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Natural and semi-natural green space 

Definition 

6.1 This type of open space includes woodlands, urban forestry, scrubland, grasslands 
(eg downlands, commons, meadows), wetlands, nature reserves and wastelands 
with a primary purpose of wildlife conservation and bio-diversity within settlement 
boundaries. 

Picture 6.1  Salisbury Plain 

 

Strategic context  

6.2 The Adopted Local Plan (June 2003) states that the District Council will endeavour to 
protect, restore and improve the natural beauty and amenity of the District (Policies 
C1, C2 and C3). 

6.3 Salisbury Plain is the largest surviving semi-natural grassland in the EU and a World 
Heritage Site. It has not been included in the overall audit due as its large size will 
distort quantity provision levels and it is heavily protected due to its World Heritage 
status. Access to the complete site is limited due to Ministry Of Defence (MOD) 
usage as a key exercise facility, but this does not lessen its importance to the District.  

Consultation 

6.4 Natural and semi-natural areas were the most frequently used type of open space 
according to the household survey. 65% of respondents use such a site at least once 
a month.  

6.5 Most users of natural and semi-natural sites walk to their preferred site, generally in a 
time of under 10 minutes.  The most significant problems experienced are dog fouling 
and litter. 
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RECOMMENDED LOCAL QUALITY 
STANDARD 

A publicly-accessible, clean and litter-free site 
with clear pathways for dog walking and natural 

features that encourage wildlife conservation and 
biodiversity. Sites should provide bins for litter 

and dog fouling, and maintenance should 
continue to protect and enhance the biodiversity 

of the site.  

6.6 In setting local standards for natural and semi-natural green space there is a need to 
take into account any national or local standards, current provision, other local 
authority standards for appropriate comparison, site assessments and consultation 
on local needs. Full justifications for the local standards are provided within Appendix 
H, I and J. The recommended local standards for natural and semi-natural sites have 
been summarised below . 

Current position 

6.7 114 natural and semi-natural sites have been identified. However private woodland 
sites in rural areas without public access have not been included within the audit – in 
line with the guidance in PPG17. 

Quality standard 

6.8 There are no definitive national quality standards for natural and semi-natural green 
space although the Countryside Agency states that natural land should be managed 
to conserve or enhance its rich landscape, bio-diversity, heritage and local customs. 

6.9 The Local Plan states a key objective is to maintain and enhance the traditional 
character of the New Forest. Policies C1, C2 and C3 endeavour to protect, restore 
and improve the natural beauty and amenity of the District. The Council's 
Environment Policy aims to protect and improve the environment for the benefit of 
the health of the people of South Wiltshire and also project and enhance the variety 
of wildlife in South Wiltshire. 

6.10 The majority of respondents to the 
household survey rated natural 
and semi-natural sites as being of 
a good quality. Dog fouling and 
litter were identified as the most 
significant problems. The majority 
of respondents to the household 
survey were satisfied or very 
satisfied `with general 
maintenance, the boundaries, 
pathways and planted areas. 
There was less satisfaction with 
the provision of bins for litter and seating. 

6.11 The top five highest rated aspirations for this typology are clean/litter free, nature 
features (eg wildlife), footpaths, flowers/trees and shrubs, dog walking facilities. 

Quantity standard 

6.12 Existing provision of natural and semi-natural sites in Salisbury District is 14.95ha per 
1,000 population. The average site size is 15.03ha although this varies widely 
between analysis areas.   

6.13 Table 6.1 below provides a breakdown of sites by analysis area.  It demonstrates 
that, as to be expected, the analysis areas with the largest number of sites are in the 
rural areas.  The Mere area has the smallest average site size whilst the Nadder 
Valley area has the smallest number of sites. 
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RECOMMENDED 
LOCAL QUANTITY 

STANDARD 

No standard set 

Table 6.1 Breakdown of natural and semi-natural sit es 
Analysis area Number of 

sites  
Total area of sites 

(ha) 
Average site size 

(ha) 

Stonehenge 30 189 6.3 

Mere and District 9 37 4.1 

Nadder Valley 8 41 5.1 

Southern 29 1070 36.9 

Four Rivers 18 274 15.2 

Salisbury City 20 102 5.1 
 

6.14 There are two main standards that relate to the provision of natural and semi-natural 
green space. These are the Woodland Trust’s standard for woodland areas and 
English Nature which has developed a standard for accessible natural greenspace 
(ANGSt). 

6.15 The Woodland Trust standard is: 

· no person should live more than 500m from at least one area of accessible 
woodland of no less than 2ha in size 

· there should be also be at least one area of accessible woodland of no less 
than 20ha within 4km (8km round-trip) of people’s homes. 

6.16 The English Nature Accessible Natural Greenspace standard is: 

· that no person should live more than 300m from their nearest area of natural 
greenspace of at least 2ha in size 

· provision of at least 1ha of Local Nature Reserve per 1,000 population 

· that there should be at least one accessible 20ha site within 2km from home 

· that there should be one accessible 100ha site within 5km 

· that there should be one 500ha site within 20 km. 

6.17 The dominant answer for natural and semi-natural areas was that current provision 
levels are ‘about right’ (48%) with a further 8% stating there is ‘too much’ provision.  
The only area where ‘about right’ was not the dominant answer was Stonehenge 
where 52% stated provision levels were either ‘nearly enough’ or ‘not enough’. 

6.18 Because of the comparatively large amounts of natural and 
semi natural areas in the District, and the consultation 
showing current levels are ‘about right’ or ‘too much’, no 
quantity standard has been set for this typology. Therefore 
new developments should concentrate upon qualitative and 
accessibility improvements to existing sites rather than new 
provision.  The lack of a quantity standard does not imply 
that there is an overprovision of this typology and/or that any sites are surplus. 
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RECOMMENDED LOCAL 
ACCESSIBILITY STANDARD 

15 minute walktime 

(1.2km distance)  

  

6.19 The full context and justification for this standard is outlined in Appendix H. 

Accessibility standard 

6.20 English Nature recommends accessibility standards for various size sites of 
accessible natural greenspace. The Woodland Trust recommends standards for the 
provision of woodland areas within different catchments for different size sites.  This 
is outlined above. There are no existing local standards. 

6.21 65% of respondents across the District 
indicated that the preferred mode of transport 
was on foot.  70% people who use this open 
space type most frequently also travel on 
foot. 75% of frequent users expect to travel 
between 11 and 15 minutes. Across the 
District, the 75th percentile expected travel 
time is 15 minutes, an opinion shared across 
both the urban and rural analysis areas. 

6.22 The recommended standard of a 15 minute walk time is based on results from public 
consultation. Across the District, the preferred mode of transport is to walk and the 
recommendation is also in line with the majority of other local authority standards. A 
15 minute walktime equates to 1.2km along roads and footpaths, or about 720m as a 
straight line radius from a site.  

Applying provision standards  

6.23 In order to identify geographical areas of importance and those areas with unmet 
local needs, we consider the current level of provision and the accessibility standard 
at the same time.  

6.24 Map 6.1 overleaf displays a 15 minute catchment area around all natural and semi-
natural sites relevant to this study. The map shows that in the rural areas there is a 
good coverage of natural and semi-natural sites. The main settlements without 
access are Tilshead, Wilton and Idmiston. However these areas are near to other 
substantial open space resources including Orcheston Down. As quantity of open 
space is not a problem in the rural areas, it is recommended that the Council 
concentrates upon access and quality issues. 
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Map 6.1 Accessibility catchments for natural and se mi-natural sites 
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Map 6.2 Focus on Salisbury City 

 

Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown Copyright. 
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District Council. Map Scale 1cm 
=2.201km 
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6.25 Map 6.2 illustrates that the large majority of residents in the Salisbury City area have access to a natural or semi-natural site within 15 
minutes.  There is a small provision gap in the centre however new provision in this area is not practical due the housing pressures and 
a lack of available land.  It is recommended that the Council focus upon quality and access issues for current sites rather than providing 
new provision. 

6.26 Map 6.3, overleaf, focuses upon the Amesbury area. There is a good coverage of sites throughout the area with only the far eastern 
edge without access within 15 minutes. New provision is not recommended in this area due to its proximity to the Boscombe Downs.  
Instead access and quality issues should be focused upon by the Council. 
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Map 6.3 Focus on Amesbury 

 

 

Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown Copyright. 
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District Council. Map Scale 1cm 
=2.201km 
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Map 6.4 Focus on Mere 
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Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown Copyright. 
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District Council. Map Scale 1cm 
=2.201km 
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6.27 Like all of the urban areas examined so far, the Mere area has a good access to this typology with just the Southbrook area without 
access. However due to the small number of residents in this area and the availability of accessible countryside, there is no need for the 
Council to seek any new provision. 

6.28 The Tisbury area (Map 6.5 overleaf) is well served by natural and semi-natural green space due to its two sites.  The only small area 
without access is Chicksgrove to the east, however there are other significant resources in this area (Haredene Wood) that compensate 
for this. 

NSN 1 The Council to concentrate upon quality and access improvements for 
natural and semi-natural sites in all areas of the District. 
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Map 6.5 Focus on Tisbury 

 

Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown Copyright. 
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District Council. Map Scale 1cm 
=2.201km 
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Value assessment 

6.29 Most sites that have a high level of use would normally have good or very good 
quality and accessibility ratings. Most sites with a low level of use would have an 
average or poor quality and accessibility rating. This is because the factors are 
related and interlinked. 

6.30 The average quality score was 56% and the average accessibility score was 73%. 
Examples of sites scoring high or low for accessibility and quality are illustrated here, 
with the full list of sites included in Appendix K. 

6.31 A number of sites scored low for quality and accessibility and are of low value to the 
local community at present. Natural and semi-natural sites do provide an important 
function for wildlife and biodiversity and should therefore not be considered in 
isolation. The lowest scoring sites were: 

· Charlton All Saints NSN (Site ID 288) 

· Glenmore Business Park NSN, Salisbury (Site ID 59) 

· West Grimstead Field (Site ID 171) 

· Alvediston Pond (Site ID 274) 

· Wittenham View NSN, Amesbury (Site ID 726). 

6.32 Sites that scored high for quality and accessibility are of high value and must be 
protected. Sites should also be used as benchmarks for all other natural and semi-
natural sites in the District. The highest scoring sites are: 

· Langford Lakes Nature Reserve, Steeple Langford (Site ID 477) 

· NSN surrounding Salisbury Leisure Centre (Site ID 222) 

· Old Sarum Castle, Salisbury (Site ID 117) 

· Ratfyn Barrow, Amesbury (Site ID 732) 

· South Newton River NSN (Site ID 481). 

6.33 Sites that scored low for quality and usage, but high for accessibility should be 
prioritised for qualitative improvements to increase the amount of usage. These are: 

· Boscombe Road NSN (Site ID 624) 

· Tisbury Station NSN (Site ID 758). 

6.34 Sites that scored low for accessibility and usage, but high for quality should be 
prioritised for improvements to ensure user satisfaction and safety. These are: 

· Devizes Road NSN, Salisbury (Site ID 227) 

· Lower Road NSN, Homington (Site ID 456) 

· Fosters Bushes NSN, Amesbury (Site ID 619) 

· River Wylye NSN, Fisherton de la Mere (Site ID 464) 
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· Canal Lane NSN, Whaddon (Site ID 551). 

Summary and recommendation 

6.35 The results from this section reinforce the view that the District is well provided for 
natural and semi-natural green space.  There are few areas in the District without 
access to a site within 15 minutes, and where there is no provision there are other 
open spaces to compensate for this. 

6.36 As a result, the Council should concentrate upon improving the existing natural and 
semi-natural sites in terms of both quality and access.  Quality improvements will 
largely consist of better ancillary facilities (where appropriate) whilst access 
improvements consist not only of access to sites, but also access within sites. 

NSN 1 The Council to concentrate upon quality and access improvements for 
natural/semi-natural sites in all areas of the District. 

 


