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Interconnected Placemaking Outcomes

Nature’s benefits important for all 
sustainable placemaking outcomes

Sustainable placemaking is crucially 
important. Imperative to respond to the 
dual crises of climate and biodiversity 
and maximise benefits for the living 
world – for people, nature and natural 
resources.

Homes England 
Sustainability in Placemaking



Clear planning requirements enable developers to 
cost and implement resilient trees and green 
infrastructure.

Clarity gives developers:
• Consistency, no last-minute GI demands
• Better cost forecasting – less risk of VE

Costing and Implementation Benefits
• Better data - better forecasting
• Fewer planning revisions = saved time and money
• Enables early engagement with suppliers

Site/ region outcomes:
• More trees planted
• Resilience in urban design
• High compliance and innovation from developers



Brookleigh

Design Guide is expansive about its landscape.

3,500 new homes (30% affordable), surrounded by 
82 hectares of parklands and open spaces
Adding to the Green Circle Network wildlife corridor, 
walking & cycling - a ring of green spaces around 
Burgess Hill.

No planning policy requirement for BNG with OPA 

HE & MSDC agreed to 10% BNG (S106).
Predicted to provide 23% BNG

Augmenting habitats, woodland & woodland buffers, 
widened hedgerows, extension to Bedelands nature 
reserve.



Conflicting policies &  responsive 
changes – a sample

Development for c. 1500 homes ‘a community 
connected to nature’. Major challenges for retaining 
trees & hedges

• Discussions with local Highways eventually led to 
solution – a split road

Challenge also to a tree planting schedule - tree officer 
asked for a very high proportion of native trees.

• The design & schedule were amended
• Q. was this a standard requirement? Had the tree 

officer  factored in our heating climate?

Project with clear SPD – but trouble translating that 
into Design Code, vague & non-commital.
• Sub-consultant shortcomings + pressure from consortium

‘That’s the planning system, you’re always trying to 
balance different views – planning balance’ (Sam 
Rosillo)



Sheffield

Peace Gardens was a turning point. Its offering:
• A culturally rich and interactive (events) city 

centre. 
• A garden in the city. Deep borders, rich, 

dynamic planting; raised lawns, water, 
interactive.

High level strategies written. Not policies. No 
time! Team was effective. 
High quality design principles.
Plant knowledge not just horticultural.
Scientific ecological knowledge underpinning to 
planting by Zac Tudor (from Sheff Uni).

Copyright Sheffield City Council



Sheffield contd.

Subsequently team encouraged to expand this 
concept for next 20+ years. G2G etc
Later, people from team had moved on.
Policy can’t fill lack of deep plant knowledge.
Use of consultants.  
Most recent extension of SuDS a Design & Build 
contract. Check dams non-functional; poor 
planting; weed infestation prior to planting.
‘If understanding isn’t embedded in people, the  
delivery mechanism will dilute its quality.’ 
(Zac Tudor)



Sheffield – Moorfoot, Furnace Hill 
& Neepsend & Station Campus

3 Development Frameworks for each area: clear GI 
principles. These DFs then used as a procurement tool. 
Developers’ bids will express/ reveal their approaches. 
BUT planning negotiations may chip away.

Clarity emerged in conversations with SCC planners. GI 
& Trees are treated differently by area of the city – a 
bespoke approach.

• Industrial heritage: Furnace Hill & Neepsend not 
appropriate. Visual aesthetics dominant.

• City living: Moorfoot to be well planted

• BUT Highways adoption – Amey S278 £12k per tree 
commuted sum.

‘Clear ‘off the shelf’ guidance would  be great. Scale is 
key. And context.’ (Adam Chapman)



Natural England GI Framework
NE GI Framework embedding in Local Plan:
• Bournemouth, Christchurch & Poole; Exeter; and 

Portsmouth

Urban Greening Factor being adopted by more LAs 
beyond current GLA, Sutton, C of London, 
Southampton:
• Proposed or in consultation for Telford and Wrekin, 

Birmingham, Exeter, Bournemouth Christchurch & Poole, 
• Included by Portsmouth Greening the City 

Nature, Towns and Cities:
• Funding capacity, training & collaboration - & with an 

accreditation scheme.
People - drivers
• Latent capacity within LPAs from previous programmes. 

Champions. 
• People & health.



Thank you
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