
219 – Sussex Wildlife Trust 
 
Matter 10 Special Area policy SPA7- Benfield Valley 

 
1. What are the potential benefits and adverse impacts of allocating a part of the site for 

housing? Would this be compatible with the policy aims and its status as a LWS, and 
recognition as a green wedge? How would this impact on the proposed designation of 
the rest of Benfield Valley as a Local Green Space? How have the heritage, ecology, 
biodiversity, open space/ recreation, visual impact, landscape, traffic and air quality 
and the community use of the area been addressed in the proposed allocations? What 
would be the adverse impacts and how have they been taken into account? Could any 
adverse impacts be mitigated? (the detailed issues of the proposed allocations will be 
dealt with under H2 site allocation in the urban fringe) 
 

SWT’s objection to the housing allocation on Benfield Valley Local Wildlife Site (LWS) is 
set out in our Regulation 19 response under policy SA7.  We do not believe that this 
allocation is compatible with the NPPF or needed to meet the requirement of the CPP1 
as outlined in our responses to Matters 2 and 7. The site already exists as a green wedge 
into the City that brings multiple benefits. Allowing development within the designated 
site means there will be no significant buffers between the development and the rest of 
the site and therefore urbanising impacts will be more acute.  
 
Given the potential developers wish to increase the housing number on this site, we also 
question whether the ‘benefits’ as set out by the council – namely to bring the rest of the 
site into positive manage are deliverable. The developers state that more housing would 
result in more money to deliver benefits, but it is not clear what level of ‘benefits’ the 
council believe will be facilitated through development.  
 
 

 


