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MERSEY FOREST DRAFT LAND ACTION PLAN FOR CHESHIRE WEST AND CHESTER 

COUNCIL 

 

CHESTER ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY RESPONSE 

 

 

Detail 

 

1.0  Introduction 

1.1 Rapid climate change poses an increasing threat to people’s everyday lives and to 

local built heritage and archaeology: witness the flooding at Northwich and of part of 

the Chester Link Road and the high water levels at the Holt-Farndon bridge in the 

winter of 2020/1. However, built heritage is also threatened by the drivers of climate 

change, most obviously the crude adaptation of historic settlements to accommodate 

ever-increasing motor traffic. 

  

2.0 Overall Evaluation 

2.1 The present document is an advance on CWaC’s Climate Emergency Response 

Plan. However, it needs to be borne in mind that it deals directly with only 8% of CO2 

emissions in the borough, from agriculture (although some of the recommended 

measures also have broader amenity, health or biodiversity benefits) and that the 

CWaC aim is to reduce emissions from this source by only 10% by 2025. It remains 

urgent and important to bring forward plans to make substantial reductions in the 

much greater emissions from industry (52%), transport (24%) and residential 

properties (14%).  

  

2.2  The document covers a range of topics, primarily rural land use but also transport, 

visitor pressure on the countryside, and urban design. It sets out data on the status 

quo, desirable changes and general targets, case studies of good planning and 

practice elsewhere, the mechanisms and resources available, and possible partners. 

At the end is a long list of international and national legislation and national and local 

policies. However, some topics such as reducing the need for car travel and 

managing visitor pressure are treated only cursorily, while references to others, such 

as urban- and building design (green spaces, green roofs, greater use of timber in 

construction, drainage) are fragmented. The maps showing the opportunities for 

Summary 

The Society welcomes this document as a step in the right direction. However, it only 

addresses a small proportion of CO2 emissions in the borough, from land use, and sets 

out measures that aim mainly at mitigating their impact rather than directly reducing them, 

although these measures may have other benefits as well. It remains urgent and 

important to bring forward plans to reduce the much larger emissions from other sources. 

The document is too vague to be an Action Plan. Because of the lack of detail, we may 

still criticise the adequacy or the impact of the detailed application of the proposed 

measures. A much terser and more focused document is needed, setting out, for 

example, locations, quantified benefits and timescales. 

We highlight the opportunity to promote local historical sites as well as green space in 

order relieve visitor pressure elsewhere, and the need to reduce motor traffic and give 

primacy to pedestrians and cyclists, especially in the centre of Chester, and for proactive 

spatial planning aimed at reducing the need to travel. 



CAS_PlanConsult21_LandUseActionPlan_PC_Comments_V01 

2 

 

change, eg increased woodland, are frustratingly separated from those showing the 

status quo and are very coarse resolution when examined in detail.  

 

2.3 Strictly most of the suggested measures are mitigation; ie they aim to soften the 

impact of climate change (eg reduction in flooding) or result in the absorption of CO2 

rather than in a reduction in its emission. It is not stated by how much CO2 emissions 

might be absorbed or reduced by any of the proposed measures. 

  

2.4 We support the general principles of the plan but, because of the lack of detail, we 

might still criticise their adequacy or the impact of their application in particular 

localities.  

 

2.5 In our view this is not an ‘Action Plan’; it just provides some (but not all) of the 

necessary background for one. Arguably the number of parties potentially involved 

requires the plan to be set out in much clearer and detailed terms. We therefore 

consider that an Action Plan should be much terser and might be better structured as 

follows: 

• Statements of specific measures 

• A short paragraph of explanation for each  

• Bullet points setting out the expected benefits, quantified wherever possible, 

• Timescale 

• Detailed maps shown as a layer on the CWaC Public Map Viewer (along with 

constraints) so that people can properly understand what might happen in their 

local areas 

• Monitoring system 

• Perhaps links to stakeholders, mechanisms and resources 

 

3.0  Specific Concerns and Recommendations 

These remain much as set out in our response to the draft Climate Emergency 

Response Plan (with paragraph numbers given below), which should be regarded as 

an integral part of the present response. 

  

3.1 Preservation of the remains of medieval ridge and furrow ploughing and other lowland 

archaeological earthworks (4.3). This can best be achieved by ensuring that these 

remain under pasture. The draft Action Plan states that west Cheshire has some of 

the best pasture land in the country (in which case, surely, reductions in the extent of 

pasture should largely be made in other parts of the country?), so we hope that there 

might be a confluence of interests here. 

  

3.2  Siting wind turbines and PV panel arrays to do the least possible damage to views, 

landscape character and to archaeology (4.1, 4.2). Damage to views and landscape 

character can also be done by inappropriate tree-planting; this applies particularly but 

by no means exclusively to the proposed Sandstone Ridge AONB. 

  

3.3 If tree-planting, wind farm construction or PV panel array are considered in areas 

where knowledge of archaeology is poor, surveys should be undertaken at an early 

stage; compare the good example set by the National Trust in Northumberland 

(National Trust Press Release 6 October 2021). 

 

3.4  The question of managing visitor pressure requires much deeper thought and should 

perhaps be the subject of a separate plan with specific measures. While more green 

https://maps.cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk/cwac/webmapping
https://chesterarchaeolsoc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/CAS_consult20_CWaC_ClimateEmergencyResponsePlan_PC_Comments_V03.pdf
https://www.nationaltrust.org.uk/press-release/national-trusts-plans-for-20-million-right-trees-in-right-places-take-root


CAS_PlanConsult21_LandUseActionPlan_PC_Comments_V01 

 

3 

 

spaces in communities are very much to be welcomed, they may not without 

elaboration replace ‘honeypots’ such as the Sandstone Ridge with its magnificent 

views and (easily eroded) hillforts or the large-scale woodland of Delamere Forest. 

One way of reducing acute points of degradation in these areas might be to reduce 

parking capacity and provide frequent bus services (as has been proposed for 

popular parts of the Lake District: The Guardian 14 November 2021). Perhaps local 

historical sites could be incorporated in new green space to enhance their interest 

and provide a ‘destination’ (eg the moated site adjacent to the housing development 

on Wrexham Road, Chester). Routes such as the Millennium Greenway at Chester 

could be treated as a ‘string’ on which to place ‘pearls’ such as community woodland 

or orchards, plus possibly a footpath link to the Countess Country Park. Public rights 

of way will need to be better signed and maintained. 

  

3.5  The matter of reducing the need for car travel again needs to be linked to a separate 

plan. We agree that:  

The provision of green, attractive and safe travel routes could encourage  

people to walk and cycle more, helping to reduce carbon emissions 

associated with transport as well as improving local air quality and health and 

well being. (Action Plan, page 50) 

We note that the CWaC Climate Emergency Response Plan, page 30, 5.1 sets a 

target of a 25% reduction in car travel by 2025 and highlights active travel, alongside 

improved public transport, as an alternative; this is echoed in the draft Revised 

Parking Standards SPD. However, the specific steps to achieve this target need to be 

set out.  

 

3.6 In Chester at least, the provision of direct cycleways from the suburbs to the city 

centre stops short at the Inner Ring Road, and there is still clearly a mindset of fitting 

cyclists around motor vehicles, rather than vice versa. Much more needs to be done, 

by reducing urban road- and parking capacity for motor vehicles and thus freeing up 

space both for cycleways and trees, as well by improving low-emission local bus 

services (as envisaged in the government’s Bus Back Better document). We 

addressed this issue in detail in our response to the Walk, Ride, Thrive consultation. 

 

3.7 The references to sustainable construction should be grouped and it should be 

considered how far recommendations can be made that go beyond the existing policy 

DM 4 in the Local Plan Part Two. 

  

3.8 We also sympathise with the sentiment that: 

      Greener neighbourhoods can also result in a 30 per cent increase in retail  

sales as people look to shop closer to their homes.  

However, ‘Greener neighbourhoods’ are the ‘icing on the cake’. The first need is for 

people to have a range of useful shops and other facilities within easy walking or 

cycling distance of their homes. This requires a degree of proactive spatial planning 

not seen for over half a century. We raised this issue in our response to the draft 

Climate Emergency Response Plan section 5.0. 

     

Dr P Carrington FSA 

For Chester Archaeological Society 

2 December 2021 

https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2021/nov/14/tourists-cars-may-be-banned-from-most-popular-parts-of-lake-district
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/980227/DfT-Bus-Back-Better-national-bus-strategy-for-England.pdf
https://chesterarchaeolsoc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/CAS_PlanConsult20_CWaC_WalkRideThrive_PC_Comments_V02.pdf
https://cheshirewestandchester.objective.co.uk/file/5448701
https://chesterarchaeolsoc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/CAS_consult20_CWaC_ClimateEmergencyResponsePlan_PC_Comments_V03.pdf

