification) and pyrolysis; potential air 
pollutants resulting from thermal treatment include sulphur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, 
dioxins and particulates. 

 
4.3.10 Any thermal treatment development will be subject both to development control 

through the land-use planning process and through a strict regulatory Licensing 
process. The two processes of planning and permitting can happen one after another 
or at the same time. The Environment Agency is the permitting authority in England 
and emissions from thermal treatment plants are very strictly controlled. What can be 
emitted into the atmosphere from an energy from waste plant has for a number of 
years been tightly controlled under the Waste Incineration Directive (2000/76/EC). 
There are stringent limits for a number of potential pollutants, as well as demanding 
operating requirements which help to minimise pollution, that apply to all plants 
thermally treating waste whatever the technology. These requirements have been 
recast virtually unchanged into the Industrial Emissions Directive (2010/75/EU).  

 
Public Health England has assessed the possible impacts of thermal treatment of 
waste on public health and has determined that any effects are likely to be ‘not 
detectable’ (source – Energy from Waste, Defra 2014). 

 
4.3.11 There is a concern that oxides of nitrogen in emissions from thermal treatment plants 

could lead to nutrient enrichment of soils which in turn can affect plant communities. 
In the case of the European sites most likely to be affected by this Plan Epping 
Forest and Wormley-Hoddesdon Park Woods are known to be susceptible to air 
pollution. The nearest site proposed for thermal treatment of Waste in the Plan is 
within 5km of Epping Forest. Since it is not possible to exclude any likely significant 
effect without mitigation this potential impact is screened in for appropriate 
assessment. 

 
 
Dust from Waste Sites 

 
4.3.12 Dust may arise from certain waste operations (e.g. stone, rubble and brick recycling). 

Effects of dust will depend on the prevailing wind direction and the transport distance 
is related to particle size; large particles (>30um) will mostly deposit within 100m of 
the source, intermediate particles (10-30um) are likely to travel up to 200 - 500m. 
Smaller particles (<10um) can travel up to 1km from the source. Dust size and 
chemical composition is important as smaller particles can enter or block plant leaf 
stomata and thus interfere with gas exchange, while sufficient coverage may prevent 
light penetration to the leaves. In prolonged cases of significant dust deposition plant 
death can result.  
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4.3.13 At this stage of Assessment dust impacts cannot readily be quantified beyond the 
broad potential distances identified above for different particle sizes. For the 
purposes of HRA, those waste sites that lie more than 500m from a European site 
may effectively be ‘screened out’ as being very unlikely to contribute significant dust 
impacts. Of the European sites concerned, the nature conservation interests of the 
Lee Valley SPA associated with wetland habitats are not considered to be particularly 
susceptible to dust pollution. Control of dust on industrial and waste sites is 
controlled by a statutory regime administered by the Environment Agency. 
Nevertheless taking a precautionary approach potential waste sites within 500m of 
one of the European sites concerned have been ‘Screened In’ for further 
Assessment. 

 
Water Pollution and Water Flows 

 
4.3.14 Water pollution can have a harmful effect on habitats and species. At high levels, 

toxic chemicals and metals can result in immediate death of aquatic life, and can 
have detrimental effects even at lower levels, including increased vulnerability to 
disease and changes in wildlife behaviour.  
 

4.3.15 Eutrophication, the enrichment of plant nutrients in water, increases plant growth and 
consequently results in oxygen depletion. Algal blooms, which commonly result from 
eutrophication, increase turbidity and decrease light penetration. The decomposition 
of organic wastes that often accompanies eutrophication deoxygenates water further, 
augmenting the oxygen depleting effects of eutrophication.  

 
4.3.16 Some pesticides, industrial chemicals, and components of sewage effluent are 

suspected to interfere with the functioning of the endocrine system, possibly having 
negative effects on the reproduction and development of aquatic life.  

 
4.3.17 Water quality may be adversely affected by waste sites through:  
 

 Pollution through water runoff from hard surfaces carrying oils, heavy metals 
and/or de-icing compounds. While these effects can be dispersed throughout 
the downstream  water catchment, they will be most visibly manifested within 
tens of metres to a few hundred metres of the site 

 

 Discharges of leachate from landfill sites can add ammonia, other nutrients 
and chemical pollutants to surface water bodies. Leachate can also penetrate 
groundwater. Leachate can escape from landfill sites by leakage through a 
barrier / containment system, ‘break out through a cap, or overtopping 
containment.  

 
4.3.18 In the area affected by the North London Waste Plane the Lee Valley European site 

can be regarded as having a particular hydrological sensitivity. The Lee Valley SPA / 
RAMSAR is dominated by inland standing water that is vulnerable to water pollution, 
in particular to eutrophication. Important qualifying species associated with the Lee 
Valley include Botaurus stellaris (Bittern), Anas clypeata (Shoveler duck) and Anas 
Strepera (Gadwall). These bird species are vulnerable to water pollution because 
water pollution affects food sources. 
 
The most important source of water pollution in the Lee Valley arises from ‘grey-
water’ and sewage arising from domestic sources. 
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4.3.19 There are a number of sites that have been put forward as potential waste sites in 
the NLWP that have some degree of hydrological connectivity with the Lee Valley 
(Table 6.1). Potential effects are therefore screened in. 

 
 Species Disturbance 
 
4.3.20 Waste sites can share many noise and visual disturbance issues (e.g. heavy vehicle 

movements and loud machinery) with other industrial operations. Birds are the 
faunal group that is most often considered in relation to disturbance, largely as this is 
the group on which disturbance impacts have been most studied.  

4.3.21 Disturbance effects are of particular concern for the Lee Valley because the 
qualifying species include bird species that can be vulnerable to increased 
disturbance. Further, sites in the Lee Valley are already subject to relatively high 
levels of disturbance. 

4.3.22 Concern regarding the effects of disturbance on bird’s stems from the fact that they 
are expending energy unnecessarily and that the time they spend responding to 
disturbance is time that is not spent feeding. Disturbance therefore risks increasing 
energetic output while reducing energetic input, which can adversely affect the 
‘condition’ and ultimately survival of the birds. In addition, displacement of birds from 
one feeding site to others can increase the pressure on the resources available 
within the remaining sites, as they have to sustain a greater number of birds. 
Moreover, the more time a breeding bird spends disturbed from its nest, the more its 
eggs are likely to cool and the more vulnerable they are to predators.  

4.3.23 Human activity can affect birds either directly (e.g. through causing them to flee) or 
indirectly (e.g. through damaging their habitat). The most obvious direct effect is that 
of immediate mortality such as death by shooting, but human activity can also lead to 
behavioural changes (e.g. alterations in feeding behaviour, avoidance of certain 
areas etc.) and physiological changes (e.g. an increase in heart rate) that, although 
less noticeable, may ultimately result in major population-level effects by altering the 
balance between immigration/birth and emigration/death. 

4.3.24 Disturbing activities are on a continuum. The most disturbing activities are likely to be 
those that involve irregular, infrequent, unpredictable loud noise events, movement or 
vibration of long duration. Birds are least likely to be disturbed by activities that 
involve regular, frequent, predictable, quiet patterns of sound or movement or 
minimal vibration. The further any activity is from the birds, the less likely it is to result 
in disturbance.  

4.3.25 The factors that influence a species response to a disturbance are numerous, but the 
three key factors are - 
 

 species sensitivity,  

 proximity of disturbance sources and  

 timing/duration of the potentially disturbing activity.  
 
4.3.26 The distance at which a species takes flight when approached by a disturbing 

stimulus is known as the ‘tolerance distance’ (also called the ‘escape flight distance’) 
and differs between species to the same stimulus and within a species to different 
stimuli. No data can be sourced on the tolerance distances of birds in response to 
waste sites specifically, although the regular mechanized noise that is associated 
with waste sites is likely to be less disturbing than the presence of visible human 
activity in areas in which the birds are not used to observing such activity because 
birds can become habituated to regular predictable noise.  
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4.3.27 For the purposes of this HRA a precautionary distance of 1km has been used as a 
basis on which to screen waste sites in or out of consideration with regard to the 
potential for disturbance (i.e. noise and visual) impacts.  

 
4.3.28 In terms of potential disturbance effects it is of note that the Lee Valley SPA is 

already well regulated through ‘zoning’ of water bodies within the Lee Valley 
Regional Park. The majority of the site is already managed in accordance with 
agreed management plans, and with disturbance impacts fully taken into account, in 
which nature conservation is a high or sole priority. 

 

 
 Direct land take  
 
4.3.29 Issues of direct land take from terrestrial European sites generally relate to existing 

permissions that were granted prior to the designation of the site and which have not 
yet reached completion. New applications would be subject to the most recent 
development management policy regime. 
 
 

4.3.30 None of the sites being put forward for consideration as potential waste sites in this 
iteration of the Plan being assessed involve direct land take of a European 
designated site. 
 

 

Invasive Species and Changes to species communities 
 
4.3.31 Waste Sites have the potential to introduce aggressive alien species (e.g. Japanese 

knotweed) to areas where they have not occurred previously because large volumes 
of waste and contaminated material are transported from many disparate areas into 
concentrated areas. If not properly controlled within the boundaries of the waste site 
these species may be spread into the wider landscape. 

 
4.3.32 This source of harm can be effectively dealt with effectively through the existing 

system of statutory controls placed on waste disposal sites and by existing legislation 
controlling the spread of alien invasive species (Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 as 
amended). Well-managed and well-controlled sites will not result in the spread of 
invasive species. 

 

 
 Pathogens 
 

4.3.33 In theory some composting sites may result in the production or spread of plant 
pathogens, which if released into the environment may result in adverse effects on 
vegetation within European sites located close to the facility. It has been agreed with 
Natural England that a precautionary screening distance of 1km from European Sites 
be applied to such facilities for risks from pathogens. 
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4.4  Conclusions  
 
4.4.1 Based on the reasoning in the above discussion the following sources have been 

taken forward for consideration in this Assessment. 
 

Table 4.1 Screening  - potential sources of harm and distances from European 
Sites at which impacts can effectively be screened out 

 
  

Source/Pathway Screening Distance from European 
Site 
 

Air pollution – vehicle exhausts 200m 
 

Air pollution – energy from waste 10km 

Disturbance 1km 
 

Water pollution 5km 
 

Pathogens 1km 
 

Dust 500m 
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5 CONSIDERATION OF AVAILABLE MITIGATING POLICIES IN PLANS AND 
STRATEGIES 

 
 

5.1 Carrying out this Assessment is just one part of the protection regime in place to 
avoid any possible harm to European Sites. European designated sites are robustly 
protected through a hierarchy of European and National statute, government 
guidance and Land-use Planning Policies (including the newly revised NPPF), 
Strategic Plans (e.g. the London Plan) and Local Development Plans. Controls in 
these Plans and Strategies will serve to prevent (avoid) harm and to mitigate for any 
potentially harmful impacts that may arise from the implementation of the NLWP and 
are therefore considered to be relevant to this Screening Report and worthy of 
mention here. 

 

 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF, July 2018) 
 
5.2 The NPPF states – 
  

“When determining planning applications, local planning authorities should aim to 
conserve and enhance biodiversity by applying the following principles: 
 

 if significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through 
locating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately 
mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then planning permission 
should be refused; 

 

 development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific 
Interest likely to have an adverse effect on a Site of Special Scientific Interest 
(either individually or in combination with other developments) should not 
normally be permitted. Where an adverse effect on the site’s notified special 
interest features is likely, an exception should only be made where the 
benefits of the development, at this site, clearly outweigh both the impacts 
that it is likely to have on the features of the site that make it of special 
scientific interest and any broader impacts on the national network of Sites of 
Special Scientific Interest; 

 
[SACs, SPAs and Ramsar sites are invariably also designated as SSSIs] 

 

5.3  The Draft London Plan 
  

 The HRA of the draft London Plan (AECOM, November 2017) concludes that  
 

“The HRA of the London Plan has identified that several amendments to policy or 
matters of direction to boroughs (particularly those around Epping Forest SAC) are 
required. However, once those matters are addressed it is considered that this report 
can be updated to conclude that there are sufficient protective mechanisms in place 
to ensure that the growth objectives of the London Plan can be delivered without a 
likely significant effect on European sites, either alone or in combination with other 
plans and projects”. 
 
The suggested amendments to Policies within this HRA were predominantly related 
to the need for Policies to refer specifically to a requirement for Appropriate 
Assessments to be undertaken of certain types of development. In the case of the 
NLWP this requirement has already been met (in Policy 5) 
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5.4 Current Iteration of the NLWP (submission document) 
 
 One of the Strategic Objectives of the NLWP (SO8) is – 
 

 “To protect and, where possible, enhance North London’s natural 

environment, biodiversity, cultural and historic environment”: 

 

Policy 5 of the Plan states that – 

 

 “Applications for waste management facilities and related development, 

including those replacing or expanding existing sites, will be required to 

demonstrate to the satisfaction of the relevant Borough that the development 

has no adverse effect on the integrity of an area designated under the 

Habitats Directive and no significant adverse effect on local biodiversity or 

water quality” 

 

In the justifying text for the above Policy it is specifically stated (at paragraph 9.44) 

that – 

 

“Development that would have an adverse effect on any area designated 

under the Habitats Directive will not be permitted” 

 
5.5 Adopted Local Plans, Core Strategies and Development Plans 
 
 Relevant Policies in Local Plans of the NLWP Boroughs that will serve to protect 

European Sites are listed and described in Appendix 2. 
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6.0 Screening of Plan Policies 
 

Table 6.1 Initial Screening of Plan Policies 
 

Policy Reference Policy Description Screening Outcome 
 

1 Existing Waste 
Management Sites 
 

Safeguards existing and allocated waste sites and allows 
for expansion or intensification of operations at existing 
waste sites. Resists development proposals which would 
prevent or prejudice the use of existing or allocated sites.  

The Policy has the potential, without safeguards, 
to cause harm to European sites within 10km of 
the existing and allocated sites depending on the 
type of expansion / intensification planned. 
Screened IN  
 

2 Locations for New 
Waste Management 
Facilities 
 

Identifies new areas suitable for waste management. Each 
'area' comprises a number of individual plots of land, for 
example, an industrial estate or employment area that is in 
principle suitable for waste use but where land is not 
safeguarded for waste 

The Policy has the potential, without safeguards, 
to cause harm to European sites within 10km of 
the proposed areas depending on the type of 
facility / operation planned.  
Screened IN 
 

3 Windfall Sites Allows for waste operations to be applied for on sites 
outside of those identified in Policies 1 and 2, subject to a 
strict hierarchy and selection criteria. By definition the 
locations of windfall sites and the types of waste operation 
that would be allowed in such sites are not able to be 
defined. 

The Policy has the potential, without safeguards, 
to cause harm to European sites within 10km of 
any proposed windfall sites depending on the type 
of facility / operation planned.  
Screened IN 

4 Re-use and Recycling 
Centres 

Allows for the establishment of re-use and recycling 
centres providing that the centres are in line with other 
policies in the Plan 

The Policy has the potential, without safeguards, 
to cause harm to European sites within 10km of 
any proposed re-use and recycling centres 
Screened IN 

 

5 Assessment criteria 
for waste management 
facilities and related 
development 

Sets out a range of stringent assessment criteria for waste 
management and related development. The Policy 
includes the criteria that “the development has no adverse 
effect on the integrity of an area designated under the 
Habitats Directive and no significant adverse effect on 

This Policy will provide strict protection to 
European sites. 
Screened OUT 
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local biodiversity or water quality” 

 
 

6 Energy recovery and 
decentralised energy 

Allows for waste developments to generate energy and/or 
recover excess heat (including the recovery of energy from 
gas) and provide a supply to networks including 
decentralised energy networks. 

 

The Policy has the potential, without safeguards, 
to cause harm to European sites within 10km of 
any proposed energy-from-waste centres 
Screened IN 

7 Waste Water 
Treatment Works and 
Sewage Plant 

Allows for the provision of new facilities for the treatment of 
waste water, subject to other policies in the Plan, although 
no potential sites/areas for such facilities are identified 

 

The Policy has the potential, without safeguards, 
to cause harm to European sites within 10km of 
any proposed waste water treatment centres  
Screened IN 

 

8 Control of Inert Waste Allows for development using inert waste where the 
proposal is both essential for, and involves the minimum 
quantity of waste necessary 

 

The Policy has the potential, without safeguards, 
to cause harm to European sites within 10km of 
any proposed development using inert waste  
Screened IN 
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Table 6.2 Assessment of Plan Policies Screened in to the Assessment taking into account available safeguards / 
mitigation 

 

Policy Available Safeguards  / Mitigation Assessment Outcome 
 

1 Existing Waste 
Management Sites 
 

National and International Legislation, Policy 5 of the NLWP, 
requirements of the London Plan (as amended), requirements 
and Policies in Local Plans, Regulations controlling the 
operation of waste facilities 

Providing that available safeguards and 
mitigation measures are applied no adverse 
effect on the special nature conservation 
interests European designated sites will occur 
 

2 Locations for New 
Waste Management 
Facilities 
 

National and International Legislation, Policy 5 of the NLWP, 
requirements of the London Plan (as amended), requirements 
and Policies in Local Plans, Regulations controlling the 
operation of waste facilities 

Providing that available safeguards and 
mitigation measures are applied no adverse 
effect on the special nature conservation 
interests European designated sites will occur 

 

3 Windfall Sites National and International Legislation, Policy 5 of the NLWP, 
requirements of the London Plan (as amended), requirements 
and Policies in Local Plans, Regulations controlling the 
operation of waste facilities 

Providing that available safeguards and 
mitigation measures are applied no adverse 
effect on the special nature conservation 
interests European designated sites will occur 

 

4 Re-use and 
Recycling Centres 

National and International Legislation, Policy 5 of the NLWP, 
requirements of the London Plan (as amended), requirements 
and Policies in Local Plans, Regulations controlling the 
operation of waste facilities 

Providing that available safeguards and 
mitigation measures are applied no adverse 
effect on the special nature conservation 
interests European designated sites will occur 

 

6 Energy recovery 
and decentralised 
energy 

National and International Legislation, Policy 5 of the NLWP, 
requirements of the London Plan (as amended), requirements 
and Policies in Local Plans, Regulations controlling the 
operation of waste facilities in particular thermal waste 
treatment plants 
 

Providing that available safeguards and 
mitigation measures are applied no adverse 
effect on the special nature conservation 
interests European designated sites will occur 

7 Waste Water 
Treatment Works 

National and International Legislation, Policy 5 of the NLWP, 
requirements of the London Plan (as amended), requirements 

Providing that available safeguards and 
mitigation measures are applied no adverse 
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and Sewage Plant and Policies in Local Plans, Regulations controlling the 
operation of waste water treatment facilities 

effect on the special nature conservation 
interests European designated sites will occur 

 

8 Control of Inert 
Waste 

National and International Legislation, Policy 5 of the NLWP, 
requirements of the London Plan (as amended), requirements 
and Policies in Local Plans 

Providing that available safeguards and 
mitigation measures are applied no adverse 
effect on the special nature conservation 
interests European designated sites will occur 

 

 
 
 
 
 

THE APPLICATION OF POLICY 5 OF THE NLWP IS KEY TO  
AVOIDING HARM TO THE SPECIAL NATURE CONSERVATION INTEREST OF EUROPEAN SITES 
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7.0 Screening of New Areas (Policy 2) 
 
7.1 Screening Methodology 
 
 Potential new waste areas were plotted on GIS in relation to the location and extent of relevant European Sites and the potential 

impacts of the development of these sites as waste sites was assessed using the following criteria – 
 

 Distance from relevant European Sites 

 Size and Scale of the Site concerned 

 Context of the site 

 Previous and Current Site Uses 

 Identification of potential Pathways 
 

The above ‘desk-top’ process relied on information concerning sites collected and collated during wider site assessments undertaken by 
Urban Vision on behalf of the Boroughs, on GIS analysis, on ecological information concerning the European Sites concerned. All sites 
more than 10km from the boundary of European protected sites have been screened out of the Assessment.  

 
 Sites short-listed by the above process as having some potential to impact on the special nature conservation interest of European Sites 

were then visited to assess on the context of the sites on the ground and to assess potential Pathways. 
 
 In the following tables ‘Screened Out’ should be taken to mean that development of the Site Assessed as a waste facility will not have 

any impact on the special nature conservation interest of relevant European Sites. ‘Screened In’ should be taken to mean that the 
development of the Site Assessed as a waste facility has been initially screened as having some potential to have an impact on the 
special nature conservation interest of relevant European Sites and therefore a further Assessment has been carried out. 

 



Habitats Regulations Assessment of the North London Waste Plan 2019 
 

24 
 

 
  

Fig 1 Locations and Distribution of proposed New Areas 
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7.2  RESULTS OF SCREENING OF NEW AREAS 

Table 7.1 Initial Screening of potential new waste sites (those within 10km of a European designated site) 

Site 
reference 

Site Name Available Details HRA Screening Comments Initially 
Screened 
In/Out 

A12-EN Eleys Estate Large site, current industrial / commercial use 
including existing waste management facilities 
including ‘Edmonton Eco Park’ complex. 

Potential hydrological connectivity to the Lee Valley SAC In – Lee 
Valley 

A19-HR Brantwood Road Large industrial / commercial site No apparent direct connectivity to any SPA/SAC but 
within 1km of the SPA (pathogens and disturbance 
effects apply) 

In – Lee 
Valley 

A21-HR North-East 
Tottenham 

Large existing industrial / commercial site Potential hydrological connectivity to the Lee Valley SPA 
and within 500m of the Lee Valley (potential impacts 
from dust) 

In – Lee 
Valley 

A24-WF Argall Avenue Large industrial / commercial site Within 1km of the Lee Valley SPA and with potential 
hydrological connectivity. 

In – Lee 
Valley 

LLDC2-HC Chapman Road 
LSIS 

Current Industrial / residential site. Although within 5km of the Lee Valley there are no 
apparent hydrological connections 

Out 

LLDC1-HC Bartrip Street Small-scale industrial, storage and distribution 
uses 

Although within 5km of the Lee Valley there are no 
apparent hydrological connections 

Out 

LLDC3-WF Temple Mills Lane Existing commercial/industrial site Within 5km of the Lee Valley SPA but located 
downstream – no hydrological pathway exists 

Out 

LLDC2-HC Chapman Road 
(Palace Close) 

Existing industrial and commercial properties Although within 5km of the Lee Valley there are no 
apparent hydrological connections 

Out 
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Assessment of those sites ‘screened in’ to the assessment in table 7.1 

Pathogens and Disturbance – Assessment of short-listed sites 

Table 7.2 Only one site is within 1km of a European Site such that any possible impact from pathogens could occur.  

Site ref. Site Name Assessment of potential effects from pathogens and disturbance taking into account 
available safeguards / mitigation 

Conclusion of 
Assessment 

A19-HR Brantwood Road A large existing industrial site surrounded by built development (mainly residential). Context 
of the site makes increased disturbance to the SPA very unlikely. Given the proximity of 
residential uses close by the site has been ruled out for use as a composting location. 
 

Site can be screened 
out for this effect 

 

7.3 Air pollution –assessment of short-listed sites 

7.3.1 Only three sources of potential air pollution have been assessed in this Report – emissions from thermal treatment sites, pollution from 

traffic increases and dust pollution. 

7.3.2 In terms of pollution from traffic and pollution from dust only the site at North-east vTottenham is close enough to the SPA at lee Valley 

to potentially cause any harm, although the habitats in the Lee Valley are not considered to be susceptible to the effects of air pollution 

(source – APIS) 

7.3.3 Of the European sites screened in as potential Receptors Epping Forest SAC and Wormley-Hoddesdon Park Woods SAC are known to 

be most susceptible to long-range air pollution such as may arise from a thermal treatment facility.  

7.3.4 In terms of Wormley-Hoddesdon Park Woods SAC this site is more than 6 km from the nearest potential waste site (E01) and separated 

from it by very significant areas of built development and transport infrastructure, not least the M25. The SAC is more than 10km from 

the nearest proposed thermal treatment site. Any effects of diffuse air pollution that may arise from the operation of a waste facility 

would therefore be imperceptible whether in an individual or cumulative basis. 

7.3.5 In terms of Epping Forest SAC at its closest point this SAC is only some 3 km from the nearest proposed thermal treatment site 

(Edmonton). But for thermal waste treatment sites stringent controls on emissions from any new facility would be required in addition to 
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the existing policy framework. It can be concluded that with the operation of these controls the plans proposals will not give rise to any 

adverse effects.  

 

Table 7.3 Further Assessment – air pollution 

Site ref. Site Name Assessment of potential effects from pathogens and disturbance Conclusion of Assessment and 
Recommendations 

 
A21-HR North East Tottenham This site is less than 50m from the Lee Valley SPA although the habitat present in this 

part of the SPA (open water) is not considered to be particularly susceptible to air 
pollution. Recommend a dust management regime and a traffic management plan be 
required of any application as part of a required development-specific HRA. 

Site can be included for 
consideration but development-
specific HRA should be required in 
line with Policy 5 

 

7.4 Water pollution – assessment of short-listed sites 

Waste management activities require Licensing from the Environment Agency. The following extracts from guidance prepared by the 

Environment Agency for consideration of water pollution effects on European designated sites are relevant to this part of the 

Assessment - 

Water pollution (leachate)  
 

The polluting effects of leachate are well known. New sites dealing with any waste other than inert waste must operate on a containment basis, 
unless a risk assessment justifies otherwise. Impermeable surfaces and a sealed drainage system would be the norm at transfer / treatment facilities, 
with detailed barrier systems and leachate collection facilities at landfill sites. 

 
It should be noted that the Landfill Regulations 2002 require appropriate collection and treatment of leachate and the provision of barrier systems 
which must be the subject of permit conditions [Regulation 8(3)(a)(I) and Schedule 2]. The standards chosen must be justified on the basis of risk 
assessment, including consideration of the European site as a receptor. As a landfill permit is a relevant authorisation under the Groundwater 
Regulations (being a PPC permit) there is an obligation to prevent discharges of List I substances to groundwater, and to prevent groundwater 
pollution by List II substances. These are ‘pre-requisite’ permit conditions. 
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Water pollution – surface water 
 

Extent and impact 
 

Surface water may become contaminated by contact with waste and leachate, construction materials, or chemicals used on site (fuels, pesticides, 
etc). The resulting water may be toxic, nutrient rich, or may carry a load of suspended solids that could lead to siltation. The physical passage of 
water may lead to scouring and erosion. While these effects can be dispersed throughout the downstream water catchment, they will be most visibly 
manifested within tens of metres to a few hundred metres of the site. 

 
Surface water management systems should be installed at all waste sites, with the aim of segregating ‘clean, uncontaminated water’ from potentially 
contaminated water. The contaminated water should be subject to appropriate treatment (on site or via sewer), prior to release to the environment. 
The manner of all discharges may need to be controlled to prevent erosion or siltation. 

 
A range of control measures can be deployed to prevent siltation consisting either of filtration (e.g. swales, straw bales) or settlement (e.g. catch pits 
or lagoons), or a combination of both. Scouring and erosion (& the consequent siltation) can be prevented by appropriate design of the surface water 
management system, such as controlling the gradient of flow paths, providing a liner system to ditches, or directing flow via swales with vegetation 
cover.  

                                       
Source - Work Instruction Further Guidance applying the Habitats Regulations to Waste Management Facilities (EA, 2005). 
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Table 7.4 Further Assessment – water pollution 

Site 
reference 

Site Name HRA Screening Comments – Water Pollution and Potential Mitigation Conclusions of Assessment 
and Recommendations 

 
A24-WF 

 
Argall Avenue 

 
Within 1km of the Lee Valley SPA and with potential hydrological connectivity. Site is being 
considered for relatively small-scale use as a waste transfer and recycling facility and potentially 
for closed-vessel composting. Credible tried and tested pollution control methods are available 
such that any risk of water pollution can be mitigated. Any future development would be 
subject to stringent water pollution controls applied during any development control and/or 
licensing process such that harmful impacts on the Lee Valley can be avoided. Relevant policies, 
statutory controls  and guidance relevant in this regard include –  

 Policy 5 of the NLWP 

 The EU Water Framework Directive  

 Pollution control policies in Local Plans 

 Requirements of Licensing processes for waste operations regulated by the EA 

 Pollution prevention Guidelines published by the EA 

 The Lee Valley Management Plan 

 Policy protection given to European Sites in the Waste Plan 
 

 

Site can be included for 
consideration but 
development-specific HRA 
should be required in line with 
Policy 5 

 

A12-EN Eleys Estate Potential hydrological connectivity to the Lee Valley SPA through drainage leading to Pymmes 
Brook. Credible tried and tested pollution control methods are available such that any risk of 
water pollution can be mitigated. Any future development would be subject to stringent water 
pollution controls applied during any development control and/or licensing process such that 
harmful impacts on the Lee Valley can be avoided. Relevant policies, statutory controls  and 
guidance relevant in this regard include –  

 Policy 5 of the NLWP 

 The EU Water Framework Directive  

 Pollution control policies in Local Plans 

 Requirements of Licensing processes for waste operations regulated by the EA 

 Pollution prevention Guidelines published by the EA 

 The Lee Valley Management Plan 

 Policy protection given to European Sites in the Waste Plan 
 
 

Site can be included for 
consideration but 
development-specific HRA 
should be required in line with 
Policy 5 

 

A21-HR North-east Potential hydrological connectivity to the Lee Valley via Pymmes Brook. Credible tried and Site can be included for 
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Tottenham tested pollution control methods are available such that any risk of water pollution can be 
mitigated. Any future development would be subject to stringent water pollution controls 
applied during any development control and/or licensing process such that harmful impacts on 
the Lee Valley can be avoided. Relevant policies, statutory controls  and guidance relevant in 
this regard include –  

 Policy 5 of the NLWP 

 The EU Water Framework Directive  

 Pollution control policies in Local Plans 

 Requirements of Licensing processes for waste operations regulated by the EA 

 Pollution prevention Guidelines published by the EA 

 The Lee Valley Management Plan 

 Policy protection given to European Sites in the Waste Plan 
 

consideration but 
development-specific HRA 
should be required in line with 
Policy 5 
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8 SCREENING OF SITES – EXISTING SITES  

Policy 1 of the NWLP allows for the possible expansion and/or intensification of use 

of existing waste transfer sites and facilities.  

These sites already have established use as waste sites and are regulated and 

where applicable licensed as such. The existing land use cannot be rescinded. None 

of the sites has been identified as having had any detrimental effects on the special 

nature conservation interests of any European sites; at least, the operation of these 

facilities has not been considered to be a particular harmful factor in condition 

assessments of any of the European sites concerned.  

Policy 5 of the Plan, together with other relevant Policies, Regulations and Best 

Practice, will operate to manage any proposals for expansion and/or intensification of 

use of these existing sites to ensure that no harmful effects are caused to European 

sites. 

                                  

 

 
Fig 2 Locations of existing sites  
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9.0 IN COMBINATION EFFECTS WITH OTHER PLANS AND POLICIES 

9.1 It is a requirement of the Habitats Directive that an analysis undertaken of whether 
there is scope for an interaction with other relevant projects and plans that may result 
in a likely significant effect ‘in combination’.  

9.2 The Assessment needs to be proportionate to the Strategic nature of the NLWP. In 
the case of the Waste Plan it is therefore considered that the key other strategic 
plans and projects that should be considered with regard to their interaction with the 
NLWP are:  

 

 The Core Strategies/Local Plans for the NLWP boroughs 
  

 The Mayor’s London Plan. Borough Local Plans and the NLWP are required 
to be consistent with higher level Plans, making them mutually re-enforcing. 

 

 The Mayor’s Transport Strategy 
 

 The Mayor’s Economic Development Strategy 
 

 The Lee Valley Park Development Framework 
 

 The South London Waste Plan 
 

 The Hertfordshire Joint Municipal Waste Management Strategy 
 

 The Joint Municipal Waste Management Strategy for Essex 
 

 Crossrail 2 
 

9.3 All of the above Plans have been subject to independent Habitats Regulations 
Assessment and all contain safeguards against any potential harm that may be 
caused by operations controlled by the Plans to European protected Sites. 

9.4 It is therefore concluded that there will be no additional impacts on European sites 
arising from the implementation of the Waste Plan arising from the Plan acting in 
combination with other Strategic Plans. 

 

Plan or project 
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10.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

10.1 Any potential harmful impacts on the nature conservation value of European sites 

that could arise from the implementation of the North London Combined Waste Plan 

can be avoided or mitigated.  

 Providing that available safeguards and mitigation measures are effectively 

applied the implementation of the NLWP there will not be any adverse effects 

on the special nature conservation interest of any designated European Sites 

10.2 Policy 5 of the Plan provides an important safeguard for European sites. 

10.3 It is not considered to be necessary to remove any sites from the list of sites being 

considered for potential waste operations from the Plan because of potentially 

harmful impacts on European protected sites. 

10.4 Some sites will need to be subject to further, development-specific and more detailed 

Assessment under the terms of the Regulations as they come forward. 
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MAPS and FIGURES 

 

                                             

Fig 3 Distribution and extent of European sites within the Plan area 
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APPENDIX A  

Details of relevant European Sites (adapted from information available from Natural 

England and the JNCC) 

A1 Lee Valley SPA / RAMSAR  
 
The Lee Valley SPA is located to the north-east of London, where a series of wetlands and 
reservoirs occupy about 20 km of the valley. The site comprises embanked water supply 
reservoirs, sewage treatment lagoons and former gravel pits that support a range of man-
made, semi-natural and valley bottom habitats. These wetland habitats support wintering 
wildfowl, in particular Gadwall Anas strepera and Shoveler Anas clypeata, which occur in 
numbers of European importance. Areas of reedbed within the site also support significant 
numbers of wintering Bittern Botaurus stellaris. 
 
Qualifying species 

This site qualifies under Article 4.1 of the Directive (79/409/EEC) by supporting populations 
of European importance of the following species listed on Annex I of the Directive: 
 
Over winter; 
 
Bittern Botaurus stellaris, 6 individuals representing at least 6.0% of the wintering population 
in Great Britain (5 year peak mean, 1992/3-1995/6) 
 
This site also qualifies under Article 4.2 of the Directive (79/409/EEC) by supporting 
populations of European importance of the following migratory species: 
 
Over winter; 
 
Gadwall Anas strepera, 515 individuals representing at least 1.7% of the wintering 
Northwestern Europe population (5 year peak mean 1991/2 - 1995/6) 
Shoveler Anas clypeata, 748 individuals representing at least 1.9% of the wintering 
Northwestern/Central Europe population (5 year peak mean 1991/2 - 1995/6) 
 
Notes on Management and Protection 
 
Sympathetic management of water levels within the main water body is necessary for the 
maintenance of optimal water depths throughout the year (according to the requirements of 
the plant and animal species present). For example, the presence of extensive shallow water 
and wet marginal substrates will provide the feeding conditions required by a variety of 
wintering, passage and breeding wildfowl, such as dabbling ducks and waders, whilst other 
species may require areas of water at least 3 metres in depth. Water level management 
should take into account the requirements of submerged aquatic plants that are restricted to 
areas where there is sufficient light for growth and minimal wave action. In shallow 
waterbodies (with an average water depth of less than 3 metres) plants may be able to grow 
throughout the waterbody, whilst in deeper waters plants will be restricted to the shallow 
margins. 
 
Management should aim to maintain the habitats associated with shallowly sloping margins 
that are not too exposed to wave action as they are important for many species associated 
with standing open waters. For example, the maintenance of structural diversity within and 
between stands of aquatic vegetation (including emergent, floating and submerged 
vegetation) can provide important habitat for the immature stages of different dragonfly and 
damselfly species that require a wide variety of vegetation types. 
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The protection of appropriate water quality is important for maintaining aquatic habitats and 
the range of species associated with them. Increases in the amount of nutrients within the 
waterbody (as a result of pollution from direct discharges and also from diffuse sources 
resulting from land management practices within the wider catchment) can lead to a loss of 
aquatic plants in favour of algae and impact upon invertebrate species, both of which are 
important food sources for a range of wetland birds. Changes to the amount of water within 
the waterbody (by abstracting water from inflowing streams or raising the water level) can 
also alter nutrient regimes, as well as change the available area of some habitats. Increases 
in the amount of sediment entering a waterbody may smother stony beds, reduce water 
depth in shallow waterbodies and also increase the amount of nutrients present and should 
therefore be avoided. Other activities that can lead to a decrease in aquatic plants in favour 
of algae include the control or removal of the natural aquatic vegetation, or the intentional or 
accidental introduction of species such as bottom feeding coarse fish that uproot plants and 
disturb sediments on the bottom of the waterbody. 
 
In common with other freshwater systems, artificial waterbodies are susceptible to the 
introduction of invasive species such as non-native crayfish or plant species, for example, 
Australian swamp stonecrop, and some management may be necessary to control these 
where they occur. Where native crayfish are present any measures which may limit the risks 
of transferring non-native crayfish or crayfish plague (such as information and awareness-
raising initiatives amongst visitors to the waterbody) should be encouraged. Standing waters 
and their surroundings are often also a popular environment for recreational activities such 
as angling and boating which should be managed sympathetically to avoid conflict with the 
management of the waterbody for nature conservation. 
 
Other wetland habitats surrounding the open water may require some active management. 
For example, management should ensure that appropriate nesting and feeding conditions 
are maintained across the site for breeding, wintering and passage birds. This might include 
the maintenance of some open areas with unrestricted views and ensuring any sparsely-
vegetated islands, bars and margins retain an open character and are kept free of invading 
vegetation. For example, exposed areas of bare ground should be maintained to provide 
nesting sites for breeding terns where present. Alternatively, areas of lush, dense marginal 
and emergent vegetation should be retained where they are important for nesting birds. 
Large areas of wetland should be kept free from disturbance during the breeding season, as 
well as during the winter months. Dragonflies and damsel flies require the maintenance of a 
mosaic of open habitats such as grassland, reedbed and fen with plentiful herbs, scrub and 
small trees to provide ideal hunting habitat, as well as basking and perching sites that are 
open to direct sunlight but sheltered from the wind. 
 
 
A2 Epping Forest SAC 
 
Epping Forest is one of only a few remaining large-scale examples of ancient wood-pasture 
in lowland Britain and has retained habitats of high nature conservation value including 
ancient semi-natural woodland, old grassland plains and scattered wetland. The semi-
natural woodland is particularly extensive, forming one of the largest coherent blocks in the 
country. Most is characterised by groves of overmature pollards and these exemplify all 
three of the main wood-pasture types found in Britain: beech-oak, hornbeam-oak and mixed 
oak. The Forest plains are also a major feature and contain a variety of unimproved acid 
grasslands which have become uncommon elsewhere in Essex and the London area. 
In addition, Epping Forest supports a nationally outstanding assemblage of invertebrates, a 
major amphibian interest and an exceptional breeding bird community. 
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The Forest lies on a ridge of London clay overlain in places by Claygate Beds and in the 
highest areas by Bagshot Sand and Pebble Gravel. In some of the southernmost areas, the 
sands and gravels on which the Forest lies are glacial in origin. This varied geology gives 
rise to a mosaic of soil types from neutral soils to acidic loams and from impervious clays to 
well-drained gravels. To a large extent these soil patterns have dictated the pattern of 
vegetation in Epping Forest. 
 
Epping Forest was traditionally managed as wood-pasture in which the trees were lopped or 
'pollarded' above the reach of browsing animals to produce a crop of wood. This practice 
also prolonged the life of individual trees and has created a distinctive woodland structure 
markedly different from that found under other forms of woodland management. 
During the 19th century this traditional system of wood management declined and eventually 
ceased in 1878 under the Epping Forest Act.  
 
The site includes several areas of open grassland. These vary from acid grassland 
transitional with relict heathland to mown neutral grassland but they all add to the habitat 
diversity of the Forest. Many are old plains, the result of the former management as wood 
pasture. Areas of acidic grassland transitional with heathland are generally dominated by a 
mixture of fine-leaved grasses, including red fescue Festuca rubra, mat-grass Nardus 
stricta, wavy hair-grass Deschampsia flexuosa and common bent Agrostis capillaris. In 
marshier areas, purple moor-grass frequently becomes dominant. Broad-leaved herbs 
typical of acidic grassland and heathland are frequent, including sheep's sorrel Ruxem 
acetosella, heath bedstraw Galium saxatile, Petty whin Genista anglica, slender rush 
Juncus tenuis, tormentil Potentilla erecta, and ling Calluna vulgaris. Sunshine Plain supports 
one of only very few examples of wet dwarf-shrub heath remaining in Essex and the London 
area. This contains both ling and cross-leaved heath Erica tetralix as well as sharp-flowered 
rush Juncus acutiflorus, bulbous rush Juncus bulbosus, heath rush Juncus 
squarrosus, common cotton-grass Eriophorum angustifolium and oblong and round-leaved 
sundew Drosera intermedia and D. rotundifolia. The last three plants do not grow in Essex 
outside Epping Forest. Other areas of acidic grassland include Long Running, Deershelter 
Plain, Strawberry Hill Gravels, Warren Hill Heath and Wanstead Flats. The botanical quality 
and size of many of these areas has declined owing to cessation of grazing and subsequent 
colonisation by birch, pedunculate oak, hawthorn and blackthorn. However, recent 
conservation management has been successful in regenerating grassland and 
 
Qualifying habitats and species 
 
Annex 1 Habitats  
 
Epping Forest represents Atlantic acidophilous beech forests in the north-eastern part of 
the habitat’s UK range. Although the epiphytes at this site have declined, largely as a result 
of air pollution, it remains important for a range of rare species, including the moss Zygodon 
forsteri. The long history of pollarding, and resultant large number of veteran trees, ensures 
that the site is also rich in fungi and dead-wood invertebrates 
 
The Forest also supports areas of northern Atlantic wet heaths and European dry heaths 
 
Species 
 
Records of stag beetle Lucanus cervus are widespread and frequent; the site straddles the 
Essex and east London population centres. Epping Forest is also a very important site for 
fauna associated with decaying timber, and supports many Red Data Book and Nationally 
Scarce invertebrate species. 
 
 



Habitats Regulations Assessment of the North London Waste Plan 2019 
 

39 
 

A3 Wormley-Hoddesdon Park SAC 
 
Wormley Hoddesdonpark Woods in south-east England has large stands of almost pure 
hornbeam Carpinus betulus (former coppice), with sessile oak Quercus petraea standards. 
Areas dominated by bluebell Hyacinthoides non-scripta do occur, but elsewhere there are 
stands of great wood-rush Luzula sylvatica with carpets of the mosses Dicranum majus and 
Leucobryum glaucum. Locally, a bryophyte community more typical of continental Europe 
occurs, including the mosses Dicranum montanum, D. flagellare and D. tauricum. 
 
This site supports wide range of habitats supports a variety of invertebrate species including 
the green tiger beetle Cicindela campestris of limited distribution in Hertfordshire, and 
several local species of butterfly and moth Lepidoptera. The woodland bird community 
exhibits equivalent diversity with all three woodpeckers, woodcock Scolopax rusticola and 
hawfinch Coccothraustes coccothraustes known to breed. 
 

Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this site 

 

Sub-Atlantic and medio-European oak or oak-hornbeam forests of the Carpinion betuli 

 

http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/protectedsites/sacselection/habitat.asp?FeatureIntCode=H9160
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Appendix B 
 
Summary of Relevant Policies in relevant Local Plans and Core Strategies that may help to achieve the avoidance and/or mitigation 
of potential harmful effects of the implementation of the NLWP on European designated sites. 
 

Council Document Policy 
Code 

Wording Reference 

Enfield Core Strategy 
2010 

CORE 
POLICY 
36 
 

BIODIVERSITY 
The Council will seek to protect, enhance, restore or add to biodiversity interests 
within the Borough, including parks, playing fields and other sports spaces, green 
corridors, waterways, sites, habitats and species identified at a European, national, 
London or local level as being of importance for nature conservation by: 

 Continuing to protect, restore, and enhance sites, habitats and species 
identified for their biodiversity importance at the national, London, or 
borough level. The Development Management Document will set out 
criteria to assess development proposals that are likely to have an adverse 
ecological impact; 

 Requiring improvements to biodiversity provision, with priority given to 
areas of deficiency identified in the Enfield Open Space Study and proposals 
which assist in achieving Biodiversity Action Plan objectives; 

 Reviewing the schedule of Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation in 
light of the findings of GLA survey of the Borough and other appropriate 
evidence, in order to set out a hierarchy of locally important sites in the 
Development Management Document; and  

 Preparing a Local Biodiversity Action Plan to set out the Borough’s actions 
and objectives with regard to biodiversity, and to contribute towards the UK 
and London Biodiversity Action Plan targets and objectives 

Enfield Council, 2010. 
CORE POLICY 36 
BIODIVERSITY. Core 
Strategy Adoption, 
[Online]. November, 147. 
Available 
at: https://www.enfield.gov.
uk/downloads/file/6928/enf
ield_core_strategy [Access
ed 15 December 2014]. 

Enfield Development 
Management 
Document 

DMD 
76 
 

Wildlife Corridors 
Development on sites that include or abut a wildlife corridor will only be permitted if 
the proposal protects and enhances the corridor. 
 
This policy should be read in conjunction with Core Strategy Policy 36. 

Enfield Council, 2014. 
DMD 76 Wildlife 
Corridors. Enfield's 
Development Management 
Document Adopted, 
[Online]. November, 114. 

https://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/6928/enfield_core_strategy
https://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/6928/enfield_core_strategy
https://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/6928/enfield_core_strategy
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Available 
at:http://www.enfield.gov.u
k/downloads/file/10438/de
velopment_management_
document_adopted_nove
mber_2014[Accessed 15 
December 2014]. 

Enfield Development 
Management 
Document 

DMD 
78 
 

Nature Conservation 
 
Development that has a direct or indirect negative impact upon important ecological 
assets will only be permitted where the harm cannot reasonably be avoided and it 
has been demonstrated that appropriate mitigation can address the harm caused. 
Mitigation will be secured through planning obligations or planning conditions. 
Major development on sites located within areas of deficiency must maximise 
opportunities to improve access to nature. 
 
This policy should be read in conjunction with Core Strategy Policy 36. 

Enfield Council, 2014. 
DMD 78 Nature 
Conservation. Enfield's 
Development Management 
Document Adopted, 
[Online]. November, 115. 
Available 
at:http://www.enfield.gov.u
k/downloads/file/10438/de
velopment_management_
document_adopted_nove
mber_2014[Accessed 15 
December 2014]. 

     

Barnet Core strategy CS7 Enhancing and protecting Barnet’s open spaces 
 
• protecting existing Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation and working with 
our partners including the London Wildlife Trust to improve protection and 
enhancement of biodiversity in Barnet 
• ensuring that development protects existing site ecology and makes the fullest 
contributions to enhancing biodiversity, both through on-site measures and by 
contribution to local biodiversity improvements;  
 
 
 
 
 

Barnet Council, 2012. 
Policy CS7: Enhancing 
and protecting Barnet’s 
open spaces. Barnet’s 
Local Plan (Core Strategy) 
Development Plan 
Document, [Online]. 
September, 89. Available 
at:http://www.barnet.gov.u
k/downloads/download/10
00/adopted_local_plan-
core_strategy_dpd [Acces
sed 15 December 2014]. 

http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.enfield.gov.uk/downloads/file/10438/development_management_document_adopted_november_2014
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1000/adopted_local_plan-core_strategy_dpd
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1000/adopted_local_plan-core_strategy_dpd
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1000/adopted_local_plan-core_strategy_dpd
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1000/adopted_local_plan-core_strategy_dpd
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Barnet Development 
Management 
Policies 

DM16 Biodiversity 
 
a. When considering development proposals the council will seek the retention and 
enhancement, or the creation of biodiversity. 
b. Where development will affect a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation 
and/or species of importance the council will expect the proposal to meet the 
requirements of London Plan Policy 7.19E. 
c. Development adjacent to or within areas identified as part of the Green Grid 
Framework will be required to make a contribution to the enhancement of the 
Green Grid. 

Barnet Council, 2012. 
Policy DM16: 
Biodiversity. Barnet’s Local 
Plan - Development 
Management Policies, 
[Online]. September, 58. 
Available 
at:http://www.barnet.gov.u
k/downloads/download/10
03/adopted_local_plan-
development_managemen
t_policies_dpd [Accessed 
15 December 2014]. 

Islington Core Strategy CS 15 Open space and green infrastructure 
 
D. Protecting and enhancing biodiversity across the borough and addressing 
deficiencies in access to nature. Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINCs) 
will be protected in line with their hierarchical importance (26) and improvements 
to their biodiversity value will be supported. SINCs will be identified and designated 
in the Development Management Policies. 
 
Other key habitats, and priority species within them, will also be protected and 
enhanced including: 
 

 built environment canals, waterways and standing water (this includes 
ponds) parks and urban green spaces private gardens, community gardens, 
and allotments, railside land school grounds woodland acid grassland 
cemeteries other habitats deemed important for London  

 
 
 
  

Islington Council, 2011. 
Policy CS 15 Open space 
and green 
infrastructure. Islington’s 
Core Strategy - YOUR 
NEIGHBOURHOOD 
YOUR ISLINGTON, 
[Online]. February, 88-89. 
Available 
at:http://www.islington.gov.
uk/publicrecords/library/En
vironmental-
protection/Quality-and-
performance/Reporting/20
11-2012/%282012-03-
03%29-Core-Strategy-
February-
2011.pdf [Accessed 15 
December 2014]. 

     

http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1003/adopted_local_plan-development_management_policies_dpd
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1003/adopted_local_plan-development_management_policies_dpd
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1003/adopted_local_plan-development_management_policies_dpd
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1003/adopted_local_plan-development_management_policies_dpd
http://www.barnet.gov.uk/downloads/download/1003/adopted_local_plan-development_management_policies_dpd
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Environmental-protection/Quality-and-performance/Reporting/2011-2012/%282012-03-03%29-Core-Strategy-February-2011.pdf
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Islington 

 
Development 
Management 
Policies 

 
DM6.5 

 
Landscaping, trees and biodiversity 
 
A. Developments must protect, contribute to and enhance the landscape, 
biodiversity value and growing conditions of the development site and surrounding 
area, including protecting connectivity between habitats. Developments are 
required to maximise the provision of soft landscaping, including trees, shrubs and 
other vegetation, and maximise biodiversity benefits, including through the 
incorporation of wildlife habitats that complement surrounding habitats 
and support the council's Biodiversity Action Plan. 
 
 

 
Islington Council, 2013. y 
DM6.5 Landscaping, trees 
and biodiversity. Islington’s 
Local Plan: June 2013 
Development Management 
Policies, [Online]. June, 
105. Available 
at:http://www.islington.gov.
uk/publicrecords/library/Pla
nning-and-building-
control/Publicity/Public-
consultation/2013-
2014/(2013-12-11)-
Development-
Management-Policies-
(adopted-June-
2013).pdf[Accessed 15 
December 2014]. 

Waltham 
Forest 

Core Strategy CS5 Enhancing Green Infrastructure and Biodiversity 
 
The Council will endeavour to protect and enhance green infrastructure and 
biodiversity and to maximise access to open spaces across the Borough by: 
 
A) protecting Green Belt and Metropolitan Open Land (MOL) and improviding access 
where appropriate. Development and regeneration activity should be delivered 
principally through the use of brownfield land and buildings; 
B) enhancing the green infrastructure network through better connectivity and the 
creation of new open spaces whilst also conserving their historic value; 
C) establishing and extending the Borough's Greenways, Green Corridors; and, 
providing landscaping along transport routes where possible; 
D) improviding the quality of, and access to, open spaces especially in areas of 
deficiency; E) ensuring the adequate provision and efficient use of allotments and 
other spaces on which to grow food and plants; 

Waltham Forest Council, 
2012. Policy CS5 - 
Enhancing Green 
Infrastructure and 
Biodiversity. Waltham 
Forest Local Development 
Framework - Core 
Strategy, [Online]. March , 
73 - 74. Available 
at:https://www.walthamfore
st.gov.uk/Documents/Core
%20Strategy%20-
%20Interim%20Final%20-
%20V3%20-
LR.pdf [Accessed 15 
December 2014]. 

http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
http://www.islington.gov.uk/publicrecords/library/Planning-and-building-control/Publicity/Public-consultation/2013-2014/(2013-12-11)-Development-Management-Policies-(adopted-June-2013).pdf
https://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/Core%20Strategy%20-%20Interim%20Final%20-%20V3%20-LR.pdf
https://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/Core%20Strategy%20-%20Interim%20Final%20-%20V3%20-LR.pdf
https://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/Core%20Strategy%20-%20Interim%20Final%20-%20V3%20-LR.pdf
https://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/Core%20Strategy%20-%20Interim%20Final%20-%20V3%20-LR.pdf
https://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/Core%20Strategy%20-%20Interim%20Final%20-%20V3%20-LR.pdf
https://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/Core%20Strategy%20-%20Interim%20Final%20-%20V3%20-LR.pdf
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F) improviding and increasing the provision of burial space; 
G) protecting, promoting and enhancing the Lee Valley Regional Park and Epping 
Forest; 
H) safeguarding and improviding the quality, character, access and ecology of 
waterways in the Borough, and supporting the aims of the London Rivers Action Plan 
(LRAP); 
 
Protecting and Improviding Biodiversity and Nature Conservation 
 
I) seeking to protect and enhance biodiversity, especially where habitats, species 
and sites are recognised at the international, national, regional and local levels and 
as outlined in the Waltham Forest, London and UK Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPs); 
J) creating and capturing opportunities for increasing the area and number of 
priority and locally important habitats; 
K) promoting public access and improved contact with nature; 
L) Local Nature Reserves should be maintained; and further reserves should be 
designated as documented in the Waltham Forest Biodiversity Action Plan; 
M) protecting existing healthy trees and encouraging the planting of new trees as 
informed by the Waltham Forest Tree Strategy; 
 
 

Waltham 
Forest 

Development 
Management 
Policies 

DM35 Biodiversity and Geodiversity 
 
Biodiversity 
 
A) Development proposals will not normally be granted planning permission 
where they pose adverse direct or indirect effects on any land or area within the 
identified Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Sites of Importance to Nature 
Conservation (SINC), Special Areas of Conservation (SAC), RAMSAR sites, 
Special Protection Areas (See Schedules 13 to 16 and 24 to 26 and the Policies 
Map) or to protected or priority species. However, in an exceptional situation 
where such proposals are permitted, any damaging impacts should be prevented 
by appropriate mitigation measures or use of conditions. 

Waltham Forest Council, 
2013. Policy DM35 
Biodiversity and 
Geodiversity. Waltham 
Forest Development 
Management Policies 
Local Plan, [Online]. 
October 2013, 49 - 50. 
Available 
at:http://www.walthamfores
t.gov.uk/Documents/DMPo
licies%20Adoption%20Ver
sion%20October%202013.

http://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/DMPolicies%20Adoption%20Version%20October%202013.pdf
http://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/DMPolicies%20Adoption%20Version%20October%202013.pdf
http://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/DMPolicies%20Adoption%20Version%20October%202013.pdf
http://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/DMPolicies%20Adoption%20Version%20October%202013.pdf
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B) Where there are existing biodiversity resources on-site or in the vicinity of a 
development site, the developer must provide measures for their retention, the 
integration of existing wildlife habitats and features, and their restoration and 
enhancement where appropriate. Where retention, restoration or enhancement 
measures are not considered possible, mitigation and compensation measures 
should be clearly set out with supporting evidence for their effectiveness and 
relevance in relation to supporting the specific biodiversity value of the borough 
and its key international sites. 
 
C) Where opportunities arise, development proposals must provide measures 
to support species and habitats through the use of landscaping on or adjacent 
to buildings. This may involve the inclusion of living roofs and walls or other 
measures which provide space for species to nest, roost or hibernate. 
 
 
 

pdf[Accessed 15 
December 2014]. 

Haringey Strategic 
Policies 
 

SP13 OPEN SPACE AND BIODIVERSITY 
 
New development shall protect and improve Haringey’s parks and open spaces. All 
new development shall: 
 
Protect and enhance, and when and where possible, extend the existing boundaries 
of the borough’s Green Belt, designated Metropolitan Open Land, designated Open 
Spaces, Green Chains, allotments, river corridors and other open spaces from 
inappropriate development; 
 
All development shall protect and improve sites of biodiversity and nature 
conservation, including private gardens through its: 
 
Contribution to wildlife and ecological habitats and, where possible, include green 
and brown roofs, rainwater harvesting, green walls, bird and bat nesting/roosting 
opportunities; 

Haringey Council, 2013. 
6.3 SP13 OPEN SPACE 
AND 
BIODIVERSITY. Haringey’
s Local Plan: Strategic 
Policies 2013 - 2026 
(formerly the Core 
Strategy), [Online]. March, 
n/a. Available 
at:http://www.cartogold.co.
uk/haringey/text/strategic_
policies_2013_doc/06_saf
er_forall.htm#6.3 [Accesse
d 15 December 2014]. 

http://www.walthamforest.gov.uk/Documents/DMPolicies%20Adoption%20Version%20October%202013.pdf
http://www.cartogold.co.uk/haringey/text/strategic_policies_2013_doc/06_safer_forall.htm#6.3
http://www.cartogold.co.uk/haringey/text/strategic_policies_2013_doc/06_safer_forall.htm#6.3
http://www.cartogold.co.uk/haringey/text/strategic_policies_2013_doc/06_safer_forall.htm#6.3
http://www.cartogold.co.uk/haringey/text/strategic_policies_2013_doc/06_safer_forall.htm#6.3
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Protection, management and maintenance of existing trees and the planting of new 
trees where appropriate; and 
 
Protection, enhancement and creation of Sites of Importance for Nature 
Conservation (SINCs) and Local Nature Reserves (LNRs). 
 
 
 

Hackney Development 
Management 
Local Plan 

Policy 
DM32 

Protection and Enhancement of Existing Open space and the Lee Valley Regional 
Park – 
The Council supports in principle the Lee Valley Regional Park Authority’s Park Plan 
and Park Development Framework (PDF) adopted Area Proposals schedule for the 
area of the Park within Hackney. These will be important considerations in 
determining applications. 

Hackney Development 
Management Local Plan 
https://www.hackney.gov.u
k/development-
management-DPD 

Hackney Development 
Management 
Local Plan 

Policy 
DM34 

SITES OF NATURE CONSERVATION AND / OR GEODIVERSITY VALUE, WALTHAMSTOW 
RESERVOIRS SPECIAL PROTECTION AREA AND WALTHAMSTOW MARSHES SITES OF 
SPECIAL SCIENTIFIC INTEREST 
Proposals for development adjacent to the SINCs including Springfield Park as an 
area of geodiversity value and a potential RIG and to the Walthamstow Reservoirs 
Special Protection Area and Walthamstow Marshes Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest, must not have a significant detrimental impact on the nature conservation 
value, geodiversity value and biodiversity of these sites. Mitigation and/or 
compensatory measures will be considered in assessing the impact on nature 
conservation, biodiversity and geodiversity. 

Hackney Development 
Management Local Plan 
https://www.hackney.gov.u
k/development-
management-DPD 

Hackney Core Strategy Policy 
27  

Biodiversity - The Council will protect, conserve and enhance nature conservation 
areas, in particular in and around Dalston and Shoreditch for their biodiversity value, 
and develop a local habitat network contributing to the wider Green Grid. 
Development will be encouraged to include measures that contribute to the 
borough's natural environment and biodiversity. Where appropriate, a biodiversity 
survey of the site must be carried out, with actions to enhance the biodiversity 
value, mitigate or compensate for any harm to habitats and / or species. 

LDF Core Strategy 
https://www.hackney.gov.u
k/core-strategy  

 

https://www.hackney.gov.uk/development-management-DPD
https://www.hackney.gov.uk/development-management-DPD
https://www.hackney.gov.uk/development-management-DPD
https://www.hackney.gov.uk/development-management-DPD
https://www.hackney.gov.uk/development-management-DPD
https://www.hackney.gov.uk/development-management-DPD
https://www.hackney.gov.uk/core-strategy
https://www.hackney.gov.uk/core-strategy
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