
Objec�on to the Church Wood, Three Houses Lane development (24/02343/FP) for 

the following ecological and environmental reasons. 

 

Green Belt 

Church Wood is in the Green Belt and by defini�on any development is inappropriate 

unless Very Special Circumstances can be demonstrated. 

 

The unauthorised development has impacted tremendously on the surrounding 

woodlands of Church Wood and Crouchgreen Wood and according to the ecological 

surveyor’s Preliminary Summary accompanying the planning applica�on  

  

1.4 No impacts to designated sites are an�cipated provided a Construc�on 

Ecological Management Plan (CEcMP) is prepared to avoid indirect impacts to 

nearby Church Wood, Graffridge Wood, and Crouchgreen Wood during 

construc�on. This includes preven�ng noise and light pollu�on, dust, and waste 

materials impac�ng the woodland habitats and their associated flora and fauna. 

 

Was this ever carried out as there is no evidence of this in the publicly available 

documents? 

 

In addi�on to the spreading of spoil over the woodland floor covering the ground 

flora the woodlands have been surrounded by 1.8mtr metal fencing and invasive, 

non-na�ve Prunus laurocerasus Cherry Laurel planted inside the fence line that this is 

now impac�ng the woodland habitat. 

The following informa�on on Cherry Laurel jus�fies its removal as soon as possible. 

 

Environmental impact 

Cherry laurel can be invasive in woodlands, where it can crowd out na�ve plants by 

crea�ng dense shade. It can also disrupt the natural cycles of trees, preven�ng them 

from falling and crea�ng openings for other species to grow.  

Toxicity 

The leaves and seeds of cherry laurel are harmful if consumed. A few berries can be 

enough to seriously harm or kill children and pets.  

Spread 

Its rapid growth, coupled with its evergreen habit and its tolerance of drought and 

shade, o5en allow it to out-compete and kill off na�ve plant species. It is spread by 

birds, through the seeds in their droppings and will also layer itself roo�ng when 

branches come in contact with soil. 

Difficulty of eradica�on 

Once established, cherry laurel is very difficult to eradicate. Control measures usually 

need to be implemented over several years. 

 

Ancient woodland 

Church Wood & Crouchgreen Wood are both Local Wildlife Sites and Church Wood is 

also to be included in the new Ancient Woodland Inventory and I quote from the 

Herts Environmental Record Centre (HERC) Ancient Woodland Data Officer 

 



‘We have mul�ple lines of evidence confirming Ancient status, including inclusion 

on historic maps including Epoch 1, Bryant and OS Drawings; presence of Ancient 

Woodland indicator species and ancient coppicing features. Because of this 

evidence I believe the Woodland to be Ancient.’ 

 

Ancient woodland takes hundreds of years to establish and is defined as an 

irreplaceable habitat. It is a valuable natural asset important for: 

 

1. Wildlife (which include rare and threatened species)  

2. Soils 

3. Carbon capture and storage 

4. Contribu�ng to the seed bank and gene�c diversity 

5. Health and wellbeing 

6. Cultural, historical and landscape value 

 

It includes ancient semi-natural woodland mainly made up of trees and shrubs na�ve 

to the site, usually arising from natural regenera�on, undisturbed soil, ground flora 

and fungi. 

 

Direct effects of development can cause the loss or deteriora�on of ancient 

woodland or ancient and veteran trees by  

1. Damaging or destroying all or part of them (including their soils, ground flora 

or fungi). 

2. Damaging roots and understorey (all the vegeta�on under the taller trees). 

3. Damaging or compac�ng soil. 

4. Damaging func�onal habitat connec�ons, such as open habitats between the 

trees. 

5. Increasing levels of air and light pollu�on, noise and vibra�on. 

6. Changing the water table or drainage. 

7. Changing the woodland ecosystem by removing the woodland edge.  

 

Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) 

Church Wood & Crouchgreen Wood are Local Wildlife Sites. 

Local Wildlife Sites have protec�on in the Na�onal Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF). 

 

Can I refer you to Paragraph: 013 Reference ID: 8-013-20190721 of the Government’s 

Natural Environment guidance: 

 

Local Wildlife Sites are non-statutory sites designated at a county level as being 

of ecological significance and are recognised in Local Authority development 

plans. They are a subset of classifica�ons within the Local Records Centre Sites 

database. The aim of this iden�fica�on is to protect such sites from land 

management changes in connec�on with planning applica�ons, which may 

lessen their nature conserva�on interest, and to encourage sensi�ve 

management to maintain and enhance their importance. Although LWS have no 

statutory protec�on, their importance is recognised in Local Plans and the 



Na�onal Planning and Policy Framework (NPPF), and they are a material 

considera�on in the planning process. The planning and policy guidance that 

accompanies the NPPF describes them thus: 

 

"Locally designated ‘Local Wildlife Sites’ are areas of substan�ve nature 

conserva�on value and make an important contribu�on to ecological networks 

and nature’s recovery….Na�onal planning policy expects plans to iden�fy and 

map these sites, and to include policies that not only secure their protec�on 

from harm or loss but also help to enhance them and their connec�on to wider 

ecological networks". 

Planning policies and decision-making should seek to protect and enhance areas 

designated for their biodiversity importance, as appropriate to their level of 

significance. This includes effec�ve protec�on measures for ancient woodland, 

Local Nature Reserves and Local Wildlife Sites. 

Development projects should minimise impacts on biodiversity by adhering to 

the ‘mi�ga�on hierarchy’ of ‘avoid, mi�gate, compensate’. In order to properly 

iden�fy the poten�al harm to biodiversity it is important that the biodiversity 

value of development sites is properly understood.  

The impact of development on the connec�vity and coherence of the ecological 

network must be considered. Development should be planned to avoid habitat 

loss and fragmenta�on, and opportuni�es should be sought to improve 

ecological connec�vity, including through the crea�on, restora�on and 

enhancement of linking habitats and ‘stepping stones’ through the landscape. 

Local authori�es are advised to take a strategic approach to planning.” 

 

Both Church Wood & Crouchgreen Wood are ancient Hornbeam Carpinus betulus 

coppice woodland LWSs with Pedunculate Oak Quercus robur standards. According 

to a survey carried out by HerLordshire Environmental Records Centre there are, in 

addi�on to the Hornbeam & Oak trees,18 AWIS Ancient Woodland Indicator Species 

and 33 flowering species including Bluebells Hyacinthoides non-scripta, Primroses 

Primula vulgaris, Sweet Woodruff Galium odoratum, Wood anemone Anemone 

nemorosa and other important ground flora. 

 

These have now been destroyed by the spreading and compac�on of spoil by diggers 

and dumper trucks from site excava�ons. Wetland destruc�on has been caused by 

the draining and removal of a large pond, removing an important habitat for 

invertebrates, amphibians, birds and mammals. The Froglife Trust advises ‘Local 

authori�es should specify that a survey should be undertaken to check for rare 

species (par�cularly Great Crested Newts) before a development can take place’. 

 

Concrete pouring to provide hard standing, and the massive lorries, concrete mixers 

and construc�on traffic at the site on weekdays and at weekends too are causing 

noise and distress to fauna and flora. 

 

Dumping of clay subsoil spoil is also covering the spreading roots of the trees which 

could eventually kill them. Healthy and adequate roo�ng space is essen�al for trees 

to thrive.  RPA Root Protec�on Area is most commonly used in a planning context to 



avoid loss or damage to trees where they are being retained within a development. 

Anyone involved with trees and development and planning permissions should refer 

to it.  

 

Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) 

 

BNG is an approach to development. It makes sure that habitats for wildlife are le5 in 

a measurably beMer state than they were before the development. 

Developers must deliver a BNG of 10%. This means a development will result in more 

or beMer-quality natural habitat than there was before development.  It was 

introduced in February 2024. 

Schedule 7A (Biodiversity Gain in England) of the Town and Country Planning Act 

1990 and regula�ons made under Schedule 7A contain most of the statutory 

framework for mandatory biodiversity gain (referred to as ‘biodiversity net gain’). 

With some excep�ons every grant of planning permission is subject to the condi�on 

that development may not begin un�l a biodiversity gain plan has been approved 

by demonstra�ng how the objec�ve of delivering at least a 10% gain in biodiversity 

will be achieved. 

 

There is no provision, demonstra�on, calcula�on or considera�on in the Applica�on 

for Biodiversity Net Gain. 

 

Local Nature Recovery (LNR) 

This Planning Applica�on also makes a mockery of the Government’s new Local 

Nature Recovery programme which includes the proposal of plan�ng of trees and 

hedgerows and more sustainable management of exis�ng woodlands.  

According to DEFRA’s local nature recovery strategies 

‘All public authori�es have a duty to conserve and enhance biodiversity. 

The areas that LNR will recognise as being of par�cular importance for 

biodiversity (na�onally designated sites, local nature reserves, local wildlife sites 

and irreplaceable habitats) are those which the land use planning system in 

England recognises through the Na�onal Planning Policy Framework. This is the 

baseline on which LNR will be built.  These ac�ons are intended to help nature 

itself and to also help improve the wider natural environment.’ 

 

 

I object most strongly to this Planning Applica�on for the reasons I have set out in 

some detail above, and would also ask that should the Applica�on be refused then 

the damage to the two Local Wildlife Sites be reversed and as far as possible 

returned to their condi�on before the current unauthorised works were started. 

 

 

Rustling End CoMage, Rustling End, Nr Codicote, HITCHIN SG4 8TD 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

Church Wood Cherry Laurel hedge and fencing 5th January 2025 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
Church Wood, 17 August 2024 




