
  

  

Keep it Green (KIG) - Barnsley Local Plan Examination Stage 2   

Hearing Statement: Main Matter 8 – Landscape and Natural Environment     

Introduction  

1. KIG’s submissions on this matter address question 8.6.  

Green Infrastructure (8.6)  

2. Under the heading ‘Urban Barnsley the BLP’s text notes, “Alongside industrial 
and rural land uses the settlements are set within an undulating valley within 
which perhaps the most striking feature is the green infrastructure 
surrounding, penetrating, and defining the built up areas within it.”1  This 
characteristic, or ‘striking feature’, aptly describes the countryside comprised 
in proposal MU1 which occupies the valley formed by the Redbrook, a 
tributary of the River Dearne.  Not only does this significant area of 
countryside play a crucial part in helping to define the extent of the built-up 
areas of Pogmoor, Gawber, Redbrook, Barugh Green, Higham and Higham 
Common, it also plays a key and vital role in maintaining their distinctiveness 
as individual and identifiable communities.  

3. The loss of this countryside to the development proposed in the plan would 
fly in the face of and would be wholly inconsistent with the BLP’s aim to 
respect “the cultural identity and local character of Barnsley”2. This 
inconsistency is another example of the plan’s unsoundness.  

4. The gargantuan scale of proposal MU1 is such that it cannot reasonably be 
regarded as a form of well managed development that would restore and 
improve the surrounding landscape. It will do the opposite - it will destroy the 
quality of this area and the valuable and important contribution it makes to 
the setting of Barnsley and the various individual settlements on its fringes. 
Their separate entities and distinctiveness will be lost as they are swallowed 
by a large mass of urban sprawl. 

5. Under the heading ‘Green Infrastructure and Greenspace’ at section 17 of the 
BLP is a series of policy solutions. Among these are “Using green 
infrastructure to promote and shape sustainable growth”, and “protecting 
Green infrastructure assets including the Green Belt and green space”3. The 
countryside comprised in site MU1 and the topography of the valley of the 
Redbrook which defines it physically is a key structural component of the 
physical form of ‘Urban Barnsley’. Its development as envisaged in the BLP is 
wholly inconsistent with the policy approach regarding green infrastructure. 
This is another instance of the plan’s unsoundness.   

                                       
1 BLP paragraph 5.14  
2 Ibid paragraph 1.8, last bullet point,  
3 Ibid page 240. 
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6. The land comprised in Proposal MU1 should be included in Policy GI1 as one 
of the key green infrastructure corridors in the Plan area. It fulfils the criteria 
set out in paragraph 17.1. Instead of being destroyed as proposed, this 
important part of the green space within Urban Barnsley should be 
acknowledged as such and afforded the additional protection provided by 
Policy GI1. 

7. The value of green space and the benefits that it can confer which, 
significantly, are not solely confined to existing residents, are set out at 
paragraphs 17.15 and 17.16 of the BLP. In particular, it is noted that, 
“Investments in green space can improve an area’s image, helping to attract 
and retain high value industries, new business start-ups, entrepreneurs and 
workers”4. The countryside right on the western edge of the main body of the 
town is a valuable asset in this respect – it helps to dispel the image of 
Barnsley as a town formerly based on coal mines. It is an asset that should be 
treasured. It most certainly should not be destroyed as the Plan envisages.   

                                       
4 Ibid paragraph 17.16. 


