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LUC Study on Stage 2 Green Corridor Framework: Comments of 

Central Herts Green Corridor Group.  
This note sets out the comments of the Central Herts Green Corridor Group on LUC’s draft 

map of the Green Corridor and proposed projects (of 28 August).  This reiterates and 

elaborates on the points and evidence we provided at the useful review meeting with LUC on 

5 September. It sets them out substantively and cohesively in the following structure: 

1. Overall comments on the study  

2. Specific comments on LUC’s land designations in their proposed map  

3. Comments on the proposed projects  

4. Outstanding issues  

1. Overall comments on the study  
There is insufficient analysis of the assets in the Green Corridor and the (ecosystems) 

services they provide for people, which should be the basis for specifying the Green 

Corridor. This formed the basis for our report on this subject which we shared with LUC at 

our meeting on 5 September.  It should likewise form the basis for the Stage 2 Green 

Corridor Framework  development and implementation.  It should also have formed a key 

input into WHBC’s recent green gap assessment for which LUC’s report was included on the 

EIP Examination documents on 17 September.  This rightly concluded on p.118 that there is 

a physical gap (between Hatfield and WGC) that contains a notable landscape feature (the 

Lea Valley) and is vulnerable to being closed, so that it would be appropriate to identify a 

‘gap policy area’ in this location. But they fail to identify similarly such a gap policy area for 

between WGC and Hertford on which they just state (p.122) that “There is sufficient 

separation between Welwyn Garden City and Hertford that, even with pressure for 

development on the edges of both settlements, the settlements are unlikely to merge…it is 

suggested that a Green Gapdesignation would not add much value in this instance.  

Development in the next Local Plan period is more likely to affect landscape character, 

ecology/ habitat network value, and setting of cultural heritage features than settlement 

separation.”  Such impacts are of key importance to the Green Corridor. Therefore we hope 

and expect LUC’’s assessment will pay particular attention to them.  

This assessment should cover not only the five areas in WHBC’s Terms of Reference (rights 

of way and path creation, accessibility improvements, ecology and biodiversity enhancement 

and creation, community recreation, education and wellbeing opportunities); but also the 

following key linked services which LUC rightly have also examined:  

1. Heritage.   
In the 17th and 18th centuries the interfluve was the setting for many gentry estates to the 

west of the county town of Hertford, as illustrated on the 1766 Map of Hartfordshire  by Dury 

and Andrews. Key views to and across the interfluve between properties were designed   to 

make connections. Today many of these remain, such as from Panshanger to Hatfield 

House, Brookmans Park, Digswell House; illustrating the historical importance of the area. 

The hydes assarted from Hatfield Wood at Holwell, Ludwick and Hatfield , provided clusters 

on built interest in an otherwise agricultural landscape (including woods which were 

managed commercially – coppicing, pollarding, pannage etc). Traces of Holwell Hyde 

indicate a DMV (Dedicated Medieval Village), with windmill, road pattern, substantial 

boundary banks and ditches with boundary trees/ 
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Map of Hartfordshire; Dury & Andrews 1766 Indicative views across the valleys and interfluve 

 

The interfluve also provides longer views from the north banks of the river Mimram and 

south banks of the river Lea. These include views from Strattons Tower at Little 

Berkhamsted and the Essendon properties (including the important cluster of interlinked 

parks) along the Essendon ridge (see Sarah Spooner; 2009 A prospect two fields 

distance:rural landscapes and urban mentality in the 18th century) 

 

The two Registered Park and Gardens at Panshanger and Hatfield  provide evidence of past 

use, such as ridge and furrow, pollards, old orchards etc which are not only rich habitat but 

important heritage assets, many of which have yet to be completely  discovered or 

understood. 

 

A rare, for Hertfordshire, feature is the Burnt Mound and fen (a relic of the ancient lake) Not 

only does this need protection from deliberate harm but also from accidental impacts such 

as interruption of the water supplies to the fen, public intrusion and erosion of the burnt 

mound. Extensive archaeology has shown that this fen contains a pollen record dating back 

millennia giving a timeline of human activity in the area. This supplements other evidence of 

prehistoric use such as flint tools, crop marks &c. 

 

A later addition to the area between Hertford, Hatfield and Welwyn Village was the 20th 

century Garden City, a more successful 2nd attempt by Howard to provide the best of country 

and city. Some of the key tenets were the surrounding of the city by an agricultural belt 

zoning, but also ease of travel within the town between work, home, leisure, commerce etc. 

Part of this were the green fingers to allow easy access to the countryside. The Green Belt 

along the A414 benefits from the Salisbury Line which stated “land on either side of this 

boundary, to a depth of 800ft shall remain as undeveloped land, to be used only for 

agriculture, games, sports or recreations”1.  This remains as a key separator of the towns of 

Hatfield and WGC 

Key Issues that we identified at our meeting with LUC include: 

a) Long views between historic estates, e.g. Panshanger to Hatfield 

b) Views from the ridges – e.g. from WGC to Essenden ridge 

c) Parklands can have more historic features as the land has not been disturbed, so 

they are important to conserve where possible 

d) We emphasised how the Burnt Mound should be protected and human access 

restricted 

e) Importance of river banks and hedges running along the Hydes at Howell Hyde 

 
1 Gascoyne Cecil Estates Note on Salisbury line in the Local Plan Examination documents.  
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f) Importance of 20th century garden city principles and why the ‘agricultural belt’ 

and green fingers designed by Ebenezer Howard should be preserved.  Garden 

Suburbs definitely do not align to these principles and are out of keeping with the 

radial design of garden cities 

g) As well as these historical matters, there are also key links to WGC.    

 

2. Water and Flood risk mgt.   
LUC have rightly included in their assessment the important water and flood storage service 

provided in the GC especially around the Commons where there are ancient layers of peat, 

and are the only peat site in Hertfordshire and which also provide an additional ecosystem 

services as  an important carbon store.   

 

Figure1 below shows the recent lack of rainfall in the county and region.  

 
 

 EA data highlight the severe impacts of the current drought causing serious low flows in 

water bodies in the Green Corridor such as the river levels being exceptionally low at Lowe 

Green on the River Lea – just downstream of the green corridor.  Milling operations at the 

restored water mill at Mill Green are currently being adversely affected by the low flows in 

the river Lea.  
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A recent report shows that the actual picture is even worse.  The general picture for the local 

chalk streams is very poor. For example the Mimram is dry above WGC.  The Beane doesn’t 

exists as a functioning river any more – see figure 2 below of the non-existent River Beane 

and dry pond at Stanborough reed marsh. The low flows at the Stanborough marshes have 

contributed to significant reduction in birds there.  Currently the flow of the river Lee in the 

WHBC area is deemed “Exceptionally low”, the lowest category that the EA applies. The flow 

at Howe Green (just East of the WHBC/EHDC border) is at its second lowest on record 

(since 1959).  Affinity claim they are in Zone 3 of their Drought Plan.  But EA data shows that 

Lilley Bottom, the trigger borehole, is about to drop into 1997 levels which should put Affinity 

well into Zone 4 if not into the red Zone 5 – the severest drought category – see below.  

 
 

If this winter is anything less than average for recharge then Thames and Affinity will be in a 

crisis next spring with even the Lea ceasing to flow. How bad does it have to be before 

‘Serious Damage to the Environment” becomes impossible to deny?  

 
Source: Salter, M, Singleon-White (2019),  Chalk Streams in Crisis: A call for drought action now,  June 2019 



5 
 

This situation will get even worse in future with predicted climate change and increased 

abstraction from increased housing and other development in the county – see.  Figure 

below which shows that the Environment Agency identify our area and water company 

(Affinity) as being seriously water stressed.  

 
Environment Agency and Natural Resources Wales (2013).  Water Stressed areas: Final Classification. 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/244333/water-
stressed-classification-2013.pdf.  

 

Clearly the current water regulatory regime is not designed to cope with these conditions. 

Likewise the Planning system. Back in 1999 it meant hosepipe bans (which we do not 

currently have even now!), closing of non-recycling car washes, temporary cessation of 

irrigation except from winter storage etc. 

 

Therefore it is essential that the water and flood storage services from sustainable land 

management in the Green Corridor are enhanced by increased water conservation and 

adoption of SUDS measures in the corridor (see the useful SUDS measures that LUC 

currently propose in S. 3).  There are concerns, however, about the feasibility and 

desirability of SUDS at the proposed housing development at Birchall Garden Suburb due to 

concerns about impacts of leachate contamination from the former landfill site there.  

 

It is essential that the Green Corridor development does not exacerbate these water 

resource problems by increased abstraction for increased house building in the Corridor. To 

avoid this, developments will need to comply with the tightest standards to limit water 

consumption there through the full implementation of all water saving measures including 

SUDS, grey water harvesting  and community level grey water recycling alongside property 

water efficiency measures. Whilst watercourses and ponds within the green corridor can be 

enhanced and extended by measures proposed in Plan and Green Corridor Framework, 

they will be useless without these measures to ensure that there is actually water in them.     

 

 

Table 1  Water companies with water stressed catchments  

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/244333/water-stressed-classification-2013.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/244333/water-stressed-classification-2013.pdf
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3. Ecology.   

The overall concept of what LUC are trying to achieve is good. The wildlife value of the 

present corridor at present facilitates movement of species is achieved by many years of 

protecting and enhancing individual sites of high biodiversity. This basis for management is 

county wide and these local ‘wildlife jewels’ in the countryside have been managed and 

recorded intensely over the past decades.  Lemsford Springs, Stanborough Reed Marsh, 

The Commons LNR, Panshanger Park and Tewinbury reserves have facilitated the 

movement of species and consolidate the fortunes of many, particularly declining farmland 

birds and there is data linking these sites together within the present corridor. Less mobile 

terrestrial species have also been able to speculate into the surrounding countryside.  We 

provide further comments and evidence on ecology in Section 2 regarding LUC’s draft 

designation of areas.  

Implications of Green Corridor as a constraint on developments affecting it.   
LUC have included in their maps the strategic housing development sites included in the 

current draft Local Plan. LUC are not looking at the detail of the shape of the developments 

but will advise on structural green infrastructure assets that are within each parcel.  

Any housing within the corridor will have some impact on biodiversity.  

In recognition of this fact and taking account of representations by the CHGCG and others, 

the Inspector had concluded at the end of his examination session on Birchall Garden 

Suburb that he wanted WHBC to advise him on the constraints that the Green Corridor 

mean for the proposed development at Birchall Garden Suburb.  As well as the buffer strip 

needed alongside the A414 and the 100 m buffer East of Burnside, this also includes the 

Green Corridor assets and services along the North and North West section of the proposed 

development.  Therefore LUC or WHBC need to highlight these constraints and show these 

areas on a map – see shaded areas in the maps in Figures below as starters for 10 in 

providing this by shading Green Corridor buffers and these other constraints on proposed 

development at Birchall Garden Suburb.  
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These habitat buffers are shown on  

 

Moreover, the Inspector’s comments above were simply his summary observations from the 

discussions at that examination session from which he expected WHBC to build and 

expressly asked them to do so in consultation with key organisations including the Green 

Corridor Group.  Thus we welcome the opportunity for the useful discussions with LUC.  

Therefore LUC and/or WHBC need to develop and elaborate on the Inspector’s views on the 

need for buffers on the basis of clear sound scientific criteria and a full explicit and 

transparent assessment of them.  This should include assets and their ecosystems services 

potentially affected and the ecosystems services on which we input supporting evidence 

here in this submission of comments.  

Our figure above provides some elaboration on the buffers in the LUC Masterplan format. 

These buffers should be incorporated into the land designations in the Green Corridor. 

These include in particular:  

• The semi-natural grassland highlighted in yellow  

• The naturalised grasslands on the former landfill site highlighted in yellow with green 

dots. We explain below the importance of these lands.   

The LUC corridor design must incorporate these wildlife buffers around the Commons 

reserve or Commons Wood. The proposed housing adjacent to the Commons Local Nature 

Reserve and Commons Wood and its proposed road would create a barrier to the present 

movement of wildlife and prevent species dispersal. The green corridor masterplan at this 

point must not be primarily designed to facilitate current housing proposals.  A road through 

this wildlife link would prevent species dispersal. 

2. Specific comments on LUC’s land designations in their proposed map (below for the 

whole corridor and further below for WGC bits) 

Below are LUC’s draft maps followed by annotated versions with individual habitats inserted 

that shows a cluster of diverse habitats. 
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The LUC corridor mapping is broad brush.  While the overall concept appears good on 

paper; it currently lacks detail and fails to show the complex habitats that support the most 

diverse wildlife in the central area of the corridor. Such a more in-depth approach will be 

important in any public consultation as the broad brush representation of the overall concept 

of green shaded areas can be misleading and deceiving.  

The overall concept in the LUC plan is shown in varying shades of green linking to important 

wildlife sites. It fails to show the corridor in its present state.  In particular, what is lacking are 

the arable field systems in the central and eastern end of the corridor which are depicted as 

development areas in orange.  

It is essential to consider the valuable importance of these arable habitats for farmland 

species such as barn owl, polecat, brown hare, harvest mouse, many species of bats and 

several declining farmland passerine bird species such as, yellowhammer, linnet and grey 

partridge. These species depend on the transient nature of farmland, its hedgerows and field 

margins and it is these species that would be most adversely impacted affected by the 

proposed housing 

A recent collation of species and habitat data commissioned by Hertingfordbury Parish 

Council covering the central area of the corridor has highlighted the richness of biodiversity 

in this key area of the corridor. At the stage of consultation LUC should be advising on the 

constraints to development in this part of the corridor and advising the council the need to 

protect and enhance the heritage and biodiversity assets there.    

These habitats must be fully assessed and taken into account in the Green Corridor Stage 2 

framework which should protect and enhance these key assets. They must be included in a 

full assessment of the constraints to proposed developments in the Green Corridor affecting 

them.   

Map below shows areas of improvement where the CHGCG feel species would benefit. 
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Such proposed housing would remove large areas of arable land within the green belt. In the 

wider parts of the corridor to the west the housing proposed will create impacts on 

biodiversity but there is also additional land available and appropriate there to create habitat.  

Around the central part of the corridor there is already an existing pinch point for biodiversity 

created by the present housing of Welwyn Garden City and the A414 trunk road. The smaller 

arable blocks are of greater value and current data on several species linked to these areas 

of open arable land shows this. 

The most valuable area in the central part of the corridor in terms of biodiversity is the 

Commons LNR and its present links to grassland on the former landfill site of Cole Green 

and County Wildlife Sites of Commons Wood and the Filter Beds adjacent to Holwell Hyde 

Farm.  

This area of the corridor also coincides with the greatest density of heritage landscape 

assets. Ancient field boundaries, historic woodland and wetland, that in the case of Black 

Fan Fen, part of the Commons LNR its management has been traced back through pollen 

analysis to coppice management as the Romans left Britain in the 5th Century (see section 

on heritage above).  Much of the adjacent landscape has remained the same and can be 

traced back to the Bronze Age its no coincidence that species richness is greater in this part 

of the corridor?  

The complexity of the habitats are the reason for diversity of species and for there being 

over 150 species of principal importance: red listed and European protected species are 

recorded in the area between Commons Wood and Panshanger Park, all of these species 

must be considered at the planning stage. 

The arable land is key for farmland species of mammal:  harvest mouse (the Commons is 

only one of three sites in the corridor where it is recorded), polecat (data shows landfill 
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provides dispersal route from south and east) and for badger it is the concentrated setts 

bordering arable land. 

 

The annual winter crop at the Commons LNR also provides foraging habitat for endangered 

farmland bird species. Monitoring of these species by bird ringing and breeding bird surveys 

has been carried out on the arable area of the reserve since 1996 to the present day.  This 

shows evidence of species such as grey partridge, reed bunting, yellowhammer, linnet and 

barn owl which are all of conservation concern. 

Other species that also need dispersal routes from the Commons LNR are slow worm, grass 

snake - both of these reptiles are recorded in high numbers. Great crested newt also breed 

in a pond in Black Fan Fen, they are a European Protected Species given full protection 

which also includes the terrestrial habitat in which it spends the vast majority of its life. The 

housing proposed in this area would prevent migration movement, cause isolation of species 

and potential decline.  

Recent sightings of both male and female Roe Deer around the Commons are linked to 

other sightings in Panshanger Park, the former Cole Green Landfill site and Symondshyde to 

the west of the corridor and shows that movement of large land mammals is being facilitated 

by the existing corridor.  

The LUC corridor masterplan shows a narrow link from the Commons LNR arable area to 

the filter beds to the east abutting the landfill site through proposed housing and this is not 

considered to be anywhere near sufficient to sustain the current levels of biodiversity.  

The area of Birchall Garden Suburb to the east of the former landfill site is in the district of 

East Herts. Proposed housing would have an impact on the corridor’s existing wildlife but as 

the LUC masterplan shows there is provision for biodiversity by the creation of a wide 

woodland strip linking to Henry Wood over the central area of arable land.  

This shows inconsistency in the assessment of levels of biodiversity and habitat creation 

over the two areas of Birchall Garden Suburb. It is also an indication that the proposed 

housing may have been prioritised in the Welwyn Hatfield Borough Council’s portion. 
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We believe that the adaption of the corridor habitats shown around the Commons area 

below will not only maintain present biodiversity levels but cause less impact on wildlife 

movement in the corridor. The additional wetlands proposed will offset some of the net gain 

expected within Welwyn Hatfield Borough Council’s section of Birchall Garden Suburb and 

could also contribute to the treatment of leachate from the former landfill site. 

There is also current biological evidence to confirm the restriction of movement beyond the 

area of the present corridor and Polecat along with Badger statistics of road casualties 

confirms this. Clusters of dead polecat can be seen where territories meet roads and over 

50% of badger records currently held by the Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre, within 

a 2kl radius of Birchhall roundabout are road deaths on the A414. Poorly located housing 

with minimal provision for species migration will increase these figures. 

 

Specific comments on the masterplan map designations 
1. We support hedgerows and woodland extensions proposed in the map. These 

should be supported by specific projects.  

2. Naturalised grassland especially on former landfill site (shown in yellow with green 

dots in the penultimate figure in the previous section) are valuable habitats for  

significant small mammals (eg voles) and other wildlife which support 8 species of 

raptors, 10 species of bats, polecats etc.  This fits with HCC’s vision which includes 

protecting and enhancing semi-improved grasslands.  Moreover, this naturalised 

grassland is in fact an excellent example of rewilding by nature that has developed 

these rich ecosystem assets that yield these important services and benefits at little 

or zero opportunity costs since alternative productive uses are not feasible on this 

land.  It would be totally inappropriate to replace this by woodland or open recreation 

area  -as well as not feasible on the former landfill site and out of line with Guidance 

concerning former landfill sites.  There is clear evidence on many areas of the site 

but particularly on the top that hedgerows are in poor state and die and trees have 

never established due to the significant contamination at this former landfill site – see 

photos of this site.  
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3. We consider that increased access via footpaths would not be a disturbance to these 

creatures such as owls and bats which are primarily nocturnal, but that housing or 

sports grounds would be a disturbance. The site is not a breeding ground but is 

nonetheless an important feeding site for birds. Birds typically nest in larger trees.  

4. Semi-natural environment around the eastern end of the green corridor (less arable 

agriculture than the west) means high numbers of wildlife are spotted 

5. This means the western side offers significant opportunity for improvement. We need 

to ensure the ecological data is collected with equal intensity across the whole of the 

study area.  PO to send LR link to such data  and information sources  

6. Significant current and past orchards which depend on pollinators in the GC, At our 

meeting, Pete Oakenfull gave LUC  extensive data on this.  

7. Roads provide a significant barrier to wildlife movement.  Peter Oakenfull shared 

much evidence of dead badgers, barn owls and polecats sighted along the A414 

particularly.  

8. The designated land uses need to take greater account of the services provided by 

assets currently in the green corridor (see above).  

9. They also need to take greater account of what are the best land management 

practices on the areas.  For example, it is not viable to replace arable by grassland 

on GCE land south of A 414 

3. Comments on the proposed projects  
We welcome and support LUC’s proposed projects highlighted in bold which we consider 

main priorities. We also provide in italics additional comments and evidence on these and 

also raise issues and questions regarding some proposed projects which are not clear.    

We consider that such positive projects are needed since they will yield considerable 

benefits of local people and will enhance the protection and sustainability of the Green 

Corridor into the future.  

There are links between the benefits of the projects. Thus the benefits of the increased 

recreation from path extension will be greatly increased by enhancing the ecology in the 

Corridor and increasing people’s awareness of it (eg through environmental education).  
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We consider that increased access via footpaths would not be a disturbance to these 

creatures such as owls and bats which are primarily nocturnal, but that housing or sports 

grounds would be a disturbance. 

The CHGCG have proposed additional wildlife improvements along the corridor and propose 

a workable drawing of habitats linking through the landscape between Commons Wood and 

the former Cole Green landfill site (see figure below). These include the following as priority 

projects  

a) Howell Hyde windmill restoration suggested by PO as an interesting project 

b) Treatment marshes on the ditch system that runs from the fishing lake. This would 

provide a series of different wetland areas and plant species to intercept leachate 

from the former landfill site and would also provide valuable wetland habitat  for birds 

– as in the proposed project 2 but has additional benefits of remediating the leachate 

from the former landfill site.     

 

ECOLOGY AND BIODIVERSITY ENHANCEMENT AND CREATION 
1. New SUDs and de-culverting linking Astwick moat and channel through Ellenbrook 

Fields 

2. Swales and ditches cut to ensure positive drainage towards River Lea and encourage marsh 

habitat 

3. Naturalisation and creation of reeds beds, naturalised edges and removal of concrete 

through Stanborough Lakes and along the River Lea through the park. Water levels 

would need to be raised.  Monitoring at Stanborough Reedmarsh over the past 3 

decades has shown a 90% fall in the number of reed buntings roosting in the reed 

bed. 

4. Bush Hall / Mill Green fields managed as pasture / wet meadow with cattle on flood 

plains to maximise flood resilience. This would benefit the recently found water vole 

population and otters that move up the River Lea from Hertford.  American Mink would also 

benefit with wetland improvement- Surely the voles wont like the Mink and it is better not to 

mention them?;  Control measures should be an important part of any restoration plan. 
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5. SUDs along Wood Hall Brook towards Creswick Plantation to ensure water is 

managed and flows towards the Lea. Promoted alder carr associated with wet 

woodland at Creswick Plantation 

6. Howell Hyde Brook tributary of the Lea enhanced as blue corridor with wet woodland 

habitat from the Angling Lake towards the Lea. Central HGCG propose a series of 

treatment marshes on the ditch system that runs from Holwell fishing pit to its confluence 

with Hatfield Hyde Brook.  This would provide much needed wetland breeding habitat for 

some farmland birds and migrant warbler species..Design of this feature could also 

intercept and cleanse leachate from the former landfill site which is recorded in the ditch 

systems feeding into the River Lea.    

7. Naturalisation (?) or natural mitigation of culverts under A414 to improve run-off and 

drainage to River Lea.  

8. Swales and improvements to ensure sustainable run-off to Mimram along the B195, 

including the Lagoon along Waterside 

9. Managed neutral grassland at Ellenbrook Fields, as hay meadow or flower rich 

pasture to attract birds and invertebrates 

10. Broadleaved woodland and grassland (not heathland??) created to improve habitat 

connectivity to Symondshyde Great Wood 

11. Neutral grassland created as sequence of meadows to connect Ellenbrook with 

Lemsford and Stanborough 
12. Wet woodland improvements at Creswick Plantation  

13. Flood meadow promoted south of Wood Hall Farm along River Lea.  As comments at 

No 4. This fits with long term EA aspirations for flood risk interventions. 

14. The Commons LNR site: scrub removed and wetland habitats restored. The Commons 

LNR has a current management plan that has been in place since 1998 and is also in 

DEFRA Stewardship. Blackfan Fen management is to retain open fen with scrub retention 

also, coppice management is key for bird and mammal species along with the fen plant 

community. Coppicing was being carried out in the fen ( Wessex Archaeology report) from 

5th Century AD to the present time.  The fen has a documented history through analysis of 

pollen layers through dated 1000 year formation, AD 500 to AD 1500 in the area sampled. 

There is also a nationally important Heritage feature, Bronze Age Burnt Mound that is 

contemporary with archaeological evidence, flint tools over all the arable farmland ridge, 

adjacent and to the east (see comments on heritage above). Spring seepage feeds into the 

fen it is not aquifer fed. Hydrology is key to retaining the continuing growth of the peat layer 

in the central area of the North Fen. This area has uninterrupted peat growth at this point for 

the past 1500 years. Springs feed from the east between the clay and chalk layers, any 

interruption of this by development will kill off the peat by drying out the fen.  Supporting 

Comments from Trevor James form head Herts Biological Record Centre, Martin Hicks 

HBRC, County Ecologist, Matt Dodds Herts Middlesex Wildlife Trust 

15. Woodland connectivity enhanced along A414.  NO. See comments above. Need to retain 

grasslands.  Woodlands not appropriate or feasible.  

16. Open neutral grassland fostered on former Cole Green landfill site. While woodland 

connectivity is important across the landfill area the grassland is of greater importance for 

the support of small mammal populations, 10 species of raptor feed over the former landfill 

grassland that has naturalised, re-wilded since grazing stopped in the 1980s facilitating 

primary food chain species such as voles and other small mammals. Equally reptiles have 

colonised the complete area also providing food prey.  Two barn owl territories, Commons 

pair breeding data since 2016, are also found over the landfill grassland. Woodland 

proposed in the density shown on the corridor mapping will limit foraging area. Winter 

visiting Short Eared Owls also hunt the entirety of the landfill grassland.   Bird data(Herts 

Bird Club clearly show important species breeding notably Skylark circa 40 pairs, also 

farmland species Yellowhammer, Linnet, red listed and migratory species.  Trees fail to 
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grow on the polluted soil, scrub however is establishing and is the preferred mix of habitat  

for most species recorded on the area rather than huge blocks of woodland  

17. Cole Green - woodland connectivity enhanced by tree planting to connect existing ancient 

broadleaved woodland, footprint lifted from OS 1st edition maps.  NO. See comments 

above. Need to retain grasslands.  Woodlands not appropriate or feasible. 

18. Acid ?? (Neutral??)  grassland created as primary habitat for green connections around 

Panshanger aerodrome site 

RIGHTS OF WAY AND PATH CREATION, ACCESSIBILITY IMPROVEMENTS 
19. Improved footpath under A1(M) at Stanborough (A6129) 

20. New corridor and footpath connecting Ellenbrook to Lemsford and Stanborough  

21. Improved footpath under A1(M) at Lemsford 

22. Improvements to Cole Green Lane across A1000 non-motorised access to Mill Green 

Museum and utlise expanding eating catering there.  

23. Footpaths promoted from Howell Hyde along the Brook 

24. Cole Green Country park rights of way formalised. ??? Viable.  Cost.  How??  

25. Footpaths and cycle and bridle paths to connect Welwyn to Tewin and Mimram valley 

and to Panshanger.   

26. Cycle way along Coopers Green Lane??? Viable.  Cost.  How?? 

27. Cycle link between Hatfield Garden Village and Mill Green 

28. Cycle way between The Commons and Mill Green Golf Course 

29. Cycle way along the Lea.  ??? Viable.  Cost.  How? Require consent of land owner 

30. Transverse routes established around Cole Green 

31. Connection to Howell Lane across A414 improved 

32. Cole Green Underpass improvements 

33. Cycle and footpath route to Panshanger.  Link with 25 above.  

34. Historic hedgerow restoration - Using tithe maps and first edition OS maps the 

historic hedgerows can be mapped and reconstructed to improve habitat 

connectivity 

35. Public footpaths and interpretation to connect to Brocket Hall and Gardens 

36. Historic watercress beds enhanced and protected.   

37. Also protect Commons LNR.  

COMMUNITY RECREATION, EDUCATION AND WELLBEING OPPORTUNITIES 
38. Wood Hall Farm developed as a model farm for the green corridor, with traditional farming 

methods and wet pasture for grazing cattle.  ??? Viable/sustainable.  How ensure wet 

pasture given water resource problems?? 

39. Hatfield Aerodrome - trails and interpretation to reference historic use of the site 

40. Mill Green Museum - facilities diversified to offer food and drinks and better 

connectivity to the Green Corridor. Education extended to include wetland and pond 

activities as well as cultural history 

41. Orchard - Community orchard showcasing traditional Hertfordshire varieties of fruit.  Where?  

Clarify “community” orchards?  

42. Howell Hyde and Birchall Farm Historic farmsteads: field boundaries and historic woodland, 

as well landscape character could be enhanced around the old settlements, including moat 

wood, connecting to Howell hyde Wood 

43. Interpretation highlighting the historic estate at Tewinbury, Panshanger and Hatfield 

park.  

44. Symondhyde Outdoor Education - Woodland shelter, charcoal burner, compost toilet, to 

promote natural environment understanding.  But heritage impacts.  How manage 

sustainably? Who?  
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45. Extended and improved play opportunities at Stanborough Park, refurbishment of park 

facilities 

46. Ellenbrook Fields Outdoor Education - Bird hide, shelter and school gathering place  

47. The Commons woodland Mountain bike trails enhanced and promoted through The 

Commons woodland to create circular routes for recreational off-road cyclists.    

48. Environmental and Heritage Education promoted at The Commons LNR with links to 

local schools and hospital to encourage understanding of the natural environment 

49. Cole Green Country Park – no-  hub and cycle hire New visitor centre at Cole Green, 

along the Cole Green Way.  Include heritage and ecological interpretation.  But not a 

country park as such.  

50. Information and signposting about the Green Corridor at Panshanger Golf Complex, as well 

as walking and cycling connections through the golf course.  

 

4 Ten Outstanding issues 
i. How should WHBC prioritise this long wish list into a set of projects to be 

implemented in the short, medium and long terms.  What are the criteria for this?  Eg 

viability and long term sustainability; consistency with Green corridor assets and their 

services and need to protect and enhance them.  

ii. How should WHBC appraise them?   

iii. Can LUC have any readily available supporting evidence (eg on potential recreation 

demand (eg using ORVAL) supporting the case for specific proposed projects?  

iv. How will these projects be funded sustainably over the long term?  

v. Must ensure long term sustainability and management of the improvements (eg 

maintenance of paths, SUDS, environmental education panels etc) through, for  

example, need long term covenants by landowners with long standing commitments. 

vi. Need good will, support and buy in of local private land owners, who generally have a 

history of good land management in the corridor.  Hence the proposals need to be 

viable uses of their land and in line with their land management plans to maintain 

viable agricultural businesses.   

vii. Need to involve local experts  

viii. Need a conservation management plan for both ecology and heritage in place before 

anything is done. Needs to be revisited at intervals  e.g 5 years. Who will be 

responsible for this and for ensuring that its guidance is adhered to?  

ix. Need to ensure that facilities ae installed before opening area to public – Panshanger 

is a striking example of cart before horse. 

x. Need to consider and include access for the disabled in the proposed recreation and 

path improvements.  

Central Herts Green Corridor Group  

26 September 2019 


