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Introduction
The role of this document

This Statement of Representations contains defails of the representations
received following publication of the Herismere Core Strategy Development Plan
Document (DPD) in December 2008 for submission to the Secretary of State. The
purpose of this document is to set out:

1. how many representatlons were made on the Core Strategy DPD in accordance
with Regulation 28(2)" ; and
2 a summary of the main issues raised in those representatzons

This document should be read in conjunction w;th the separate Statement of
Consultation, which is being published in accordance with Regulation 30 (1) (d} of
the 2008 regulations and which provides details of the extensive consultation
carried out prior to publication of the Core Strategy DPD. This includes details of
who was consulted, how they were consulted, a summary of the main issues
raised and how those issues have been addressed.

The need for this document

The Planning and Compuisory Purchase Act 2004 mtroduced major changes to
the planning system. The Hertsmere Local Plan, adopted in 2003, is being
replaced with a suite of documents which will make up a Local Development
Framework (LDF). The new legislation introduced new requirements to ensure
that effective public and stakeholder consultation was undertaken. Hertsmere
Borough Council's Statement of Community Involvement, adopted in September
2008, set out how the Council intends to undertake public consultation and
partzmpatlon in-the preparation of the various documents which will comprise its
LDF

The Core Strategy has been prepared against a background of substantial reform
to the planning system and the associated procedural and legislative change.
Amendments to the original regulations which accompanied the 2004 Act were
introduced in 2008, along with a new national policy statement and plan making
manual, to “reflect the lessons learned from the first three years of operation of the
new planning system in England.”

The Council has taken the consultation undertaken between 2005 and 2007,
under the old Regulations 25 and 26, as satisfying the requirement of the new
Regulation 25. This was allowed for under the transitional arrangements which
applied to Councils for consultation undertaken until 1% September 2008,

! Regulatlon 28(2) of the Town and Country Planning {Local Development) {England) {(Amendment) Regulations 2008 '
? Planning Policy Statement 12: Local Spatial Planning (2008} ‘
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it should be noted that the recently enacted Planning Act 2008, which included
provisions to create a national Infrastructure Planning Commission and impose a
Community Infrastructure Levy, does not include any measures which would have

procedural implications for the Hertsmere Core Strategy. At the time of writing, the

regulations relating to the 2008 Act had not been introduced.

Hertsmere Borough Council is required to produce a Statement of Consultation
and this Statement of Representations under Regulations 30(d) and 30 (e)
respectively to accompany the submission of the Core Strategy DPD to the
Secretary of State. It is intended that the Statement of Consultation will assist the
Inspector, appointed by the Secretary of State, to carry out the Core Strategy
examination in determining whether the DPD complies with the minimum
requirements for involvement and government guidance. It is hoped that this
document (the Statement of Representations) will enable the Inspector to be
aware of the key issues raised by stakeholders and the public at an early stage in
the examination process. ' '
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Publication of the submission Core Strategy

Prior to the publication of the Core Strategy for submission to the Secretary of
State, Hertsmere Borough Council had already undertaken extensive consultation
during the preparat[on of the Core Strategy. This mvolved three separate
consultation exercises (Issues Scoping, lssues and Options® and Preferred
Options?), the details of which are set out in a separate Statement of Consultatlon

The Core Strategy DPD was approved at a meeting of the full Council on 19"
November 2008 and formally published on 8" December 2008 with
representations invited over an eight-week period closing on 2" February 2009
Appendix 1 lists the bodies and persons invited to make representations on the
published Core Strategy. '

The publication of the Core Strategy in December 2008 provided an opportunity
for representations to be made prior to submission of the DPD. This did not
constitute a conventional period of public consultation but if was emphasized at
the time that representations received would be taken into account at the Core
Strategy examination, rather than resuiting in any further significant changes to the
DPD.  The Council did not hold any public meetings, exhibitions or drop-in
sessions, although letters were sent out to all organisations, stakeholders and
individuals on the.Council’'s substantial LDF database. .

A very limited number of minor changes have been proposed (a) in the light of
typographical errors and (b) a small number of representations seeking small
changes which can be made without the need for further public consultation and
sustainability appraisal. These are set out in a separate schedule of minor
changes. \

A total of 246 duly-made representations were received from 45 different
respondents. Appendix 2 summarises the representations received. Four late
representations were accepted by the Council because of an extreme weather

- event which saw exceptionally heavy snowfall across much of England on the

closing date for submission of representations. These representations were from
Robson Planning Consultants (on behalf of Gilston Investments Limited),
Hertsmere Borough Council's Environmental Health Department, Hertfordshire
County Council’'s Environmental Health Department and The Highways Agency.

® Hertsmere Local Development Framework, Issues and Options {February 2006)
“ Core Strategy Preferred Options (November 2007)
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Summary of the main issues raised in the representations

The key issues raised by representations submitted are set out below, starting
with general comments applicable to the whole document or suggestions for a
new policy which is not currently included within the Core Strategy DPD.

Conformity with Regional Spatial Strategy

‘The East of England Regional Assembly (EERA) assesses consultations on DPDs

to confirm whether or not they are in ‘general conformity’ with the Regional Spatial
Strategy (RSS) for the East of England — the East of England Plan. Hertsmere
Borough Council's Submission Core Strategy was conssdered to be in general
conformity with the RSS.

The submission from EERA considered the Hertsmere Core Strategy against
policies in the RSS. The representations acknowledged that no Green Belt review
at Hertsmere is proposed in the RSS and notes that whilst the majority of new
growth can and will be accommodated on previously developed land, some limited
release of greenfield or Green Belt land may be required towards the end of the
plan period.

General comments

Around 65% fewer representations were made on the submission DPD than at the’
preferred options stage and the majority of representations received focused on
specific parts of the DPD rather than the document as a whole.

Representations made by Government Office for the East of England (GO-East)
on the submission Core Strategy did not make any reference to matters of
soundness, compliance with PPS12 or general conformity with the RSS. Earlier
and more detailed representatlons from GO-East on the Preferred Options version
of the Core Strategy®, resulted in significant changes to the DPD wh:ch are
outlined in the separate Statement of Consultation.

GO-East representations on the submission Core Strategy recommended that
elements of the Core Strategy relating to housing delivery and compliance with
PPS3 be reviewed. Clarification was also sought over the extent of any

- employment land development in the Green Belt.

The largest proportion of representations focused on housing capacity, delivery
and the phasing of any Green Belt releases. A number of representations made
by consultants, including those submitted on behalf of Gilston Investments Lid and
Potters Bar Golf Course, considered the DPD fo be unsound on the basis that
projections of future urban capacity relied on the on previously developed windfall
sites, which was considered to be contrary to the provisions of PPS3. The

5 Core Strategy Preferred Options (November 2007)
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reliance on the possible future disposal of BBC Elsiree Centre in Borehamwood
was also challenged, as were perceived flaws in with the evidence base with the
Council's use of an Urban Capacity Study rather than any Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment. The absenhce of a Strategic Housing Market Assessment
was also criticised. These representations considered that a shortfall in land to
meet the regional housing targets necessitated the release of Green Belt sites
earlier in the plan period.

Other issues of soundness which were raised included:

s the location of areas of search for future Green Belt development (various
representors);
s« the exclusion of Bushey as a location for any expansion into the Green Belt
~ {Rolfe Judd Planning for Zog Limited); '
+ the inclusion of what are seen to be arbifrary housing phasing thresholds
(Jeremy Peters Associates for 27-31 Heath Road, Potters Bar);
+ the inclusion of what are seen to be arbitrary housing mix requirements (Rolfe
Judd Planning for Zog Limited);
+ the absence of any reference to the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment in the
policy wording (Environment Agency);
» the need for a more flexible approach to meeting future employment needs
 (Maze Planning for Amesbury Developments); and
» the absence of a Retail Capacity Study (Peacock and Smith for WM Morrison).

Requested new policies

Two representations provided the suggested wording for a new policy. Thames
Water sought the inclusion of a specific policy requiring adequate water and

. sewerage infrastructure to be in place ahead of new development (Thames

Water). RPS (for Willows Farm Village) sought the inclusion of a tourism policy in
which the Council would support proposals for the extension of existing attraction -
and tourist sites.

Boyer Planning (for Lowerland (2004)) sought the inclusion of a policy containing
provisions for Green Belt boundary changes, referring to the changes made to the
South Cambridgeshire Core Strategy.

Section 1 - Infroduction and Context
There were no significant 6bjections to the content of this section. However,

revisions are sought to one Community Strategy objective (page 8), the ‘Other
External Influences’ section and Table 2, Spatial Implications of other plans,

strategies and programmes.

Phillips Planning Services, on behalf of Mr Mark Homan, consider the fifth key
Community Strategy objective ('To work towards meeting local housing needs’,
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page 8) unclear and request that it be revised so that the housing requirements
contained in the RSS for the East of England and Government policy can be met.

Thames Water request that the ‘Other External Influences’ section specify sewage
infrastructure as a key cross boundary issue with neighbouring authorities.

Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre have requested that Table 2 include

. reference to the ‘Hertfordshire Biodiversity Action Plan: 'A 50 year vision for the

wildlife and natural habitats of Herifordshire’.
Section 2 - Spatial Vision and Development Strategy

Policy SP1 - Creating sustainable development

The distribution of development described in this policy and supporting statement
attracted a number of objections, largely centred around the Council’s prioritising
of previously developed urban land in existing urban areas before development of
Green Belt sites. Several objectors, including Robson Planning Consultants (on
behalf of Gilston Investments Limited) and Barton Wilmore (on behalf of Kayterm
Plc), contend that this approach is inflexible, will hinder the deliverability of new
housing (as required by PPS3) and therefore the Council’s ability to meet the
housing targets specified in RSS14. They-also contend that urban intensification
will be detrimental to the prevailing character of these existing urban areas and
would involve development of employment land, which is not supported by the
Central Hertfordshire Employment Land Review (CHELR). This approach would
also involve leaving any potential Green Belt boundary review until late in the plan
period and is therefore not consistent with Planning Policy Guidance 2. On this
basis, they consider the distribution of development unsound, inconsistent with
national policy and/or recommend a comprehensive review of existing Green Belt
boundaries in the Borough. :

Several submissions requested Green Belt boundary changes to specific sites or
areas, a greater degree of protection for green space, strengthening of support for
development in certain urban areas, mention of infrastructural constraints and/or
recognition of the needs of specific groups in the Borough

Key Diagram

A large number of submissions relating to the Key Diagram were concerned with
the location, scale and potential release dates of the Areas of Search for Green
Belt development. For example, Boyer Planning Limited (on behalf Lowerland
(2004) Lid), Barton Wilmore (on behalf of Kayterm Plc), Rolfe Judd Planning
Limited (on behalf of ZOG Limited) and the Metropolitan Police Authority contend
that land around Bushey and Elstree should be considered as Areas of Search.
Shire Consulting question whether the Areas of Search are large enough to
contain the housing levels proposed and also request that consideration occurs



early in the plan period when the issues can be more readily assessed. In
contrast, however, Peacock and Smith (on behalf of Mr & Mrs Morley) support the
present location of the Areas of Search around Potters Bar and Borehamwood.
Section 3 - Housing

General Commentis

3.18 As noted above, housing policies attracted the largest number of comments the
bulk of which object to the Council’s preference to develop previously developed
urban land before Green Belt land. These objections seek allocation of Green Belt
land for housing based on the following reasons:

. The 40 dwelling per hectare minimum density for new development in
urban areas (specified in paragraph 3.9) is considered “overly optimistic”
given the constraints associated with developing brownfield land, such as
existing character and infrastructure (KJD Sclicitiors,” on behalf of the
Potters Bar Golf Course);

. The housing trajectory in Table 8 is not sound. The type of trend based
analysis used is seen as “overly simplistic”. Furthermore, the past annual
completion rates shown are unusually high due to the level of windfall
completions and trend toward smaller units (i.e. 1-2 beds). Due to
changing market conditions, this is not likely to continue. (PGA Design
Consulting {on behalf of Veladail Leisure Limited), Shire Consulting and
KJD Solicitiors (on behalf of the Potters Bar Golf Course));

. The reliance on windfall completions for housing provision is not consistent
- with Planning Policy Statement 3 (PPS3) (KJD Solicitiors {on behalf of the
Potters Bar Golf Course), PGA Design Consulting (on behalf of Veladail
Leisure Limited) and Robson Planning Consultants (on behalf of Gilston
Investments Limited);

» The Urban Capacity Study used to inform housing capacity in urban areas
is not prepared in accordance with current government policy advice which
requires the preparation of a Strategic Housing Land Assessment (SHLA)
(Robson Planning Consultants (on behalf of Gilston Investments Limited),
KJD Solicitiors (on behalf of the Potters Bar Golf Course) and Shire
Consulting); '

» There is perceived to be a conflict between this section and Section 4
(Employment and Economy). | only ‘very limited’ (paragraph 4.21)
employment sites are to be released for housing land, then to rely on such

- sites for housing is not feasible (Barton Wilmore, on behaif of Kayterm
PLC);

) The Council’s latest Annual Monitoring Review (2007/08) show an average
housing completion rate of 228 dwellings per hectare. At this rate, the
RES514 housing targets will not likely be met, notwithstanding a downturn
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from the current recession (KJD Solicitiors, on behalf of the Potters Bar Golf
Course);

. Table 9 is considered fo show a disparity between brownfield housing
capacity and the 5,000 dwelling housing target prescribed for Hertsmere in
RSS14 (KJD Solicitiors, on behalf of the Potters Bar Golf Course);

. it was stated that the BBC site (paragraph 3.7) and other urban
development opportunities may not come forward during the plan period.
Furthermore, it is unlikely that the entire BBC site will be used for housing
given its prime location for mixed use development, infrastructure
constraints and the character of existing development in Borehamwood.
The loss of this site for film and television production and as an
employment site is also not consistent with Policy CS11 and paragraph 2.6
(PGA Design Consulting (on behalf of Veladail Leisure Limited), Robson
Planning Consultants (on behalf of Gilston Investments Limited) and KJD
Solicitiors (on behalf of the Potters Bar Golf Course);

Some submitters requested that recognition be given to previously developed and
major developed sites as housing development opportunities in the Green Belt.
This was on the grounds that such sites may be more sustainable than
development in other parts of the green belt and/or some brownfield sites.

Rolfe Judd Planning, on behalf of ZOG Limited, requested that reference to the
forthcoming review of the East of England Plan, which is likely to increase housing
targets, should be made. | :

Policy CS1 — The location and supply of new homes

Several representors gueried the 5,000 home housing target,the date by which
this target is to be met and the end date of the Plan Period. KJD Solicitiors {on
behalf of the Potters Bar Golf Course) and Robson Planning Consultants (on
behalf of Gilston Investments Limited) noted that, should the Core Strategy be
adopted in 2009 or 2010, land supply for only 11-12 years has been provided. This
is not consistent with PPS3 as a 15 year housing supply has not been provided for
and the target date should be revised to 2024-2025. Further to this point, Phillips
Planning Services, on behalf of Mr Mark Homan, recommends that the 5,000
home housing target should be revised to 6,250 new homes. This is based on a
projection of the housing provision contained in RS$14 and 2026.

A number of representations objected to the percentage figures in this policy
considering them to be arbitrary and likely to hinder development in the affected
settlements. Being derived from the relative size of the towns, the method for
determining these percentages was also questioned. Other representations
however, sought alterations to these percentage figures or the inclusion of other
settlements in the borough.

10
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Other representations sought the addition of new, or modification to the existing
matters to be taken into account of in this policy. This included allowing for Green
Belt development on the edge of urban areas and consideration of the efficient use
of land, in addition to the density of surrounding areas, when considering areas for
new housing. ' '

Other representations were supportive of this policy or sought minor wording
changes.

Policy CS2 — Housing bevond existing built up areas -

Several respondents objected to this policy. CGMS Consulting (on behalf of The
Metropolitan Police Authority) and Barton Wilimore (on behalf of Kayterm PLC)
object on the ground that it does not permit consideration of areas not described
and shown on the Key Diagram. As such, the palicy is inflexible and/or does not
allow consideration of potentially more sustainable sites outside those locations.
In contrast, Rolfe Judd Planning {(on behalf of ZOG Limited) and Drivers Jonas (on
behalf of CEMEX) requested that locations around Radlett and Bushey be
included as broad areas of search.

Shire Consulting consider the criteria for assessing the areas of search not
detailed enough. As such, they do not contain any means of measurement and
are incapable of producing a meaningful sustainability assessment. Shire
Consulting also do not consider it appropriate to assess the areas of search until
the forthcoming Site Allocations DPD, and have requested that an assessment be
undertaken as part of the Core Strategy DPD. This is in contrast to CGMS
Consulting (on behalf of The Metropolitan Police Authority), who consider it
appropriate to consider the areas of search as part of the Site Allocations DPD.

Phillips Planning Services (on behalf of Mark Homan) requested that specific
provision be made in this policy for development of land currently safeguarded in
Policy H4 of the Hertsmere Local Plan (adopted 2003).

Policy CS3 — Phasind of Development

Jeremy Peters Associates (on behalf of the owner/occupiers of 27-31 Heath Road,
Potters Bar), Rolfe Judd Planning (on behalf of ZOG Limited), Robson Planning
Consultants (on behaif of Gilston Investments Limited), KJD Solicitors (on behalf
of Potters Bar Golf Course) and Phillips Planning Services (on behalf of Mr Mark
Homan) considered that the phasing approach specified is not consistent with
RSS14. Policy H14 of RSS14 specifies that housing targets are minima that are to
be exceeded. However, this policy implies that they are maxima and not to be
exceeded. These respondents also consider that the 50 unit / 20% threshold is
arbitrary and/or it is unclear whether these restrictions will still apply if
infrastructure and community facilities are in place. Given the above, this policy is

11

TR,



3.29

3.30

3.31

3.32

3.33

3.33

considered to be inflexible and therefore contrary to PPS12. Policy CS4 -~
Affordable Housing

Several respondents objected to the threshold and/or proportions of affordable
housing required by this policy. Preston Bennett Planning {on behalf of Caimpark
Properties) consider the reference to site size threshold (i.e. 0.5 ha) to be
inconsistent with PPS3. This same respondent also considers it unclear whether

- 15 units is the maximum number of units that can be provided with no affordable

housing requirement or if the policy applies to developments of 15 units or above.
Barton Willmore (on behalf of Kayterm PLC) noted that the level of affordabie
housing provision should be modified to reflect the findings of a Strategic Housing
Market Assessment or a financial viability assessment on a case by case bas;s

Robson Planning Consultants (on behalf of Gilston Investments Limited) and KJD
Solicitors (on behalf of Potters Bar Golf Course) do not object to this policy, but do
note that failure to release Green Belt land will make it more difficult for the
Council to meet its affordable housing targets given the constraints and wabsilty
issues that afflict brownfteld sites.

Other representations have requested changes to this policy to provide for
affordable housing for the elderly or disabled persons and a flexible approach fo
affordable housing on contaminated sites.

Palicy C85 — Affordable Housing in rural area on “Exception” sites

There were relatively few objections to this policy, although Apcar Smith Planning
(on behalf of Mr. R. Leon) noted that this policy may be inconsistent with Planning
Policy Guidance 2 and the Hertfordshire Structure Plan Review 1891-2011, in that
it implies that private housing schemes would not be considered acceptable in
areas over-washed by the Green Belt designation.

Policy CS6 — Gypsy and Traveller sites.

Hertfordshire County Council considered that Criterion iv) (potential sites for
gypsies and travellers to “avoid prejudicing nearby residential or rural amenity as a
result of visual intrusion, excessive noise, lighting, traffic generation or activity at
unsocial hours”) be removed as it is overly restrictive. Remaining representations
on this policy were supportive or raised relatively minor wording issues.

Policy CS7 - Housinq mix

There were a number of objections to this policy. Hertfordshire County Council
noted that the proportion for sheltered or very sheltered housing is not stated and
that the mechanism for achieving sheltered/very sheitered housing is unclear.
Planning Works Limited (on behalf of Rachel Charitable Trust) had similar

12
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concerns, but also noted that there is a need for a range of specialised housing
accommodation in the Borough that is not specified in this policy.

Two objections were concerned with the viability implications of this policy. Rolfe
Judd Planning (on behalf of ZOG Limited) consider this policy impractical on small
sites whilst Vincent & Gorbing (on behalf of National Grid Gas) request that some
flexibility be included in this. policy to account for the viability issues associated
with developing contaminated land. Rolfe Judd Planning and Kayterm PLC do -
however support the requirement for housing mix to refEect the prevaahng character
of the area. :

Section 4 - Employment and the Economy

General Comments

The general comments on this section were largely supportive. The East of
England Regional Assembly (EERA) acknowledges that this section provides an
adequate account of local economic conditions to explain the development of
employment land policies whilst appropriate employment locations are identified.
The Highways Agency also supports this policy as it supports concentration of
development in main towns, thereby encouragmg public transport use.

Policy CS8 — Scale and distr:button of employment land.

There was one objection to this policy. Boyer Planning Limited, on behalf of
Lowerland (2004) Ltd consider this policy unduly restrictive as it relates only o B
class business activity and limits provision to idenfified locations. They request
that it be modified accordingly.

Whilst Hertfordshire County Council did not oppose this policy, they comment that
the release of previously designated land within the Elstree Way Employment
Area for new housing or housing led mixed-use development should not prejudice
the implementation of the Elstree Way Corridor Planning Brief. -

Policy C89 — Local Significant Employment Sites
No significant issues were raised in response to this policy.

Policy C810 - Land use within employment areas

- There were no significant objections to this policy. Hertfordshire County Council

have indicated support for this policy as it permits waste management uses on
employment land.

13
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Policy C811 — Promoting film and televisicn production in Herismere

There were no objections to this policy although some respondents, including the
Government Office for the East of England, noted a potential conflict between this
policy and use of the BBC Elstree site for housing, as discussed in section 3.
Section 5 - Open Land and the Environment

General Comments

Most representations on this section were broadly supportive or raised relatively
minor wording issues. The Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre (HBRC) note
a number of technical errors in the supporting text, including that Hertsmere does
not contain 25% of Hertfordshire's Heathland (paragraph 5.5), but rather 3.79 %,
and that the classification of land (e.g. SSSIs) is confused with the nature of the
land itself (e.g. hedgerows). Council's own Environmental Health team
recommend amending paragraph 5.32 to provide more background into the legal
context and issues affecting Hertsmere with regards to Air Quality.

The Environment Agency are supportive of this section as it sets out protection of
'riparian habitats’ and a presumption against any development which has an

-adverse effect on natural assets, including the need to maintain sufficient distance
between new development river corridors.

Policy CS12 — Protection and enhancement of the natural environment

The strategic gaps described in this policy atiracted a number of comments.
Natural England and Planning Works Limited (on behalf of the Rachel Charitable
Trust) query the strategic gaps as they are located entirely within Green Belt land
and do not appear to serve any function not already covered by policy in PPG2.
Although not opposing the purpose of the strategic gaps, CGMS Consulting (on
behalf of the Metropolitan Police Authority) consider that they should exclude
Major Developed and Previously Developed Sites within the Green Belt to help
facilitate the provision of new homes and recreational needs.

Hertfordshire County Council noted that the green belt designation currently acts
as a constraint on the development of school sifes. Accordingly, these sites
should be removed from the Green Belt or given Major Developed Site status.

Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre and Natural England recommend that this
policy include the protection, enhancement and maintenance of local wildlife sites

~and wildlife corridors to avoid fragmentation of habitats. Hertfordshire Biological

Records Centre and Natural England also recommend that protection of priority
species be included in this policy. Both parties contend that these changes would
be in accordance with Planning Policy Statement & (PPS9).

14
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Peacock and Smith {on behalf of Mr and Mrs Morley) support this policy as it will
assist in protecting the Boroughs valuable natural environment from inappropriate
development. The Environment Agency aiso support this policy as they consider it
consistent with PPS9.

Policy C813 — Protection and enhancement of historic assets

No significant issues. were raised in response to this policy although Shire
Consulting contend that it repeats guidance in Planning Policy Guidance 15.

Policy £814 — Promoting recreational access to open spaces and the countryside

Most representations were broadly supportive of this policy or raised minor

wording issues. Natural England - wishes to see a gain in green infrastructure and

an approach which does not permit development that could compromise the
integrity of the overall green infrastructure network. Accordingly, policy wording
that refers to the protection and enhancement of existing green space and the
provision of new green space in accordance with English Nature's Natural Green
Space Standards is recommended. This policy wording should also require the
retention of as many existing wildlife features as possible, and provision of new
features, such as green roofs.

Policy CS15 — Environmental Impact of development

Barton Willmore (on behalf of Kayterm PLC) and Shire Consulting contend that the
measures in this policy, such as the 10% on-site renewable provision, may place
an undue burden on developers and would therefore make development of such
sites unviable. Furthermore, they might not be suitable for all sites, in accordance
with guidance in Planning Policy Statement 22.

in the view of fwo respondents, this policy omits details relating to flooding.
Thames Water note that this policy does not refer to flooding from sewer or
surface water. On this basis, Thames Water have requested that this policy be
changed so-that development does not occur in areas prone to this type of
flooding and does not result in sewer or surface water flooding elsewhere. The
Environment Agency note that this policy does not include the policy
recommendations of the Council's Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA). As
such, Thames Water recommend inclusion of the strategic policy
recommendations of the SFR to ensure consistency with national policy.

The East of England Regional Assembly are supportive of this policy given its
inclusion of the Hertfordshire Planning Authorities ‘Building Futures’ document as
a consideration in assessing development applications. Remaining
representations raised minor wording issues. :
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3.52

3.563

- 3.54

3.55

- 3.56

3.57

Section 6 — Building Sustainable Communities

General Comments

Hertfordshire County Council support the production of a Planning Obligations
Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) (paragraph 6.13). The County Council did
however query whether this same paragraph might preclude use of their Planning
Obligations Toolkit before this SPD is produced.

The Counfy Counci! aé well as the British Horse Society raised relatively minor
wording issues with respect to the content of Table 15 (Potential items to be
incorporated into a future Section 106 standard charge for Hertsmere)

Policy CS16 - Access to services

Relatively few representations were _received on this policy and these were largely
supportive. Sport England do however recommend a reference fo a Planning Policy
Guidance 17 assessment of indoor and outdoor sport facility needs in this policy.

Policy CS17 — Key community facititiés

Two respondenis. objected to this policy. As this policy contains a general
presumption against the use of residential property for heath and elderly care, Shire -
Consulting (on behalf of the College of Osteopaths) contend that this policy is not
consistent with other parts of the Core Strategy (i.e. paragraph 6.7 and the Strategic
Objectives (Table 5)). Hertfordshire County Council consider this policy
unreasonable, as the requirement that satisfactory accommodation suits all users for
displaced community uses could be used by any person objectlng fo a development
proposal.

Policy CS18 - Securing mixed use development

There are no objections to this policy. When assessing Mixed Use development
proposals, Hertfordshire County Council have requested that this policy include
consideration of existing services to ensure no further burdens are placed on
services that are already operating at capacity. Hertfordshire Biological Records
Centre request that reference should be made to habitat creation in this policy, to
ensure consistency with Table 15 (Potential items to be mcorporated intfo a future
Section 106 standard charge for Hertsmere).

Policy C819 —~ Standard charge and other planning obligations

Rolfe Judd Planning Limited (on behalf of ZOG Limited) and Barton Wilimore (on
behalf of Kayterm PLC) consider the proposed standard charge inflexible and that it
may make the development of some sites unviable. On this basis, both respondents
suggest that contributions should be assessed on a site specific basis. Remaining
representations on this policy raised relatively minor wording issues.
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3.58

3.59
3.60

3.61

3.62

3.63

3.64

Policy C820 — Securing a high quality and accessible environment.

No significant issues were raised in response to this policy
Section 7 - Transport and Parking

General Comments

The text of this section attracted relatively minor wording issues.

Policy CS21 — Development and accessibility to services and employment
No significant issues were raised in response to this policy

Policy C822 — Accessibility and parking

This policy attracted two comments. Shire Consulting (on behalf of The Aldenham
School Charity) note that this policy should provide for the historic location of
development (e.g. away from public transport) when assessing off-street parking
provision. Barton Willmore (on behalf of Kayterm PLC) commended the flexible
approach towards car parking provision in this policy. They did however note that the

"Parking SPD should not restrict parking provision to the extent that the development

of a site would lead to excessive on-street parking with associated detrimental
impacts on road safety and amenity.

Policy €823 — Promoting attem_atives to the car.

There were relatively few submissions on this policy. Shire Consulting (on behalf of
The Aldenham School Charity) note that this policy should provide for the historic
location of development (e.g. away from public transport) when assessing new .
development. Remaining representations on this policy raised relatively minor
wording issues.

Section 8 - Town Centres and Shopping

General Commenis

Several respondents noted that the evidence base for this section is insufficient in
that an up-to-date Retail Capacity Study has not been undertaken, in accordance
with Planning Policy Statement 6 (PPS6). '

Policy CS24 — Town centre strategy

There were feiativety few representations on this policy. GO-East query whether this
policy fully reflects the provisions of paragraph 3.8 of PPS6.

Policy C825 — Strengthening town centres
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3.65

3.66

3.67

3.68

3.69

3.70

3.71

No significant issues were raised in response to this policy.

Policy C826 — Retail and commercial development in Shenley

No significant issues were raised in response to this policy.

Policy CS27 — Safe and atiractive evening economy

There were relatively few représentations on this policy. The Theatres Trust request
inclusion of the Sui Generis use class in this policy as it contains uses vital to the
evening economy

Section 9 - Implementation and Monitoring Framework

One respondent commented on this section. The Hertfordshire Biological Records
Centre have suggested different or additional sources of data for monitoring the
‘Open Space and Environment Theme’ in Table 20. This is because some of the
indicators noted are not appropriate or do not make use of the best available data.

Appendices

The Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre (HBRC) have suggested a change to
Key Aim 4 of Strategic Objective 2 in Appendix 2. For both ‘Delivering Sustainable
Communities’ and ‘Open Space’, the test is Number of Local Wildlife Sites. HBRC
suggest that this should also include SSSIs given their national significance, as well
as LNRs given their focus on public awareness and enjoyment of sites of wildlife
value.

Sustainability Appraisal

Hertfordshire County Council note that the Sustainability Appraisal does not contain
results from the process of applying the high-level criteria (paragraph 3.13) for =
selecting areas of search nor a clear assessment of why the chosen areas perform
better than others areas. As such, they contend it is not in accordance with the EU
Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive which requires an assessment of
alternative options during the preparation of a plan.

The Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre (HBRC) did query some of the data
sources to be monitored, the omission of maintenance of the Green Belt in addition
to its protection and some of the conclusions reached with respect to Sustainability
Appraisal Objective 12 (Biodiversity) in Appendix D. The above matters were
recorded in the assessment options proposed in the Core Strategy Preferred Options
(November 2007), which are recorded in the final Sustainability Appraisal Report.
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Appendix 1

List of organisations and persons nofified at Regulation 27 submission
stage
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A.C.P. Askew

Bio Products Laboratory

Birchville Court Nursing Home

Community Development
Agency for Herifordshire

ALR Dev

ADER

Bishopswood Estates L td

Consensus Planning Lid

Blue Sky Planning

Council for British Archaeology

Advisory Council for the
Education of Romany

Borehamwood Youth Football
club .

Councillor Graham

Altchison Raffety

Boyer Planning

Countryside Management
Service

Aldenham Sailing Club

Aldenham War Memorial Hall
Trust

Aldwyck Housing Association
Lid

Amber Coltage

Amesbury Development Ltd
Ancient Monuments Society
Anderson

Apcar Smith Planning
Architects Co. Partnership
Architects Corporation Ltd
AtisReal

Atisreal UK Ltd
Attenborough Surgery
BADFA

BADFA

British Heart Foundation

British Horse Society

Countryside Properties
(Southern) Ltd

British Land Company PLC

CPRE Herts

Brown Associates

Broxbourne Borough Council

CPRE The Herfordshire
Society

Bushey Conservative Club

Bushey Hall School

Cranbormne Residents
Association

Bushey in Balance Residents
Group

Dacorum Borough Council

Dame Alice Owen's School

Bushey in Balance Residents
Group

Darnhills Lid

David Ames Associates

Bushey Meads School

David Russell Associates

Bushey Museum

Bushey Museum & Art Gallery

Development Land & Planning
Consultants Ltd.

Bushey Residents Action
Group

Pevelopment Planning
Partnership

" IBaker Pearce

Banner Homes Group plc
Barker Parry Town Planning
Barnet Friends of The Earth

Barnet Meeting Room Trust
Barratt Homes Limited, North
London Division

Barton Willmore

Barton Wilimore Planning
Partnership

BASE
Beacon (Mimms) Lid

Beechwood Homes Lid
Beliissima Shoes Ltd

Bellway Homes Ltd.

Beliway Homes North London
Division

Bidwelis Property Consultants

Bushey United Reformed
Church

Devplan UK

DLA Town Planning Lid

Caldecote Farm (Elstree)
Limited

DPDS Consulting Group

DPP

Campaign for Real Ale

Cannon Morgan & Rheinberg

Carter Jonas

CGMS

Cherry Tree Lane Green Belt
Protection Group

Chris Thomas Ltd

Clappison

Cliff Walsingham & Company

Clivenden Homes

Cllr Payne

Coliiers CRE

Colney Heath Parish Council

Commission for Racial Equality

Dr Bissett

Dr Booth

Dr Carreras
Dr Connock
Dr Dullforce
Dr Goddard
Dr Grossman
Dr Haberman
Dr Hirsch

Dr = Justice

Dr Missen

Dr Murray

Dr Pur

Dr Slater

Dr & Mrs Bliss
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Jennifer Lampert Associates
Ltd

Dr & Mrs Halliday Hadley Wood Assoc. Council
Dr & Mrs McDermott Haringey Council

Dr & Mrs Pegg Haydon Hill House (Garden
Dr & Mrs Swaminathan Association) Ltd

Jeremy Peter Associates

Drivers Jonas LLP

DTZ Planning & Development

Heath-ways Residents
Association

Jewish Care

John Anderson Planning

E M Pick Planning

Heaton Planning

John Griggs and Son L.TD

Fast Herts District Council

Hepher Dixon Ltd

East of England Tourist Board

Edaw PLC

Hertfordshire Association for
The Disabled

John Grooms Housing
Association

John Martin & Associates

Elliott Burkeman Minton Group

Eistree and Borehamwood
Green Beit Society

Hertfordshire Building
Preservation Trust

Jones Day

Jones Lang LaSalle

Elstree Light & Power plc

Hertfordshire Constabulary,
County Architectural Liaison

Kent Jones and Done

Kestrel Grove Nursing Home

English Golf Union

Hertfordshire Gardens Trust

English Nature - Essex Herts
% London Team

Hertfordshire Learning and
Skills Council :

King and Graham Chartered
Surveyors

KJD Solicitors

Fairview New Homes Lid.

Fisher German LLP

Herts & Middlesex Wildlife
Trust

Knight Frank LLP

Knight Strip Metals Limited

Fosters of Radleft

Herts Education Service

LM&RM Gomez

Fountain, Suite 2A

Hertsmere Borough Council

Laboratory Cottage

Frank Timothy Associated Lid
Architects

Hertsmere Chamber of Trade

Lafarge Aggregates Lid.

Freeth Melhuish

Hertsmere Councit for
Voluntary Service

Lambert Smith Hampton

Land Access & Recreation
Association

Friends of Fishers Field

Hertswood Secondary School

Friends of the Earth

Garden History Society

Hightown Praetorian &

“|Churches Housing Association

Land Securities Trillium

Landmark Information Group

Generics (UK) Ltd

Hightown Praetortan HA

Lanesborough Estates

George Wimpey South
Midlands Ltd.

Highwood JMI School

Leach Homes

Hollywell House

Leidh Planning

George Wimpey Strategic Land

Home Builders Federation

L.ennon Planning

GHM Rock Townsend

HSE Health & Safety Executive

Letchmore Heath Village Trust

LEVVEL

GL Hearn Property Consultants

fan Harding Lid.

Litte Orchard

Golfwatch Residents'
Association

fceni Projects Limited

Great Bear Group

Immanuel College

Local Agenda 21 Transport &
Pollution Group

Groundwork Hertfordshire

imperial Cancer Research
Fund .

Local Dialogue

London Borough of Barnet

Guinness Housing Trust

indigo Planning

London Borough of Enfield

Haberdashers Aske's Boys
School

international University

J Griffin Decorators

London Borough of Harrow,
Directorate of Urban Living

Haberdashers Aske's School
for Girls

J S Hunter & Sons

London Coiney Parish Council

Jarvis Homes
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London Essex and Mr Armoogum IMr Cummins
Hertfordshire Amphibian & Mr Ashbolt IMr Cunningham
Reptile Trust ' Mr Atkins IMr Dacosta
London TrAvenuel Watch Mr Atkinson IMr Daly

Long Meadow Mr Ballard Mr DAvenuey
Longwood School and Nursery | [Mr Bassett Mr Davidson
Lord Aldenham Mr Batchelor Mr Davis
Lynholme er Beardwell Mr Dawe

M J Mapp LLP |Mr Belsman Mr Dawson
Manor Court Residents |Mr Beral ir DeRivaz
Association Mr Berman Mr Disborough
Manor Pharmacy IMr Biggs Mr Dooris
Marks and Spencer Mr Birch Mr Doughty
Maze Planning Ltd |Mr Biscoe Mr Dover
McCarthy & Stone Ltd |Nir Blane Mr Draper
McGuire Architecture & Design l!VEr Bolt Mr Duncan
Merry. Hill Residents M Brafman Mr Ear
Association Mr Brant Mr East
Metroline Bus Co. Mr Brazell IMr Elliott
Mefropolitan Home Ownership Mr Bromiey liVlr Engelsman
Metropolitan Housing Mr Brompton Mr Falk
Partnership Mr Bruck IMr Fenton
Michael Shanly Homes Mr Bryan er Findlay
Mike Hastings Design Mr Bulkan [Mr Fitziohn
Millard Architects M Bund [Mr Flashman
Miss Bushell Mr Burkett Mr Flood
Miss Dawson Mr Bury Mr Fordham
Miss Dean Mr Cannon IMr Forman
Miss Hounself Mr Caprario Mr Fort

Miss Inkster Mr Carr Mr Francis
Miss Mahony Mr Carter Mr _Fraser
Miss Miller Mr Christie Mr Freedman
Miss Richardson Mr Chrysanthon IMr Fuller
Miss Syreti Mr Clements Mr Gatfield
Miss Thomas Mr Connatty Mr Gibbs
Miss Tomlinson Mr Coombes IMr Gibson
Miss Wright Mr Cornish IMr Gill

Miss Concar Mr .Cousins IMiss Stammers
Misss Smith Mr Creed IMr Gillams
Mono Consuitants Limited Mr Cross |Mr Goddard
IMount Grace School Mr Crouch er Godfrey
Mir Ahmad Mr Culnane IMr Gold

Mir Annal '
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|E\/!r Goodman Mr Kenny Mitchell
lNlr Gordon Mr Kent |Mr Mitchell
Mr Goulding Mr King hr ~ Morgan
Mr Grady Mir King-Hamilton |Mr Murrey
Mr Green Mr Kirby |Mr Needleman
Mr Griffiths Mr Konizi v Norton
Mr Grossman Mir Kutchinsky ]Mr C'Brien
Mr Gruder |Nir Landau er O'Brien
Mr Gunn |Mr Lane er Ogden
Mr Gwynn IMr Langdon li\ﬂr O'Keeffe
Mr Hadley er Larholt !Mr DOwen

Mr Hagger {Mr Lawrence er Page

Mr Halls IMr Lehang Mr Paraskevaides
M Hamilton ]Mr Leon Mr Patel

ir Mahsford Mr Levy Mr Payne
|N£r Hardwick Mr Lewis Mr Pepper
IMr Haribhai Mr Lewy Mr Perkins
]Mr Hathway Mr Lickiss Vi Plested
ir Hawkins Mr Lickorish Mir Pole

Mr Hayward Mr Livingston Mr Popkin
Mr Heath & Ms J Arthur  {Mr Lobb Ei\fﬁr Possener
Mr ‘Hellerman ' Mir Lockey Ii\fir Potter
Mr " Helyer Ivir Lowndes Mr Powell
Mr Hemming ]Mr MacKay ]Nlr Price

My Herman |Mr Magee Mr Prigmore
Mr Hoban Mr Mahendran Mr Purdom
|Mr Holt Mr Major Mr Purser
Mr Horobin Mr Marks Mr -_Rajabali
Mr Horowitz Mr Marley Mr Reid

Mr Horrod Mr Marlow Mr Reynolds
Mr Howard Me Marshall Mr Richards
Mr Howman Mr Martin Mr Richardson
Mr Hurst iy Martin |Nir Ridley
Mr James Mir Marx |Mr Roberts
Mr Jeens ir Masters |Mr Rodol

Mr Jindal ]Mr Matthews ]Mr Rosenfeid
|Mr Johnson IMr Matthews li\r‘lr Ross

]Mr Jones lNlr McDermott Mr Rowson
Mr Julius Mr McDonagh Mr Ryner
Mr Kaneria Mr McKinley Mr Shavick
Mr KeAvenueney Mr McManus Mr Sheppard
Mr Kempster M Minn Mr Sheridan
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Ir Sigler Mr Wiggins Mr & Mrs_ Brittain
|Mr Silver Mr Wigags Mr & Mrs Broad
iMr Silverbeck Mr Wilkinson Mr & Mrs Brone
iMr Simmends Mr Wilson Mr & Mrs  Brothers
}Mr Sissons |Mr Winocour Mr& Mrs Browne
iEVir Slyper er Winton |Mr & Mrs Burton
twir Smith er Wood |Mr & Mrs Butler
fiVEr Snaith er Woods |Mr & Mrs Byrne
!Mr Stanley I!Vlr Woolidge |Mr & Mrs Cappuccinni
§Mr - Stephens er Wright |Mr & Mrs Carlfon
§Mr Stewart li\/lr Wright iMr & Mrs Casman
Mr Swaine er Wyatt |Mr & Mrs Caterer
Mr TAvenuener |Mr Young iMr & Mrs Chalkley
Mr Taylor |Mr Bass IMr & Mrs  Civval
Mr Taylor Mr Piested er & Mrs Clough
Mr Taylor Mr Wenman Mr & Mrs Cohen
Mr Temple Mr Whitaker Mr & Mrs Cogk
Mr Theobald Mr Whitehead Mr & Mrs Costello
Mr Thomas Mr & Mrs Thorn Mr & Mrs Costi
Mr Thomas Mr & Miss Turner Mr & Mrs Court
Tilbury Mr & Mr__Martin Mr & Mrs Crawford
Todd Mr & Mrs Ackerman Mr & Mrs Crofts
Tomsett Mr & Mrs  Allen Mr & Mrs Cumberworth
Toombs Mr & Mrs Ames Mr & Mrs Cummin
Trail-Stevensen Mr & Mrs  Anthony Mr & Mrs Daly
Trotter Mr & Mrs Ashby Mr & Mrs  Devine
Turner Mr & Mrs  Ashenden Mr & Mrs Dickson
Tyler Mr & Mrs  Austin Mr & Mrs Donneily
Verghese Mr & Mrs Baker Mr & Mrs Dora
Vickers Mr & Mrs Baker Mr & Mrs Durkin
Vincent Mr & Mrs Barnes Mr & Mrs  Edmunds
Walters Mr & Mrs  Behrman Mr & Mrs Edwards
Warren Mr & Mrs Bell Mr & Mrs Fabiyi
Webber Mr & Mrs Benstead Mr & Mrs Featherman
Webster Mr & Mrs Bermange Mr & Mrs  Field
Weil Mr & Mrs Biddle Mr & Mrs Fielden
Weller Mr & Mrs Blake Mr & Mrs  Fitzgeraid
Wells Mr & Mrs  Blustin Mr & Mrs Foster
Wetherly Mr & Mrs Boland Mr & Mrs Franks
Whitcutt Mr & Mrs  Bowden Mr & Mrs Frost
Whitehead Mr & Mirs Braidman Mr & Mrs Frot
Wien Mr & Mrs Brazel Mr & Mrs  Galvin




]Mr & Mrs Garraway iMr & Mrs Klein Mr & Mrs  Payne

IMr & Mrs_Gell IMr & Mrs_Lane Mr & Mrs _Pearce

]Mr & Mrs Gerrard ]i\fir & Mrs Lawrence Mr & Mrs  Peten

Mr & Mrs  Gerred l!\/!r & Mrs Lees Mr & Mrs Phipps

Mr & Mrs  Gilbert [Mr & Mrs Lefton Mr & Mrs Psaras

Mr & Mrs  Gillam Mr & Mrs Lemer Mr & Mrs Reason

Mr & Mrs  Gladwin Mr & Mrs_ Leonard Mr & Mrs _Richardson

Mr & Mrs  Grahame Mr& Mrs Lim Mr & Mrs Rickard

Mr & Mrs Grant Mr & Mrs Livingston Mr & Mrs Rickards

Mr & Mrs Green CMr & Mrs  Lowe |Nir & Mrs Ridge

Mr & Mrs  Greenfield Mr & Mrs  Lucas |Mr & Mrs Robinson

|Nlr & Mrs  Griffiths Mr & Mrs Luetchford IMr & Mrs Rowson

IMr & Mrs Hale |EVir & Mrs Lynch [N!r & Mrs Saggars

Mr & Mrs  Hall liVIr & Mrs  Mahoney Mr & Mrs  Scott

Mr & Mrs Hand er & Mrs Manescachi Mr & Mrs Shah

Mr & Mrs Hanson Mr & Mrs  Marett IMr & Mrs . Shayer

Mr & Mrs  Hanwell Mr & Mrs  Marks Mr & Mrs Simpson

Mr & Mrs  Harris Mr & Mrs Marsterson Mr & Mrs  Smith

IMr & Mrs Hartnell Mr & Mrs Marynoik Mr & Mrs _Smith

|Mr & Mrs  Hatter Mr & Mrs McCarthy ]EVir & Mrs Smith

Mr & Mrs  Hatton IMr & Mrs McFarlane Mr & Mrs Steel & family

Mr & Mrs  Hawes ]Mr & Mrs Melville Mr & Mrs Steiner

Mr & Mrs Haworth Mr & Mrs  Miller Mr & Mrs Stickland:

Mr & Mrs  Hayward Mr & Mrs  Milne Mr & Mrs Stoneham

Mr & Mrs Henderson Mr & Mrs Missah Mr & Mrs Strack

IMr & Mrs _Hill Mr & Mrs _Mitchell Mr & Mrs _Strack

|Mr & Mrs Hinds Mr & Mrs  Mydat Mr & Mrs  Sweeting

Mr & Mrs  Hinshelwood Mr & Mrs  Nayar IMI',& Mrs Thornton

Mr & Mrs  Hodgson |E\lir & Mrs  Nelson IMr & Mrs Townsend

Mr & Mrs Holpin ]Mr & Mrs Newman Mr & Mrs  Townshend

Mr & Mrs  Hopkins Mr & Mrs  Newstead Mr & Mrs  Wachiel
Mr & Mrs Howard Mr & Mrs  Nicholls Mr & Mrs Walker

|Mr & Mrs Hurley Mr & Mrs Noakes Mr & Mrs  Wallace

|Mr & Mrs James Mr & Mrs Oke Mr & Mrs  Wallis

IMr & Mrs_ Jarvis Mr & Mrs  Orros Mr & Mrs  Warne

Mr & Mrs Jennings Mr & Mrs  Paddison Mr & Mrs  Waison

Mr & Mrs Jones ]EVir & Mrs Pampel IMr & Mrs Wails

Mr & Mrs _Kanena Mr & Mrs  Panayiotoy Mr & Mrs  Weinberger

IMr & Mrs  Katz Mr & Mrs Pannick Mr & Mrs  Willaims

IMr & Mrs  Kenney Mr & Mrs  Park Mr & Mrs  Williams

Mr & Mrs  King Mr & Mrs Patel Mr & Mrs  Willox

Mr & Mrs  Kingsion Mr & Mrs Pattrick Mr & Mrs  Winfield
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Mr& Mrs Wise IMr/Ms Dodwell Mrs Barion

Mr & Mrs  Wyatt IMr/lVis Doneo Mrs Bateman
Mr & Mrs Yefet iMr/!Vis Dunham Mrs Beare

Mr & Mrs  Anayiotos E!VErst Falworth Mrs Bennett
Mr & Ms Cohen Mr/Ms Garrett Mrs Biscoe

Mr & Ms  Curran Mr/Ms Gavin Mrs Blockley
Mr & Ms  Douglass Mr/Ms Gibbs Mrs "~ Brown
Mr& Ms Hickey Mr/Ms Goodman [Mrs Caneparo
[Mr & Ms  Moss Mr/Ms Harman [Mrs Cant

[Mr & Ms Phillips Mr/Ms Jearrad !Mrs Carrington
liVIr & Ms Reid Mr/Ms Landes li\firs Castelow
liVlr & Ms Shah MriMs Laurier IMrs Chaney
Mr & Ms  Sherrard Mr/Ms  Leslie IMrs Child

er &Ms Simmonds er/Ms lL.eventhal Mrs Claydon
IMr & Ms Trevayne |Mr/Ms McDonald Mrs Cook

|Mr & Ms Walker |Mr/Ms Miller Mrs Cootes
|Mr & Ms  Walton |Mrl!\ﬂs Noise Mrs Copeland
|Mr & Ms  Wiggs !Mr/Ms O'Shea Mrs Corrie

IMr & Mrs Balsdon Mr/Ms  Page Mrs Cranfield
|Mr & Mrs Bosion |Nlrll\/is Patel Mrs Craythorne
iMr & Mrs  Burr IMr/Ms Pearce Mrs Curran

Mr & Mrs _Gale M/Ms  Randall Mrs Curry
iMr & Mrs Haines EMr/Nis Richards Mrs Curtis

IMr & Mrs Harwin Mr/Ms _ Riley Mrs Davis

IMr & Mrs Howe Mr/Ms  Rose Mrs Dawes
|Mr & Mrs Jolly |Mr/NEs Rostron Mrs De Charriere
IMr & Mrs  Kamdar Mr/Ms  Rowe Mrs Detheridge
|Mr & Mrs Levick INEr/!VEs Shaw Mrs Diamond
|Mr & Mrs Reissner fNErIMs Sheen Mrs Dimmer
|!Vir & Mrs Shepherd Mr/Ms Silver Mrs Drabble
|Nir & Mrs . Slovey Mr/Ms Slater Mrs Dudman
Mr & Mrs _Rogers Mr/Ms Steenvoorden Mrs Dunn

Mr Cooke Mr/Ms Stern Mrs Edmunds
Mi/Mrs __David Mr/Ms  Stevens Mrs El Idrissi
Mr/Ms Bass Mr/Ms Sullivan ers Evans
Mr/Ms Batter Mr/Ms  Swain Mrs Farkas
Mr/Ms Bird Mr/Ms  Tarrant Mrs Finestone
Mr/Ms ___ Blakeley Mr/Ms __ Vine Mrs Fisher
Mr/Ms Bourton Mrs Adams Mrs Flack
Mr/Ms Clark Mrs Allday IMrs Foley-Comer
Mi/Ms Cox Mrs Backman Mrs Foster
Mr/Ms Craig Mrs Bannister IMrs Fox
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Mrs Garber ]Mrs Makey Mrs Saletes
Mrs Garcla ]Mrs Mapplebeck Mrs Sheard
Mrs Gerson |Mrs Marsh Mrs Sheehan
Mrs Gibson ll\ﬁrs Matley Mrs Short
Mrs Gill ]Mrs Matley Mrs Simpson
Mrs Golding IMrs Mayers Mrs Smith
Mrs Green ]Mrs McCabe Mrs Smith
Mrs Hamment ]Mrs McMaster Mrs ‘Smith
Mrs Harris !Mrs Melizer Mrs Smith
Mrs Haselden ]Mrs Mermet Mrs Spencer
Mrs Hearn ]Mrs Merrills Mrs Stephens
Mrs Herbert Mrs Miles Mrs Stilwell
Mrs Hershman ]Mrs Miller Mrs Stopps
Mrs Holland ]iV!rs Monsellato Mrs Stranks
Mrs Howard ]Mrs Moses Mrs Tarrant
Mrs Hughes ]Mrs Murray Mrs Tobias
Mrs Hutchings ]Mrs Nash Mrs Todd
iMrs Jacobs Mrs Nichols Mrs Wackrow
|Mrs John Mrs Nolan Mrs Wailace
|Mrs Johnson Mrs Norcross Mrs Welch
IMrs Joliy Mrs Oakley Mrs Wicks
]EVlrs Jones Mrs Oxley Mrs Wilks
]Mrs Kay Mrs Pantlin Mrs Williams
]Mrs Kennett Mrs Park Mrs Milson
Mrs Kibbler Mrs Parker Mrs Wintle
Mrs King Mrs Paterson Mrs Wogolgar
Mrs Kings Mrs Pdahtzur Mrs Worth
Mrs Kirk Mrs Ponting Mrs Yannagas
Mrs Korn Mrs Porter Mrs Young
Mrs Koss Mrs Posner Mrs Copeland
Mrs Kyte Mrs Pownall Mrs Peters
Mrs ‘Lambe Mrs Pritchard Mrs Pownall
Mrs Lambert Mrs Priichard Mrs &
Mrs Lane Mrs Proctor Miss Davies
Mrs Large IMrs Radford IMs Baker
Mrs Lawson IMrs Rendle IMs Baungally
Mrs LeFort IMirs Richardson IMis Berman
IMrs Lewis IMrs Robertson IMs Brooker
]Mrs Lye IMrs Root IMS ‘Carmicheal
Mrs Mackintosh IMrs Rose IMs Clarkson
Mrs MacPherson Mrs Rouse IMs Dawson
IMrs Major Mrs Rowiand IMs Dear
Ms Dibley
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National Air Traffic Services

Ms Edwards National Farmers Union Planning Perspectives
Ms Gilby National Grid Property Planning Potential
Ms Goggin Holdings Limited Planning Works Ltd
Ms Hails National Institute for Biological Post Office Property Holdings
Ms Hammond Standards Potters Bar and District Society
Ms Hanson Natural England for Mencap
Ms Harris Nava Blossom : Potters Bar and District Society
Ms - Haywood Network Rail (Town Planning) for Mencap .
Ms Jordan Network Watford Potters B’ar C_ongregation of
Ms Knighton Newberries JMi School Jehovan's Wltnesses
Ms Lee Newlands Managements Potters Bar in F?CUS
IMs Legate Newlyn Forge Potters Bar Society ‘
Ms Leigh North Bushey Newsagents Preston Bennett Planning
IMS Lewin North Bushey Residents Group Pro Planmns
IMs Lewis North Hertfordshire District Prof & Mrs Clark
; Council Queens' School
I!Vis Lindsell -
IMs Lucas North Mymms District Green Radlett Society & Green Belt
| Belt Society ' Association
Ms Mayes : - -
M McCart North Mymms Parish Council RAID (Residents Against
S ct-aren Oakiands Colle Inappropriate Development)
IMS McMorran g_e Railtrack ol
IMs Paani Oaktree Landscape Garden alirack pic
Ms Pagha Services Rapley's
Vs Richards Old Road Securities PLC Redrow Homes (Eastern) Ltd.
: Open Spaces Society Rev Eames
ms :-an?ie.ason Origin Group - St Pancras Revd Carter
S ncialr Hous;ng - :
Ms Singer Ottaways Solicitors Rfa!to I—fomes l-_td —
Ms Solomons y Ridgehill Housing Association
: Oxhey Village Environment Robin Bretherick Associates
s odltedar Group Robson Planning Consultancy
Ms Stacey Paradigm Housing Group Roife Judd Planning
Ms Stoltzman Parish of Bushey
Ms Tarragano - : Rosenfelder Associates
Ms Taylor ’?f:gt gtts Green Bridieways Royal Society for the Protection
Ms Thornton of Birds (RSF?B), East‘ of
Patchetts Green, Roundbush &|  iEngland Regional Office
Ms Vile Aldenham Conservation
" Ms Webb Society RPS
Ms Wheatley Peacock and Smith E‘;SPE TR
Ms Wiggs Pearson Associates umboa lefigww
Ms Wren Pegasus Planning Group S & M Buliding _ __
MVM Planning Petley Sanctuary Housing Association
Mymmsmead Land Trust PGA Design Consulting Save the Green Belt
Nathaniel Lichfield & Partners Phillips Planning Services Ltd. | (\ssociation

Planning lssues

iScott Land Properties
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Scoft Wilson

Shenley Village Society

The British Wind Energy
Association

Woolf Bond Planning on behaif
of George Wimpey UK Lid

Sheppard Robson

The Bushey Forum

Shire Consulting

The Education Centre

Sir Sweetham

The London Green Belt Council

Slough Estates plc

Society for Protection of
Ancient Bidgs

The Planning Bureau Limited

Wreks

Wiotham Park Settied Estates

Wroxham Residents Action
Group

The Planning Inspectorate

South Hertfordshire Footpathé
Society

The Power Service

The Ramblers' Association

South Midlands & Greater
London Mousing Scciety Lid

The Ridgeway Road
Association

The Royal Society for the

Swanland Road Residents'-
Group

South Mimms & Ridge Protection of Birds
Protection Committee The Royal Veterinary College
SPOKES The Theatres Trust

St Albans City & District The Victorian Society
Coungil The Woodland Trust, Policy
St Hilda's School Office

St Margaret's School The Woodman Inn

St Modwen Developments Lid "Theoco

St Peter's Church Three Rivers District Council
Stansgate Planning Trewins

Consultanis Tribal MJP

Stewart Ross Associates Veolia Water Partnership
Strutt & Parker

Village Homes

Vincent & Gorbing

Swift Dry Cleaners

\Wakelin Associates

Symmons

System Design & Engineering -
NSS

\Watford Borough Council,
Planning and Transportation

Tabard Rugby Football Club

Watford Chamber of
Commerce and industry

Taylor Hobbs & Partners

Watford Mall Centre

Terrence O'Rourke

Watford Rural Parish Council

Tesco Stores Lid

VWelcome Break Group Lid

Tetlow King Planning

Thames Water Property
Services

VWelwyn Hatfield District
Council

West Herts College

Thames Water Property
Services

Whosel

Widacre Homes Lid

Thameslink

William Sutton HA

The Bell Cornwell Partnership

Wimpey Homes

The British Horse Soclety

Windsor-Lewis

Winfield Estate

WYG Planning & Design

Zog Limited

AEdenham Parish Council

Countryside Agency (East of
England Region)

Crown Estate Office

Defence Estates

Department for Transport,
Airports Policy Division

East of England Regional
Assembly

EEDA

Elstree & Borehamwood Town
Council :

English Heritage, East of
England Region

Environment Agency

GO~ East

Greater London Authority

HCC Fire & Rescue Service

Hertfordshire Constabulary

Heriforshire Parinerships NHS
Foundation Trust Head Office

Highways Agency

HM Prison Service
Headquarters

Ministry of Defence

National Grid Transco

" INational Trust

National Grid Property

Ridge Parish Council

Royal Town Planning Institute

-[Shenley Parish Council

Sport England (East Region)

30



Thames Water Property
Services Ltd

The Coal Authority

The Forestry Commission

The Planning Inspectorate

Three Valleys Water PLC

Transco Network Analysis
Depariment

West Hertfordshire Heaith
Authority

31



Appendix 2

Summary of representations made
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Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembly Section
CS/R27/1275/19/S EFast of England Regional Assembly CS document as a whole
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legaily

(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q.8 The Core Strategy is consistent with policy LAT.
Q.7
Q.8 No
Q.8
Rep Number Name East of England Regionai Assembly Section
CS/R27/1275/20/8 East of England Regional Assembly CS document as a whole
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DFPD . Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legaily )

(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 - Overall, Hertsmere Borough Gouncit's Submission Core Strategy is considered to be in general conformity with the RSS.
Q.7
Q.8 No

Q.9



8D

ON g0
L0
POOMUBUDION Ul SCIDNS S811S[F 18 SIBISN0 Bipswiynw ay) ‘§a

‘s1z1smo BuiBiaws pue aintew jo ymoiB penuiuod syl doddns 3 pue ¢ saig|od 88y {1y Aoiiod) uoiBai-gng oy UORUOT SUI BIURM SOI SIBlUSHBH 9D
“Aoyjod |BUONEN Uim WSISISUeD BAOSHT pajisnp punosg (z)
Agebe (1)

130U §I I 98NEOSG PURCSUN S (Jd(] §i JOPISU0D Nok og (1] Yt Japisuod nok oQ

o Jleyaq uQ

SI0UM B SE JUBLINOOP S Aiquiessy [euoibay pueibuz jo jses S/GLZ LI ZSISD

uouoag Riquuassy jeuoibay puelBusy Jo 1SBT  BWEN Jaquiny doy

80

ON 80

LD

-AjIoa1Ip JUSLUNDICE Y] JO SSBUPUNGS SY) 0] OPELU 819M SJLBLULIOD

ou Jensmoy ‘ABSIENS 2107 8U3 10} souepind se §TY PUB ZLSdd 'L Sdd ‘UBid puBBu3 10 1587 AUl ‘HAHD ‘DiY UODUST Sy 0] SIUSIDS) apBW Y13 [+}t%)
1ADjj0d HRUCHIEN UM JUB]S|SUOD a8l pausnp SOA punog (z)
S84 Ajebs {3

130U $1 § SSNEDAY PUNOSUN SI (1d (] { 18PISUOD NOA oQ C1dq 8y Jepisucy) nok og

0 4Ry UQ

2louM £ $2 JUBWINOOP §O AoueBy juswdojereq puejbus Jo jse3 O/L/BSE L ZH/SD

uolpRss AouabBy Juswdoraasq pueibus Jo 8B sWEN Jaguinpy dou



Rep Number Name Maze planning Lid Section
CS/R27/4502/1/0 Maze planning Ltd CS docurment @s & whole
On behalf of
Exchange Itd
Do you Consider the DPD . Do you consider if DPD is unsound because i is not:
(1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 The Council's approach to a long term review of the green belt boundaries is peicemeal and selective. The Areas of Search shown on the key diagram

are limited in area, and only to parts of Borehamwood and Potters Bar. A moere comprehensive review of green belt boundaries should have been a
strategic options/development scenario, including villages and rural setilements.

Q7 The inspector should ask the Council fo review the whole of the Beroughs green helt boundaries, including its rural settiements, as a long term
strategic development scenario/option. The current market crisis will put back complex land assembly sites in urban areas by many years and the new
market conditions require radical approach to housing supply.

Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Maze planning Lid Section
CS/R27/4502/2/0 Maze planning Ltd CS document as a whole
On behalf of
Amesbury Development LTD
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily Yes
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 "The Council's approach to the lang term review of green belt boundaries is piecemeal, selective and not comprehensive. The green belt boundaries

in Bushey and Otterspos! should have been included as areas of search identified. in addition the Council's approach to strategic employment land is
inflexible and not responsive enough to markets needs. The Core Strategy does not recognise the key reiationship to Watford and its role in RSS."

Q.7 Reference to the representation made on behalf of the same customer to Core Strategy Preferred Options. "In order to strengthen the soundness of the
Core Strategy, the inspector should ensure that green belt areas of search include Bushey and Otterspool. Need for more strategic employment sites
and flexible response to market needs." Reference is made to a Technical Note submitted to HBC on 11th Dec 2008 containing site appraisals for
employment land around Bushey, which notes that development at Otterspool would not affect the Strategic Gap in the Key Diagram,

Q.8 Yes
Q.9 "My clients land holdings are & key strategic resource that should be used for a range of beneficial land uses.”
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Rep Number Name Rolfe Judd Planning Section

CS/R27/1427/7/0 Rolfe Judd Planning Policy CS1¢ Standard charge and other planning

obligations

On behalf of

ZOG Limited

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

{1} Legally Yes
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q8 A standard charge for contributions towards infrastructure and affordable housing for sites of less than 15 units is inflexible and fails to take proper
account of the costs of bringing forward new development, particularly within what is a chalienging economic envirenment. Such an approach may
deter developers from progressing residential developments on small to medium sized sites (which is likely to represent a large proportion of potential
development sites within the Borough), which in turn will restrict the ability of the Council to mest projected housing need.

Q.7 The scale of future contributions towards infrastructure and affordable housing should not preclude new development from coming forward. Rather the
scale of such contributions shouid be properly related to the viability and cosis associated with bringing forward new development (particularly
residential development) within the Borough.
The Policy should encourage the use of viability assessmentis to establish the maximum reasonable scale of contribution for an individual
development — having regard to the cost of bringing that development forward.
We raecognise and support the opportunity for developers to make contribution in lieu of the provision of off-site affordable housing {(where this cannot
reasonably be accommodated on-site).
However, it is vital that the scale of this contribution is progerly related fo the viability of the development (as outlined above).

Q.8 Yes

Q.9 Qur client is a key Iocal developer who is cutrently considering development proposals on several sites within the Borough. As a result, our client is

keen to play & leading role in the formuiation of the future policy.
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Department Section.
C8/R27/4553/15/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Table 20. Monitoring Framework
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD {30 you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally .
(2} Sound No Justified Effactive Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Table 20 - ‘Monitoring framework' refers to ‘area transport plans’. The correct nomenclature is ‘urban fransport plans”.
Q7
Q.8 No
Q.8
Rep Numnber Name Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre Section
CS&/Rz27/1286/11/0 Hertfordshire Biological Records Cenire Appendix 2
On behalf of :
Do you Consider the DPD De you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not
{1} Legally
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 Under Strategic Objective 2, under Key Aim 4, for both Delivering Sustainabie Communities and Open Space, the test is Number of Local Wildlife

Sites. We would suggest that this should also include SSSis given their national significance, as well as LNRs given their focus on public awareness
and enjoyment of sites of wildlife value, a particular aspect relating to provision of a community facility. See below.

Q7 Inciude Test: No. of 88Sls, LNRs and other local Wildlfe Sites.

Q.8 No
Qg
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Rep Number Name The Theatres Trust Section
CS/R27/4051/4/0 The Theatres Trust Policy CS27 Safe and attractive evening economy
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DFD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily .
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Please note that nightclubs, casinos, amusement centres and theatres come under the sui generis Use Class which is not mentioned in this policy. For

clarity and accuracy we suggest the text be amended to include this class which is particularly relevant to the evening economy.
Q.7 see above

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name GO-East Section
CS/R27/4550/3/0 GO-East Policy C$24 Town centre strategy
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not
{1} Legally
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National poficy:
Q86 You might also wish to consider whether policy CS24 fully reflects the provisions of Paragraph 3.8 of PPS8.
Q.7
Q.8 No
Q.8
Rep Number Mame The Theatres Trust Section
CS/R27/4051/2/S The Theatres Trust Policy CS24 Town centre strategy
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily Yes
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 These policies contain all the elements required for a thoughtful and forward fooking framework for the future cutural needs of the Borough. Good

quality community and cuitural facitities are essential components in the development of sustainable communities. It is imporiant to provide, protect
and promote cultural facilities for their leading role in the quality of cuitural life and for their valuable contribution to the character and function of

Q.7 see above

Q.8 No
Q.9




ON 80
L0
‘asllaping Jeso AUB uC paseq jou $i §'g ydeiBeied ey pue Joadsal sib] Ul JUBIDNSP AjUsLnG §) ADSlBlIS 8100 UOISSILLANS BU3 JBY] JSPISU0D AR
“AprIS 18181 S1EP 0} 4N UR UM DBULIOJUL 8G PIROYS YOIYM 'SUOHBIAPISUCY salgjlend
bUE SAlEHIUEND Y10 JO JuN0o0R ojul Bupiel ‘elswuspay ul juswdoloasp |1E)a) Joj PoBl JO JUSIUSSaSSE DlislEal B UEJUOD pincys ABsieig aloD syl
"Wey; 91epowILI0Dse 0] AjlvedeD i eial; JBY) aInsua
DUE S9SN D1US0 UMO) UIBLL JSULINY 10} sy 8y} SS2558 DINOYS SeloyIny Buiuleld |eao ‘sjuswnoc(] Juswidoens( 8007 ybnoliy jey; ssieys ALEs|D
UDIUM ‘9Sdd W pelreioD souepmb juswuienon exdsep Apnig Auoedes |l2jey B peonpoid Jou BaeyY JOUNCD B |, YoM punoifyoeq A1essansu auyj
BunjELISpUN JNOYIM "USISTSUOD SIUF PAUJEBSI SABY [|2UNGD 8U) 81ayMm UoHSSND pIncM om pUe S5B( SDUSPIAS JSNQOS B UG POSEQ JOU St JURLSIRIS SiL |,
‘ ) ‘0Sdd W paurejucs souepind JusuIaacn
ayidsap Apnig AoedeD FRI9Y B Peonpold JoU SABY OUNOD) 9Y )| SISEq S3LSPIAS 1SROOI B UC PasEq J0U §1 JUaLSiels syl |, s0edsioo)) Buipeyes pooy
MU Jueoubis Jo} SISIXEe pasu Joypn) ou 1By} sjaissod §) ) ‘(aiowite)s pue arembpd ‘Aeuog UOPUOT 'PLOZEAY SiSiewisdns Agieau Jo Aruxoid 9S00
8y} puz SjuLLBINSS 1Yl syBneleg ey} Jo 9zis By} ‘(1eg SISHOd pue poomuBysiog Ul} uSnoicg oy} ui sieleuuadns o 9715 PUB JSquUnu ay) UsAiD ™,
JRU) $OIBIS UDIYM JuBSWINDop 2y} jo §'g ydeabeled 01 109[00 oA [*Xe)
:Aofjod [uclieN unm jusisisue)d aARaays peyusny ON puncs (2}
SBA Ayeba (1)
110U § ) 98NB2AY pUROSUN $1 04 §| 1episuod nok o O 8yl 12pISUss) noA o¢l
0id sleM/EuLadNS UOSLLIOIN M
J0 Jeyeq uo
AB3jels 81jUSO UMOL G'8 YRS pue xo0oead O/M/LEYLHLZH/SO

uojses UG pUB Yo0oRad  SWIBN

Jaguuny day



Rep Number Name BADFA Section
CS/R27/1079/2/8 BADFA Policy ©523 Promoting alternatives to the car
On behalf of ’
De you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because # is not:
{1) Legally Yes
{2} Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with Naiional policy:
Q.8 'BADFA supports this policy and paras 7.20 to 7.24 as being sound, achievable and reasonable. It should lead o significant improvements in
Hertsmere’s quality of life in the future. .
Q7
Q.8 No

Q9
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Rep Number Name Herifordshire County Council - Environment Department Section
CS/R27/4553/13/0 Hertfordshire County Councif - Environment 7.18 Promoting aiternatives to the car
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National poficy:
Q.6 Paragraph 7.18 states that the SW Heris Strategy "...may set out whether such an option needs to be considered..”. The review is complete and so the
position should be known.
Q7
G.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Hertferdshire County Council - Environment Department Section
CS/R27/4553/14/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment 7.22 Promoting alternatives to the car
Cn behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD - Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Paragraph 7.22 - Greenways are not 'an ... alternative to the car’ but they do provide a network which encourages use of modes other than the car.
Q.7
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Depariment Secticn
CS/R27/4553/10/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment 7.8 Parking standards
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

{1} Legally

(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 Paragraph 7.8 - the increased flood risk caused by creating permeable areas for parking could be added.
Q7
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Departmant Section
CS/R27/4553/11/0 Hertfordshire County Councif - Environment 7.10 Parking standards
On behaif of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;

(1) Legaily

(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 Paragraph 7.10 and table 16 - the link is misleading since the table shows 'Average car ownership in Hertsmere by house size’ not 'Average car

ownership in Hertsmere by household size' as labelled. The same change should be made in the last line in the Paragraph .

Q.7
Q.8 No

G9
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire County Councif - Environment Department Section
CS/R27/4553/6/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment 7.2 Transport and Parking
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1} Legally

{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Paragraph 7.2 - HCC is the 'local Highway Authority'.
Q7
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Department Section
CS/R27/45853/7/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment 7.2 Transport and Parking
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;

(1) Legaily _

(2) Soung No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Paragraph 7.2 - By the time the LDF is adopted there will be a new LTP so the 2006-2011 document will be outdated and the new one is likely to look

very different. It might therefore-be better simply o refer to the objectives of the Local Transport Plarn’.

Q.7
Q.8 No

Q.8
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Rep Number Name British Horse Society Section
CS/R27/1616/3/0 British Horse Society Table 15. Polential items to be incorperated into a future
section 108 standard charge for Hertsmere
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD o you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legaliy No )
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 The Leisure section of table 15 should also refer to space for informal teisure provided by town and village greens. Developers should be required to
dedicate greens under S.16 Commons act 2006 if agreed in a 5.106 agreement.
Q7 Add "Space for informal recreation by dedication of town and village greens"” to second row of second column of table 15
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembly Section
CS/R27/1275/16/8 East of England Regional Assembly Policy CS20 Securing a high quality and accessible
environment
On behaif of
Do you Consider the DPD De you consider if DPD is unsound because i is not:
(1} Legally
{2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 The Core Strategy provides an appropriate framewerk for ensuring that future development is of both high quality and that it is has due regard for
sustainability issues.
Q7
Qs No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/20/0 Barton Willmore Pianning Partnership .10 Funding sustainable communities
Cn behalf of
Kayterm Plc.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is nok:
(1) Legally :
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Introducing a standard ¢harge on schemes of less than 15 units could make some sites unviable for development and therefore our client objects to

this approach on that basis. Our client also considers that if this standard charge is to be progressed, then it should not form a ‘shopping list’ for the
Council, regardless of site-specific considerations.

Q.7 Therefore taking the above into account, a policy setting out Section 106 requirements shouid refer to the need for consideration to be given on a site
by site basis. g
Q.8 No

Q.8
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Council Section
CS/R27/4519/12/0 Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Policy CS17 Key community facilities
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
{1} Legality
{2} Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.8 In terms of the loss of key community facilities, from time to time there may be a closure of a County Council facility, such as a school or a day centre.
The proposed policy states that the loss, reduction or displacement of key community will not be permitted unless the facilities are ganuinely surplus
and any replacement accommeodation is satisfactory for all of its users.

If facifities are ‘dispiaced’ then by definition they are being reprovided elsewhere. It is highly likely that these would be reprovided with more modermn
facilities. itis therefore considered unreasonable to include ‘displacement’ of facilities in this policy.

in addition, the inclusion of the wording ‘'that any repiacement accommodation elsewhere is satisfactory for alt of its users’ is so general that it could be
used by anyone wanting to object to a proposal.

The County Council as a major provider of community services and facifities needs to be able to recycle its property assets as it sees fit. i should be
bome in mind that capital receipts from the disposat of surpius County Gouncil property assets are reinvested in public facilities and services.

Q.7 see ghove

Q.8 Yes
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Council Section

CS/R27/4519/11/0 Hertfordshire Property - Herffordshire County Policy CS16 Access to services
On behalf of

Bo you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legaity
{2} Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Paragraphs 2.3 to 2.15 outline the issues relating to school piaces in Hertsmere. Once sites are identified in the Site Allocations DPD the County
Council will be in a better position to advise on any impact this may have on is ability to provide services.

The County Council fully supporis the concept of new development properly mitigating its impact through appropriate planning contributions secured
through planning obligations.

The County Coungil in its role as the provider of Education, Library, Social Services and Fire Authority, would expect new development to mitigate its
impact in accordance with the advice contained in Circular 05/06.

Q.7 see above
Q.8 Yes
Q.8
Rep Number Name The Theatres Trust Section
CS/R27/4051/1/5 The Theatres Trust Policy CS16 Access fo services
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q.8 These policies contain aff the elements required for a thoughtful and forward tooking framework for the future cultural needs of the Borough. Good

quality community and cultural facilities are essential components in the development of sustainable communities. It is important to provide, protect
and promote culturai faciiities for their leading role in the quality of cultural life and for their valuable contribution to the character and function of

Q.7 see above

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Mame East of Engiand Regional Assembly Section

CS/R27/1275/17/8 East of England Regional Assembly Policy CS15 Environmental impact of development
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD B0 you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:;
(1) Legally
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.6 The Core Strategy provides an appropriate framework for ensuring that future deveiopment is of both high quality and that it is has due regard for
sustainability issues. Local policy C515 directs developers towards the Hertfordshire Planring Authorities ‘Building Futures’. This provides guidance on
all aspects of sustainable development. 1t is the Councils intention that that ‘Building Futures’ will be formally approved as a material planning
consideration fo help ensure it is carried through into pragtice by the development industry.

Q.7

Q.8 No
Q.8

Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Planning Parinership Section

CS/R27/1631/18/5 Barton Wiflmore Planning Partnership 6. Building Sustainable Communities
On behalf of

Kayterm Plc.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;

(1) Legally Yes

{2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National poficy:
Q.6

Q.7

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name The Aldenham School Charity Section
CS/R27/1225/7/0 The Aldenham Schooi Charity Policy C$15 Environmental impact of development
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1} Legaily
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.6 Draft policy G515 requires measures of offset at least 10% of total carbon emissions through combination of sustainable design and construction and
on-site renewable generation on schemes of 10 new homes, or developments of 1,000 sq m or above. PPS22 on "renewable energy" warns that
poiicies of this type must not 'place an undue burden on developers' and not all sites are suited to such measures. Furthermore, the technology in
relation to many forms of renewable energy is ot proven to produce sufficient energy to justfy its costs.

Q7 see above.
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Barion Willmore Planning Partnership : Section
CC8/R27/1631/18/0 Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Policy CS15 Environmental impact of development
On behalf of
Kayterm Ple.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider i DPD is unscund because it is not:
{1} Legally _
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 The Core Strategy should recognise that on constrained sites the cost of such measures may make development of the site financially unviable,
Q.7
Q.8 . No

Qe
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Rep Number Name Spori England (East Region} Section
CS/RZ7/1487/2/5 Sport England (East Region) Policy CS14 Promoting recreational access to open
spaces and the countryside
On behaif of
Do you Consider the DPDR Do you censider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
- {1} Legally Yes
{2} Sound Yes Justified ffective Consistent with National policy:
G.8 8port England supports this policy and its supporting text as an important part of using the Boroughs assets to promote healthier, more active lifestyles.
Q.7
Q.8 No
Q.8
Rep Number Name Naturai England (Four Counties Gov Team) Section
CS/R27/4551/6/S Natural England (Four Counties Gov Team) Policy GS14 Promating recreational access to open
spaces and the countryside
On hehalf of
Do you Consider the DPD o you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Natural England wishes to see a net gain in green infrastructure and an approach which does not permit development that could compromise the
integrity of the overall green infrastructure network. We would suggest that the following points are included in the policy wording:
- Protection and enhancement of a muiti-functional network of green space resulting in an overall net gain over the pericd of the Core Strategy.
-~ All development should incorporate sufficient new green space in accordance with English Nature’s Natural Green Space Standards of achieving
natural greenspace within 300m of every home. In addition as many existing wildiife features as possible should be retained, and new features such as
green roofs created. .
Q.7 see above
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Open Spaces Sociely Section
CS/R27/1078/2/0 Open Spaces Society Policy CS14 Promoting recreational access to open
spaces and the countryside
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Bo you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily Yes
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q.6 The Open Spaces Society welcomes this policy. Greenways if done properly in line with the strategy, can be of great benefit io the community. They
allow shared-use to work, unlike on some existing bridleways.
At line 5 ‘a risk’, we would prefer for if to read 'a substantial risk’ as otherwise undue weight might be given to biodiversity/envirenment, but perhaps 'a
risk’ already implies ‘substantial risk’ or at least ‘significant risk’, if so we are content with it.
Q.7
Q.8 No
G.8
Rep Number Name British Horse Society Section
CS/R27/1616/2/0 British Horse Society Policy CS14 Promoting recreational access {o open
spaces and the countryside
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
’ {1} Legally No
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Poiicy says; "as sef out in.. Greenways strategy will be actively sought where they do not pose a risk to the biodiversity value.." Everything poses a rigk.
What we must do is ensure the risk is acceptable or low enough. ’
Q.7 change "where they do not pose a risk" {o "where they do not pose an unaccepiable risk to.." This then allows the iocal planning authority some
discretion.
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Natural Engiand {Four Counties Gov Team) Section
CS/R27/4551/5/S Natural England (Four Counties Gov Team) Policy CS12 Protection and enhancement of natural
environment
On behaif of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 We consider that the Core Strategy policy should include the following additional points:

1. Protection and enhancement of the network of loca! wildlife sites and wildlife corridors, links and stepping stones between areas of natural green
space to avoid fragmentation of habitats. PPS9 states specifically at paragraph 12 that "Local authorities should aim to maintain networks g
avoiding or repairing the fragmentation and isolation of natural habitats through policies in plans."

2. Promoting wildiife enhancements which contribute to the habitat restoration targets set out in National, Regional and Local Biodiversity Action

Q.7 see above

Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name The Aldenham School Charity Section
CS/R27/1225/4/0 The Aldenham School Charity Policy CS13 Protection and enhancement of historic
assets
On behalf of
£o you Consider the DPD Dc you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
(1) Legally
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.5 Policies G312 & €513 contain a number of statements relating to development in the green belf and the historic environment that add nothing o the
gevernment policy already in place on these topics set out in PPGs 2 and 15. Therefore is suggested to be ‘unsound’.
Q7 make the above policies less alike to the national policies already in place.
Qs - No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembly Section
CS/R27/1275/6/8 East of England Regional Assembly Poticy C512 Protection and enhancement of natural
environment
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD . Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
{1) Legally
{2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q8 Mo Green Belt review at Hertsmere is proposed in the RSS. In recognising that the majority of new growth can and will be accommodated on PDL,

and that the Counci is aware of potential brownfield sites that could come forward (Core Strategy Paragraph . 2.28), the Assembly notes that some
limited release of greenfield or Green Belt land may be reguired towards the end of the plan period. The strategy also recognises the needs of
businesses in the green belt. The described process for the strategic gap is understood but this should not compromise the integrity of the remaining

Q.7
Q.8 No
Q.8
Rep Number Name East of Engiand Regional Assembly Section
CS/R27/1275/18/S East of England Regional Assembly Policy G512 Protection and enhancement of natural
: environment
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Sand and gravel reserves within the district are identified in the Hertfordshire County Council's Minerals Local Plan.
Q.7
Qs No

Q9
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Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Section .
CS/R27/1631/17/0 Barton Willmore Planning Fartnership Policy GS12 Protection and enhancement of natural
environment
On behalf of
Kayterm Ple.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because 1t is not:
{1) Legally ;
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Our client recommends that a comprehensive review of the Green Belt Is carried out, or alteratively that land to the north and east of Bushey is
considered for inclusion within the Area of Search for Green Belf Housing Sites.
Q.7 i
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name CGMS Consulting Section
CS/R27/4427/3/0 CGMS Consulting Policy CS12 Protection and enhancement of naturat
environment
On behaif of
Metropolitan Police Authority (MPA)
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because # is not;
{1) Legally
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 . The policy refers to the protection of the strategic gap between Bushey and Watford.
We consider that the strategic gap shouid exclude Major Developed and Previously Developed Sites within the Green Belt in order to help facilitate
the provision of new homes and recreational needs as required by polices elsewhere within the Core Strategy.
Q7 see above
Q.8 No

CLg
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre Section

CS/R27/1286/5/0 Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre 5.19 Histaric assets
On behalf of

[Jo you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is nok:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.6 The information refating to Wildlife Sites could be improved as it is currently inaccurate. Protected species are protected by law in any event,
wherever they are, and all are not found on Wildiife Sites aione. Furthermore we do not see the need {o provide Table 13 as this is out of context and
in itself provides no guidance. A map and full list of sites and their year of designation would be provided as part of the Wildlife Sites and Biodiversity
8SPD (?rot SPG), which itself would need to be updated as new sites are recognised or former sites removed if their interest has declined. We feel WS
would be better described as below.

Q7 ...Guidance and reflect Biodiversity Action Plan priority habitats within the boreugh. They are designated on the basis of meeting rigorous ecological
. selection criteria for habitats and species. The list... by the Wildiife Sites ratification Committee which includes Natural England, HMWT and HBRC,
who update all locai authorities in Hertfordshire. Detailed criteria ... Policies DPD {?not DPP). The location and full list of Wildlife Sites can Be found
within the SPD.’ .

Qs No
Q.9
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Rep Number MName Hertfordshire Biclogical Records Centre Section
CS/R27/1286/6/0 Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre 5.10 Protection and enhancement of the natural and
historic environment
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
{1) Legally
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Description of resources in the Borough could be better. Why describe just ancient woodland and RIGS? Suggestion for Improving the description is
given below, although a more comprehensive account could be given in the SPD.
Q7 ‘Hertsmere supports a number of ancient, semi-natural woodlands as well as other woodland and parkiand. Extensive ecologically important grasslands

are still present on some cid estates and farms, whilst there are two large open water bodies and numerous smalt watercourses draining into the
Celne. There are also Regionaily Important Geoiogical Sites at Radlett and Shenley. 1,759 .

Q.8 No
Q.8
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Biclogical Records Centre Section

CS/R27/1286/4/0 Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre 5.5 Protection and enhancement of the natural and

: historic environment

On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD 3o you consider if DPD is unsound bacause i is not:

{1} Legally
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.8 Paragraph 5.5 states that Hertsmere supports 25% of all of the heathiand in Hertfordshire, There is no evidence for this. The 1998 District Habitat
Survey report states it has 3.78% of the county’s heathiand. Substantial heath has not been recreated since, so this figure is inaccurate and should be
removed. The list of assets also mixes 'designations’ or classification of land e.g. $8Sis along with the nature of the land itself e.g. hedgerows, This is
inconsistent but uniess all such appropriate designations or features are isted, either as one or the other, or both, this list will be a mixture. If this is still
considered acceptable, piease see suggestions for an improved text below.

Q7 “The diverse range of natural and historic assets in the Borough includes both statutory and non-statutory sites or features of national as well as local
imporiance, such as’

Q.8 Ne

Q.9

Rep Number Name Environment Agency Section

CS/R27/4493/4/3 Environment Agency 5.5 Protection and enhancement of the natural and

historic environrment

On behaif of

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legaily Yes
) (2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.6 We support paragraph 5.5 {page 58) of the document. In light of our previous comments, the council amended the list of assets to include 'riparian
habitats'. If was also amended to take account of protected species.

Q.7 see above.

Q.8 No

Qe
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Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Pianning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/16/0 Barton Willmore Planning Partnership 5. Open Land and the Environment
On behalf of
Kayterm Ple.
Do you Consider the DPD Bo you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1} Legaily
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 A review of Green Belt boundaries is required in Hertsmere, especially in areas that form hinterlands to urban areas. In appropriate circumstances,

sustainable sites should be released from the Green Belt for housing development. A review of the Green Belt in this manner would aid in the long
tenm protection of the Green Belt as an asset.

Q.7

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Herifordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Councit - Section
CS/R27/4519/9/S Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Policy CS10 Land use within employment areas
Cn behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD : Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 The inclusion of waste management uses on employment areas is welcomed. The HCC waste transfer site is currently located on the Cranborne Road,
Potters Bar Employment Area.
Q.7
Q.8 Yes

Qe
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Council ) Section
CS/R27/4518/8/0 Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Policy CS8 Scale and distribution of employment fand
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not
: (1) Legally
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 The propesed release of up to 4 hectares of previously designated land within the Elstree Way Employment Area for new housing or housing led
mixed-use development should neot prejudice the implementation of the Elstree Way Corridor Planning and Design Brief. ‘
Q.7
Q.8 Yes
G.9
Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembly Section
CS/R27/M1275/11/S East of England Regional Assembly Policy CS8 Scale and distribution of employment land
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with Natienal policy:
Q.6 C58-CS811. Appropriate farge scale empioyment locations are identified. The Core Strategy also seeks to identify and maintain a supply of smaller
"locally significant’ employment sites, and promotes the retention of the media cluster around Borehamwood.
Q7
Q.8 Mo

Q.9
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Rep Number Name 3t Modwen Developments Lid. Section
CS/R27/4556/5/S St Modwen Developments Lid. 4.18 The Ceniral Hertfordshire Employment Land Review
On behaif of
Bo you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Yes )
{2} Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Qe
Q.7
Q.8 No
Qg
Rep Number Name GO-East Secton
CS/R27/4550/2/0 GQO-East Table 12. B-space land requirements (based on proposed
changes 1o the East of England Pian)
On behaif of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 In respect of employment provision it is suggested that some Greenfield expansion of existing employment sites may be necessary. Tabie 12 on pg 52
would seem to impiy that that is not the case.
Q7 Again we recommend that you ciarify this issue and give consideration (as above) as to the need to deal with the issue of greenbelf release sooner
rather than later.
Q.8 No

Q.9
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s
Rep Number Name RPS . . Section
CS/R27//4552/1/0 RPS . 4. Employment and the Economy
On behalf of
Willows Farm Village
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1} Legally Yes

{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:

Q8

Q7

Q.8
Q9

Core Strategy is not in accordance with paragraph 3.13 of the 'Good Practice Guide on Planning Tourism (DCLG 2008).

CS makes no reference at all which is surprising given that the _mammw farm park in the UK is in the Borough.
Proposed changes to the CS are:

Add to Chapler 4 Employment and the Economy the following policy and supporting text:

Tourism Development

The Council recognises that tourism is a fast-changing industry, and is keen to support tourism initiatives, particularly where the provision of faciiities
may help to provide ali year round facilities for residents and visitors. The Council will support proposals for the extension of existing fourist
aitractions. Application for new tourist attractions and/or extensions to existing tourist attractions will reguire careful consideration given the need o

balance potential benefits to the local economy from increased employment and visitor numbers against the need to wawmﬂ the high quality
fandscape within which they are located.

Policy C8XX - Promoting tourism in Hertsmere

The Councit will support proposals for the extension of existing tourist attractions and sftes. Any proposals for tourism development will be required to
satisfactorily meet access, parking and environmentat conditions and other relevant DPD/ Local Plan policies.

No
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Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembly Section
CS/RZ7/1275/15/8 East of England Regional Assembly Policy CS7 Housing mix
On behaif of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legaily

(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National poficy:
Q.6 The Core Strategy provides an appropriate framework for ensuring that future development is of both high quality and that it is has due regard for

susiainability issues.

Q.7
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/14/5 Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Policy CS7 Housing mix
On behalf of
Kayterm Plc. .
De you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPB is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legaily Yes

(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Fhe Councils decision nat to averly prescribe the mix of housing types and sizes within this Poficy is supported. Our Ciient is happy for housing mix fo

be determined on a site-by-site basis considering the Borough's housing need and prevailing character of the area.

Q.7
Q.8 No

Qs
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Propery - Mertfordshire County Councit Section

CS/R27/4519/7/0 Hertfordshire Property - Herffordshire County Policy CS7 Housing mix
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD . Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally :
{2} Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
G.6 As stated in 2.22 of this representation, the Strategic Housing Market Assessment shoukd identify the accommadation requirements of specific groups,
including older people. This should provide detafls of the housing mix to be delivered through any new residential development.

Criteria (ii) of proposed policy CS7 refers to the need for the provisien of a proportion of sheliered or very sheltered housing on large allocated sites.
Paragraph 3.53 implies that this will be sites of 25 units or more, but the proportion is not stated.

In addition, the mechanism for achieving sheltered/very sheltered housing is unclear. The text accompanying the policy suggests that such housing
could form part of an affordable housing or a market housing scheme. if the number of units to be provided is smali and therefore it is not viable to
provide a scheme within the development site, consideration could be given to the receipt of commuted payments from developers towards the
provision of elderly person housing by other providers, such as the Borough or County Councils.

A housing mix should also include provision of housing for peopie with other special needs, such as Jearning difficulties. Standalone schemes of such
housing can successfully form part of a larger residential development. They can also form part of the affordabie housing provision.

Q.7 see ahove

Qs Yes
Q.8
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Council Section
C5/R27/4519/6/0 Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Policy CS6 Gypsy and Travelier sites
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Criterion iv) requiring any potential sites for gypsies and travellers to avoid prejudicing nearby residential or rural amenity as a result of visual intrusion,
excessive noise, lighting, fraffic generation or activity at unsocial hours, could be used in almost any situation by anyone wishing ic object to a
proposal. This results in an overly restrictive policy and should be delefed.

The references to the single issua review undertaken by EERA of the East of England Plan relating to Planning for Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation are noted. The assessment of potential sites being carried out by the Local Planning Authority as part of its forthcoming Site
Allocations DPD is welcomed. The County Council's Gypsy Section would weicome the opportunity to comment on the merits or otherwise of any of
these sites in advance of the publication of the DPD.

Q.7 see above
Q.8 Yes
Q.9
Rep Number Name Highways Agency Section
CS/R27/4486/2/S Highways Agency Policy CSB Gypsy and Traveller sites
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 The Highways Agency has no comment to make on the proposed pitch sites and areas of land identified in the consulfation process. We consider the
Gypsy and Traveller Sites Policy to be sound.
Q7
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembly Section
CS/R27/1275/4/8 East of England Regional Assembly Policy CS5 Affordable Housing in rural areas on
’ exception sites
Cn behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is nof:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Local Policy CS5 supports the provision of affordable housing in rural areas on “exception” sites.
Q.7
Q.8 - Ne

Q.9



80
ON g0

{mo10j 03 G830 Aolod
10 1x8} Jo Bulmewal) - {J|ag UssIn) ZDdd Ul PSUIRILOD SIAPE JUSLILIBAOD) UIIM SJUERIOIDE ul safie||a Bupsixs w Bulps pejug o) uoppe uf -

%2} 2uz Jo BuisuiBey sy 1B SpIom BUIMOROS 84) Jo UonRiodsooul 843 A PPUSWIE 84 PINOYS GSD AIICd BHEW SIUi AIlIEI ) 18U PaIspisuoD st}

-pa) Buioddns ) 1o Aood eU; Jo Buipiom oY) JOUNS WO 1BS[O JOU i} 9SED BY) S| S1U} §| JOASMOH spuslIBes
I[[BLUS BU] W SHUIOMD OM) JO SUO JO JUSLIC0BASD Ul BleAld BEDS [IELUS JSISS) 0] B85 0} po)saselul JoU a1 Auoyiny |80 91 12Uj ag Aew i

ZSdd 10 Ao0g uBid 2inOnis ‘2187 Ao 'Z anjoslaO ABaieng 2100 J¢1T YIM JUSISISUOSU] 94 10U SI0RISIL PIROM pue sUMO}
JO BOUBDSIR0D DY pUER |Meids Uzgin Bunuasald Ul S0 S PUE oG U915 9Y) j0930id S PINOM JUSLIPUSWE JO WIC B YONng suolesmspisuos Bujuuerd
UBASIB) JBUI0 HB PUB BaIE 2U) JO JSIDRIBLD 'Jjog useln) ey} Jo sseuuado sy Uo joedul 18y} Jo SIsed au) uo Yordl SU) Jo SISEG B} UC possesse
Buleg sjuawoes JSIeWs ay) ul sjuawidoeasp [yl eeaud [ews Jo) suoheodde Buiuuerd sunjng Aue Jusnaid jou plnom Aoljod ay) 0] Juswipuswe
UE UONS "‘©Sdd Ui S0IAPE UBM 80uBpioase ul ‘eread 10U pUB SsLIsY0s Buisnoy 9jqepIcye SIBDS JJBLUS 10} 8g PINOUS SUSWIBNSS lojews pajeubisap
sy ui usLudojeaep Jebie) Aue el paBpIMOUNDE 81 3 'A0Y0d UBld 2INJONIS PUE SIIAPE JUBWLLIBA0D) JueASiS) WM Buifiduios Aogod aus Ul ynses
pIoMm SIYL SBURME OMm3 IO SUO JO ($5LUBYDS BUISNOY aiepIolE SIS ||BWS SE [[am $B) Jusludoi@aap jyul  ajead, moje 0 sjepdosdde oq pinom

1 1eUi 158B6ns pinom ep "SjusBes Jayews pejeulisep sy} u Juewdo|pAsp JIUL, j0 SIEDS BU] JiL 0} sjeudoldde aq pmom 3 Jey) pesiuboss st e

-Buisnoy sigepioge ¢} palikl 8q pinous siy; yey) 1sebbns o} ees jou

seop ‘seudodde ag A2W JUsLldo|eAsp poyLL] SISUM §og USSID) BUI UM SIUSWS|Ies IBYIo 0 BULISIS) USUM ‘Mainey UB|d DINDNGS ay} jo ¢ Asjod
asmayT "Buisnoy sjgepioge 03 payu Bueg Bugyul yons o) SoudIeal oU sl amsy) uleBy (MOlASY LBld BMONIS 8} 4O 9 ADlI0d Yilm SDUBRPIODDE

Ul pUB) Z9gd i PRUIBILOS aousping oy sepun papiuled aqg jim Suljjjul sIsUM Jieg uBeiD) BY) UM SIUSWDRISS 18] ABLLL SUeld 1BOOT JEL} SasIApE
leg useis) ay) w Juswdoeasp ajeldosddey; jsuebe Suiwunsasd 1S|IUM L LOZ-166 ] MBINSY UBid 2IMONNS BNUSpIofial 8U} o § Adied Aepuis

‘BuIsnoy ajgeploye 10} aq

AUD UED JBWdOBABD W $SOUBISLUNDND YoNS Ul Jeu) 15e08Nns £Sdd paspul Jo 20dd JO joadse oN ‘pauisouod abeja oy} Jo JsjoRIBYD BY) LD joBye
SSISADE OU 'SSOURISLLINDHD YINS Ul ‘SINSUS 0} pas 8y 0} SI9fez W) U] X0, S "(ZDdd w112 ydeibeied Buimoiiol oyl ui paguossp sSOUBISWMNDID
a1 Japun) sigeidecoe Buiaq sabe(ia Bupsixe ui Bugyul panwl| o) $:9)81 Z9dd J0 #'e ydeiBeied ‘peueip aq pinous ASSjRlS 2100 SU SISBG YOIUM

4o Aojod [BUCIEU INC 5198 (52818 UONS Uijjim JuswdO|SAsp PUE SHaf USBID U0 adIApR S1EP 0] dn 1S0W S USWILLIRACD) SU} SIUSSRIAR] UDIUM} Z25dd

LL0Z-LB6 | MEIADY UBjd SInonS UspIoisH ay) Jo Aoljod juenssl
OS[E DUE 92IAPE JUSLLLIBAGS) JUBASID: Ulim JURISISUOD Ul g PINom SiLj} Janamol "uoleubisep yeg usaln Aq peusem-1ano ssbigyia yons ul s|gejdeoce
paiopisuos aq jou pinom (Bulgemp suUo o) usas) sawsyds Buisnoy ejenud jey) 18866ns 0} sleadde 21052181 3] ag USSID SL Ui SjuBwames

Jo|ews, paeubissp Ul sailjod [ewlou o} ucideoxe uz se pegiuued ag M ssWsyos Buisnoy sjgeploye sieds jews Ajuo Jey) siseblibng Aoyod siuy 9
:Aoljod |euoieN ylim JuSisisuoD snoRY payisnr _ oN punog {(z)
STA AyebBer (1)

46U 8} 1) #8NEDAG PUNOSUN S Jd(d JI FOPISLOD nok oQ ada ey} JepisuoD noA og

Uos T o N

{0 j[BURq UD

sa)s ucydooxs

uo sease |20 Ui Buisnoy siqeplopy 680 Adllod buruueld ypus eody Q/LCLL L EM/SO
uonoag . Buluue|d ypwg eady  sweN Jagunn day



NS S

Rep Number Name Preston Bennett Planning Section
CS/R27/4555/3/0 Presfon Bennelt Planning Policy CS4 Affordable Housing
On behalf of
Cairnpark Properties
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.5 The policy refers to affordable housing requirements on “developments invoiving more than is residential sites of more than 0.5 HA." PPS3 doss not
have a site size trigger threshold and this reference shouid be removed from policy CS4.
Q.7 - remove reference to "sites more than 0.5 MA" to ensure policy is consistent with national policy (PPS3)}

Clarify whether 15 units is maximum developrent with no affordable requirement or if policy is applicabie to "developments of 15 units or above.”
Q.8 Yes

Q9 Seeking a change in response to the current 'unsoundness’ of the policy, to ensure the Core Strategy accords with national policy,
Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembiy Section
CS/R27/1275/12/8 East of England Regional Assembly Policy CS4 Affordable Housing
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD : Do you censider if DPD is unsound because & is nof:
{1} Legally
{2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 The increase in the level of affordable housing provision being sought on qualifying sites is noted. (Up from 25 per om% at the Preferred Options
Stage to 35 per cent). The proposed tenure mix is consistent with regional policy.
Q.7
Qs No

Q.8



80
ON 80

aA0qge 298 o
"(AuqIxall 3o yor| Ag pue| padojasap Alsnoiazud uo Buisnoy Jo Aranjep oy} sesipledos] pue aigixajuyl si
uam s2 Aoiod BU)) SSSUSAIDEYS JO ¥OB| pu ‘(£8dd) Avilod [BuoiEU UM ADUS]ISISUODU] JO UDSES: AQ PUNOSUN §] 30 Adjod jBY) JIBPISUOD M Yons sy

. JUSWINOOP UDISSILGNS B} Ui %G¢ 0} JUDWINIop
suondo pansid aU) W %447 WO peseaIOul useq sey Buisnoy s|gepioye 10; JusWalnbas sy} S8 mou Jusuipad Apemoied el SJUSLIWD NG

- '€Sdd

Uit JUSISISUOD 3¢ PiNOM PUB ISj}t S} U uolysed §,10unoD suy AJEBID PINOM SiLL "S8)IS PBlBUILLEIUOD L0 BUISNOY SjEPIOYE J0 UOISIA0IE BY) O}
yoeosdde siqixay 2 9)8} (1w I0UNoD 8y ‘pui| padojeaapn Ajsnonsid jo Bsn 188 sl SxBWL 0 JBRIO U] JBY; 81818 pinoys Aogod sy -Buisnoy sjgeploye
10 JUNOWIE [N} 8y apIAoid 0 SIGRIAUN 3G ABLU 1] USUM SSOUBISWINDNLS 8Q jjit i151) JBY] JESID SXEW pincus gosy Aoljod sy By} JOPISUCD M “IADMOH

"BjgEIALN B} B axewW AW udisiacid
Buisnou ejgeploge i Ui Suipiaoid aisum SSoURISLINOLD 3 Biau) rel) sasiuboosal lounog sy ydeibeled siyy vy -Guawnoop suolido pausjeid
7o e udeibeied) oo udeibeied (0 adusuas puosas ay) ut ¢, padojaasp Bulag s| pUB] PRIBURLIBIU0D iym, ‘eselyd oy} jo uosniow su; poddns opn

(8¢ ‘©8dd} sBuip|ing pue seyis Pieiep, Jenomed v pue ‘Auoud sjuswuisnob
2yl sl pueg| Yons Jo uslldosrap-ay “pue| padojaasp fisnoiald (0 9sn-a1 8y sHoddns £Sdd Ul 8suBpind JUSWLISA0D) "SUS|IE0| S|qRUIBISNS
‘|BfuR0 Ul USYO BB PUE ‘SIS PAJEUILURIUOD 18] O} SNH 9SN-3J JO PaSU JSOLM UL 818 yoIUm SB)IS DU} UBYO SIe 888U "SiURIAUN SLI0DaY 0] 8IS

B asned Asw m:_wﬂog B|GeRIOHE JO JUNOWIE |13 8Y] JO) Mcmﬁm.mzmw._ SuUl Awwgmw SHIoMm seb se r_o:mv SaNSs| UORBUILLIBIIOD wo.—mE ale 8isl; aielm sajis UQ [*N ]
:Aoljod [RUOHEN YIM JUBISISUOD SAloOYS paygsnp oN punog (2)
SOA Agedisn (1)

JoU S ) AsNeRa0 PUNOSUN 8 Gl 4l $9DISU0D NoA 0g Qd( sui Jepisuon nok oQ

_ seopuUDeuoiEN B SBUIp|oH Auedold pUS) [BUOREN

J0 Jlrunq UO

Buisnoy siqeploly +S0 Aood ] Butqios g JSoUIA QO/E/8EGH/L2H/SO

uonoeg Buiqion) g juenu  SLUBN BounN day



R RN

Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Property - Herifordshire County Council Section

CS/R27/4519/5/0 - Hertfordshire Property - Hertfordshire County Policy CS4 Affordable Housing
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD De you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1y Legally
{2} Sound Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q8 The policy does not include the provision of affordable housing for the frail eiderly or people with learning, physical/mental disabilities.

Both frail elderly and special needs housing can constitute affordable housing {where provision is socially rented or intermediate rented) and these
needs should be included in the target for the Borough, not as an additionat requirement. The Strategic Housing Market Assessment required by
Planning Policy Statement 3 - Housing (PPS3) will assist in identifying the nature of housing need, but evidence of the demand and need for these

two particutar types of housing should be prepared in partnership with the Aduit Care Services Department {ACS) of the County Council on an ongoing
basis,

The Core Strategy needs to identify both existing and potentiat need and clarify how accommeodation might be delivered through new housing
development.

The needs of the ageing population should be recognised and supported through the LDF. ACS is working with all Borough and District Councils in
Hertfordshire, along with the Primary Care Trusts, to develop accommadation for frail older people. The means of defivery of such care are diverse,
and include residential care homes, nursing homes, extra care and sheitered housing. The provision of such housing can be made through both
socially funded and private sector schemes. While some of the accommodation may be delivered through the market there is also a need for the
provision of similar accommeodation as affordable housing.

ACS will work with Hertsmere Borough Counci to confirm the level of jocal need and in developing pelicies which support provision of
accommeodation for frait older people. The Core Strategy needs to say how such accommodation will be delivered through new housing development.

.: reiation to accommaodation for people with special needs, there should be policies contained within the Core Strategy supperting the development
of special needs accormmeodation for people with physical or learning disabilities, and for people with mental health problems. Special needs
Q7 see ghove

Q.8 Yes
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Barton Wilimore Planning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/13/0 Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Policy CS4 Affordable Housing
On behalf of
Kayterm Plc.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally .
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National palicy:
Qs The proportion of affordable housing required should be modified to reflect the findings of an SHMA and financial viability assessment (carried out by
the iocal authority).
Q7
Q.8 Mo
Qe
Rep Number Name John Anderson Pianning Section
CS/R27/3990/2/C John Anderson Planning Policy CS4 Affordable Housing
On behalf of
G & T Roberts Trust
Do you Consider the DPD Do you censider if DPD is unsound because i is not:
(1} Legally Yes
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Many developers interpret "affordable hormes’ as small first time buyers homaes. [t is important to cater for family hormes as well.
Suggest additional wording to policy, ’
Q7 In considering mix, i should be remembered that affordable housing is also for family homes not just starter houses.
Q8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Jeremy Peter Associates Section
CS/R27/4536/1/0 Jeremy Peter Associates Policy C$3 Phasing development
On behalf of ) :
27-31 Heath Road, Potters Bar ]
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily -
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 Policy CS3 proposes to prevent the overdevelopment of housing in the borough ahead of required infrastructure and community facilities,

Q.7

Q.8
Q.8

upirnplemented residential iand allocations and new residential proposals and new residential proposals of 50 units {net) or more will not be permitied
where the number of projected completions, as detailed in Annual Monitoring Repert housing trajectory is forecast to exceed either

-20% of the proportion sought in each phase over the foliowing three years; or

-the East of England Plan target of 5,000 before 2021.

Firstly it is not clear where the threshold figure of 50 units (net) or the 20% has been derived from and what is the justification for choosing such an
arbitrary fgures. It could equally be argued that both figures should be much larger. Secondly, f infrastructure and community facilities are in place,
does this mean that the restriction will no longer apply? Who is to make such a judgement?

Thirdly, it is noted that the restriction will apply if an excess is forecast over the following three years. Presumably this will be based on previous
completions but this can no way be interpreted as likely to continue over the next 3 years. PP$12 advises DPDs to be flexible and i is considered that
this restriction contravenes that advise.

.Finally, in refation to the East of England Plan being exceeded before 2021, it is made quite clear that the East of England Plan does not provide a

ceiling in the housing numbers and the requirement is to be regarded as a minimum farget to be achieved.

If & restriction is justified in the light of the need {o provide infrastructure and community facilities, then the thresholds should be made much more
flexible at say 100 units { net) and 40% of the proportion sought in each phase. The reference o the East of Engiand plan target should be removed

Yes

:mmocnmmumwmaM&mﬁrocmwzmm:numﬁmm:mmojs_.mcammﬂmoaaummxm:a socmaum:mmisaowm_mxmimmzo:.Ioéme.mmﬁmmnoc_acmmgqmnmxm; E‘é@
of a round tabie discussion :
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Rep Number Name Robson Pianning Consultancy Section
CS/R27/4029/6/0 Robson Planning Consultancy Policy CS3 Phasing development
On behalf of
Gilston Investments Lid.
Do you Consider the DPD . Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National poficy:
Q.6 - Object to the phasing approach contained within this policy as there is a demonstrable need to release additional housing now.
Q.7 see above.
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Phillips Planning services Lid Section
CS/R27/4481/14/0 Phillips Planning services Ltd Policy CS3 Phasing development
On behalf of
Mr Mark Homan :
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it Is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Policy C83 appears to make provision for housing up fo 2024. This shouid be made expiicit, despite its conflicts with paras 3.15 and 3.18 rejecting the

provision of 15 vears supply.

The phasing proposed is inflexible and has a spurious and inappropriate level of accuracy. The start of the plan period should be revised o

Q.7 Delete policy C83 or revise extensively to aliow for greater flexibility in implementation. Revise start date to 2010 and end date to 2025 or 2011-2026
{o synchronise with the RSS.
Q.8 Yes

Q.9 To adequately represent our client.
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Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/12/0 Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Policy CS3 Phasing development
On behalf of
Kayterm Plc.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 Restricting the development of Greenfield sites to the third phase of the plan is in conflict with the advice in PPS3, The brownfield supply may not

come forward when anticipated, or by its very nature may be constrained, therefore policies of the Core Strategy should be sufficiently flexible to allow
Greenfield sites fo come forward earlier than 2016.

Q.7 Bearing in mind this advise our client considers that this slement of the Core Strategy is unsound and requires amending in accordance with PPS3.
Q.8 N
Q.9
Rep Number Name KJD Solicitors Section
CS/R27/4003/7/0 KJD Solicitors Policy CS3 Phasing development
On behalf of
The owners of Potters Bar Golf Course
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily Yes
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Policy CS3 - the phasing pelicy is incensistent with the EOE plan in that it treats housing targets as maxima, not minima. Furthermore, this policy is
not consistent with PPS3 as it does not allow for a continuous supply of housing for at ieast a 15 year period.
Q.7 see above
Q.8 Yes

Q.9 see enclosed statement in relation to oral representation
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L
Rep Number Name PGA Design Consulting * Section
CS/R27/4451/10/0 PGA Design Consulting 3.25 Phasing and implementation strategy
On behalf of
Veladail Leisure Lid
Do you Consider the DPD [3o you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Neo
(2) Sound No Justified . Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 Paragraph 3.25 indicated over reliance on windfall sites (for medium term housing targets) that have yet to be identified.
Q7 .
Q.8 Yes
Q.9 The fundamental lack of consideration of large tracts of land is fundamental to many of the policies and conclusions of the core strategy.

An expianation of the current situation deserves discussion.
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Rep Number Name Rolfe Judd Planning ) Section

CS/R2T/1427/4/0 Rolfe Judd Planning 3.19 Phasing and implementation strategy

©On behalf of

200G Limited

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legally Yes

(2} Sound Ne Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

(0X:] We understand that the East of England Plan will shortly undergo a further period of review (with a revised Plan timatabied for adoption during 2010}

in particular, it understood that regiconal housing figures (and individual Borough Housing targets) are likely to be significantly increased to address
rising population projections and housing need (up to 2031).
Given that this process is already underway and clearly imetabled, there is concern that the Core Strategy will be out of step with regional policy at, or
around the time, of adoption. As a result, the Core Strategy may not provide sufficient poficy guidance to ensure that rising housing targets can be
adequately met. The timing of the formulation and adoption to the Site Allocations Development Plan Document should alse be considered to
ensure an adequate suppiy of sites can be identified.

Q7. Update the last sentence of Paragraph 3.1 to include reference fo the forthcoming review of the East of England Plan. Furthermore, policy should
also include a clear commitment that housing targets and policy concerning the defivery of new housing wili be kept under constant review to ensure
consistency with East of England Plan and to ensure projected housing need can be accommodated within the Berough.

Q.8 Yes

Q.9 Our client is a key local developer who is currently considering development proposals on several sites within the mo.ﬂocmm. As a resuit, our client is
keen to play & leading role in the formulation of the future policy.

Rep Number Name KJD Solicitors Section

CS/R27/4003/2/0 KJD Solicitors 3.19 Phasing and implementation strategy

On behalf of )

The owners of Potters Bar Golf Course

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because i is not;

{1} Legally Yes
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Paragraph 3.19 - the reliance on windfall sites stipulated in this paragraph is not consistent with PPS3 and this part of the CS is therefore not in

Q.7

Q.8
Q.9

accordance with national policy. Furthermore, the windfalf trajectory is extrapolated from a period of unusually high growth that is not likely to
continue given the current economic situation. As such, the evidence base is flawed.

see above

Yes

see enciosed statement in relation to oral representation
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Rep Number Name Drivers Jonas on heha¥f of CEMEX Section
CS/R27/4312/4/8 Drivers Jonas on behalf of CEMEX Policy C$2 Housing beyound existing built up areas
On behalf of
CEMEX ,
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 CEMEX welcomes the range of criteria included within C52 and the acknowledgement that changes in settiement boundaries may be required to

accommodate development. Further to this Policy, paragraph 2.30 identifies that in the absence of identifiable brownfield sites in Radiett, planned
growth for the town would have to be focused on Green Belt fand.

CEMEX, therefore, considers it important to identify sustainable Greenfield sites which may require the adjustment of Green Belt and settlement
houndaries. This is in accordance with Central Governments view that 60% of housing should be accommodated on Brownfield land, which means
that a further 40% needs to be accommodated on Greenfield sites

Sections of the CEMEX Radlett site could sustainably contribute to the housing requirement of Radlett and form a sustainabie extension to the
settlement as i is located directly adjacent to the settiement boundary. The development of this site would comply with Policy CS1 and the
Settlement Hierarchy, and i€ would also comply with National Planning Guidance such asPPS7, Objective i (see representation form for more details)

Development on the edge of the setilement boundary, such as the CEMEX Radlett sife, will also support the Spatial Gbjectives for Radlet, including
the improvement of accessibility at Radlett Station and the maintenance and expansion of key community services.
Q.7 i

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Phillips Planning services Litd Section
CS/R27/4491/1#0 Phillips Planning services Lid Policy C52 Housing beyound existing built up areas
On behaif of
Mr Mark Homan
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Appendix 6 refers fo this proposed policy replacing saved focal pian policy H4 concerning safeguarded land, but no text is included anywhere in the

written statement as to how this is achieved or to the future status of safeguarded land.

It is noted that in this instance at criteria x) the term "previousiy used land’ is used and not ‘brownfield land’. Reference should be made to the PPS3
definition of previously used land.

Q.7 Policy C82 should ke modified to refer to the status and prioritorisation of safeguarded land to meet housing requirements. Otherwise u.o=0< H4
should be retained as part of the Core Sirategy.
Q.8 Yes
Q.9 To adequately represent our client.
Rep Number Name Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Departiment Section
CS/R27/4553/9/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Policy €S2 Housing beyound existing built up areas
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai pelicy;
Q.8 Policy CS521 - suggest that residential reference shouid be '25 flats or 10 family houses'. An addition to point i) in C821 (or add a further point} would
be beneficial stipulating that major development will only be promoted where it/ they do not conflict with the policies in the LTP LTS.
Q7 .
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Sport England {East Region} Section

CS/R27/1487/1/0 Sport England (East Region) Policy $P1 Creating sustainable development
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because i is not:
(1) Legaily )
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.8 Although the spirit and purpose of Policy SP1 is welcomed, Sport England considers that & should be wider in its scope, with reference in particular to
the opportunities for creating healthier communities through access fo services and geod design. In respect, there appears to be a retreat from the
range of policies proposed in the Preferred Options Document, in this case S4 Promoting Healthier Communities and Leisure and Cuttural
Opportunities. Given that this is the Strategic Spatial Policy and will therefore be a reference point for all the other policies in the Core Stratagy, it is
important that the aspirations and scope of these policies are properly registered.

Q.7

Q.8 No
Q.8
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Rep Number Name Barton Wilmere Planning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/6/0 Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Policy SP1 Creating sustainable development
On behalf of :
Kayterm Plc.
Do you Cansider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
{1) Legally
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai poticy:
Qs Our client considers that the first paragraph of this policy should be amended to read as follows:

*...make efficient use of brownfield land (or sustainable greenfield sites, where suitabie brownfield sites cannot be identified) in delivering the land use
requirements of the private sector, local service providers and the different needs of the hierarchy of seftlements across the Borough."

Q7
Q.8 No
Q9
Rep Number Name Robson Planning Consultancy ) Section
CS/R27/4029/2/0 Robson Planning Consuffancy Policy $P1 Creating sustainable development
On behalf of
Gilston Investments Ltd.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is nof:
{1) Legally
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q8 Policy SP1 and paragraphs 2.23-2.49
- The urban intensification approach would involve occupation of employment land. Because the Central Herts. Employment Land Review (CHELR)
does not suppert loss of employment land, urban intensification would conflict with Paragraph . 2.26 of the CS.
Q.7 see above.
Q.8 No

Q.8
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Rep Number Mame East of Engiand Regionai Assembly Section :
CS/R27/1275/2/S East of England Regional Assembly Policy SP1 Creating sustainable development
On behalf of :
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound bacause it is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Through its Urban Capacity Study, the Councll has identified sufficient land to accommodate more than 80% of the required RSS housing targat on
brownfield (PDL) sites.
Q.7
Q.8 Mo
Q.9
Rep Number Name East of England Regional Assembly ) Section
CS/R27/1275/14/8 East of England Regional Assembly Policy SP1 Creating sustainable development
On behalf of
Do you Consider the BPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily .
_ (2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q.6 The Core Strategy provides an appropriate framework for ensuring that future development is of both high quality and that it is has due regard for
sustainabiiity issues, .
Q.7
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Shire Consulting Secticn
CS/R27/1210/8/0 Shire Consulting ‘ Key Diagram
On behalf of
Be you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National pelicy:
Q.6 Whilst indicative "areas of search” are shown on the key diagram on page 31, for possible boundary review, none of these designations contains

sufficient detail to be convincing that sufficient land will be available. This is a further area that is likely fo be judged o be 'unsound',
Q.7 see above.

Q.8 - No
Q.9
Rep Number Name The Aldenham School Charity Section |
CS/R27/1225/2/0 The Aldenham School Charity Key Diaggam
On behalf of E
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally )
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q8 From the figures presented in table 9 on pg 34, there is an identified shortfall in meeting the RSS housing supply total. This does suggest that green

belt boundaries will have to be reviewed over the course of the plan period and the appropriate time to have done this would have been at a much
earlier stage in the LDF's inception, when the options could have been properly assessed. Whilst indicative "areas of search™ are shown on the key
diagram on page 31, for pessible boundary review, none of these designations contain sufficient detail to be convincing that sufficient fand will be

Q.7 see above

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Roife Judd Planning Section

CS/R27/1427/3/0 Roffe Judd Planning Key Diagram

On behalf of

Z0G Limited

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legally Yes
(2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:

Q8 Policy CS 2 and the Key Diagram seek to identify broad locations for housing growth beyond the existing built-up areas. The poticy notes that these
locations will be the fecus for the identification of the future development sites within the Site Aliocations DPD. Whilst Bushey is identifled as a
Strategic Housing L.ocation for the purposes of Policy CS 1, and paragraph 3.11 notes that there are a number of previously developed sites within the
area, Policy CS 2 (as drafted) only currently makes reference to development around Borehamwood and Potters Bar.
Given that there are a number of redundant and derelict brownfield sites within and adjacent to the Bushey Settiement (which are considered suitable
for residential development), it is vital that Policy CS 2 is consistent with the objectives of Policy CS 1 and Paragraph 3.11. This approach would also
be consistent with the existing sites allocated as 'safeguarded land for housing * in the saved local plan.

Q7 Policy CS 2 and the key diagram should be amended to include Bushey as an area for housing growth and subsequently identify suitable sites within
the Site Allocations DPD, in line with Policy GS 1 and Paragraph 3.11. This approach would also be consistent with the existing sites allocated as
‘Safeguarded Land for Housing' in the saved Locai Plan,
It shoukd also be made clear that the council will consider the opportunity for future development to include on-site mitigation measures to offset any
potential impact when identifying sites against the set of listed criteria.

Q.8 Yes

Q9 Qur client is a key iocal developer who is currently considering development proposals on several sites within the Borough. As a result, our client is

keen to play a leading role in the formulation of the future policy.
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Rep Number Name

CS/R27/4556/1/8
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD

Q6

Q7

Q.8 No
Q.9

St Modwen Developments Ltd.
St Modwen Developments Lid.

(1) Legally
(2) Sound

Yes
Yes

Section
Key Diagram

Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

Justified

Effective

Consistent with Nafional policy:
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Rep Number Name Phillips Planning services Lid Section
CS/R27/4481/2/0 Phillips Flanning services Ltd 3. Housing
On behalf of
Mr Mark Homan
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
{2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 See our other objections to the use of the term ‘brownfield”,
Q.7 Revise 'brownfield” to accord with the definition of previcusly used land contained in PPS3.
Q.8 Yes

Q.9 To adequately represent our client.



SBA g0

‘yBneog oy} Ul spasu Buisnoy pes||erads au} 0 SW0S S1BPOLLILICINE 0 9IUBINS 8q Jiem AW 7jag

U210 AU} U SaNIs paleoo] AlgeulRishs pue padojaasp-fisnolasld 190 SE [18M SB ‘Hag usals) ey} ut SSA ey sbpajpmounoe osje pineys Aslod 2yt
"speau Buisncy pasyeicads 8ioW 10 BUC 10} JB1ED 0} sluswWdo|oAss

sodsaq s0} piemio) Bnolg aq osie pinoys says ‘sluawudoaasp Buisnoy iebie; 10 yed se Buisnoy yons Buipiaold se jem se ey BuiBpsimoinior
pue ybnolog sy inoybnoiy) spasu Suisnoy pesiemads jo abuel ay; Burpeiap Aoljod tmo S)1 paploye aq pinoys past Buisnoy pssiuboocal g yong
‘yBnolog sy} Ul uofjepoluLonoe Buisnol pasyeoads jo abue: e iof pesu 258N

B 8( 0} Waos pjnom U} ‘aidoad sep|o 104 Buisnoy Jo sulc JoYI0 6} LOIIPPE W 1Z0Z o) dn suun Buisnoy paseysys 00zZ' | ISOWR 0] PSIIUSD!
pasu o4i10ads ay) UBAID "gda SUOHESO(Y 8IS el u palesope sajs afier jo ped se paplaosd aq o3 Buisnoy palalays AUsa 1o palsiays salinbal
Adwiis Aajod a4, "uBnosog auy Inoubnolly; spasu Huisnoy pasieinads Buunoas o} uBnous e} ob jou seop iy BuisnoH ~ 180 Adl0d ‘LOBIPPRE U
‘Ybnolog sy noysnosy) juswdoisasp eiqeuirisns Buiasiyoe JO Wie BulplLBAO Sy 0} SInguueD

1M ABY) elaum )ag ueals) jo sued 1BUJ0 0] seallewele pesejaid se says padosnep-Aisnoinaid asay abpapmouoe pinoys Absiengs 2100 sy

‘Jusido|aAsp UoNS JO Jnowe Jusoyubis

e Buijepowiloooe §0 aiqedes ag ABLL Jjag uesss) sU} i sa)s padoenan Asnolnaid asayl uay) ‘Acdod )9 UDBI5) SLWOOISAO 0f PAPSOU SSCURISLUNSID
e10ads ARA BU) 818810 PIRoM YDIUM 10} DAY B *UCIIEPOLWILLOISE [BIUSDISA) DSJEIO0SSE LYIIM SjO0YDS SPasU [B10ads 10 SaiUNILLICD juswele)
‘'sotuoy Buisinu [BlUSpISal ‘UOIEPOWLLDSOR paia)|ays ' B'a uoiepowstlosoe enuspisal jo-adL omoads e o) posu pas|uiodal e 51 8iay)] a1aUpm

YONS S ||DUN0D SUL A palNUSPI ABULIO) USSG J0U BABY NG SSOIN SB PaJapisSuoD sq

DINOYS UDIUM S35 padojeasp-Aisnotnasd meUic jo Jaglunu afite] B pus }ag usaisy ay) ul {SSAN) S21IS padoleas tofew 61 sey Apuauno ybnolog ayl

CUOISIASE B HONS SJBISSE0SU UDIUM ISIXS SBOUBISIINDD [BUO)denxa Byle 10 ‘peacidde Uasq aaey ueid

21monns sy) o} suoljeleye ssajun paliueyd a4 JouU pINoYS SaUBPUNOG 388 ussiD Bunsixe ‘paiepdn pue pasiae: Suay ease sue|d oo] BUlISIXS SIaUM,
1yl se)els ‘2z ydesSesed

18 ‘ZOdd ‘eiculayling 1202 JOYE JUSWId0oBASD 10§ SUONB00; PECI] 10 Sas AJjuspt o] ajeudoidde tou feonoesd 1ayllau palapisuod §1 1, 08

pue pueiBug jo 1SeT a4} Ui MBIADI Jjog USDIO) J0F LOREDO] B S8 Payiuap A|[BuLto; uaaq Jou SEY amewspaH ey salpamownoe §1-¢ ydeifesed srsmoy

Upsyiuen useq eaey usludoeasp Joj painbar aq Asy) pnoys Yoy ussiny sy Ut saus Buisnoy ainny jenusiod 10} UDIESS JO SEDIE PROIYG POSCdold,
:Aes o} uc sech ¢ ¢ ydelbered

JUBL{ BUE Ul 1a)e| PaUSPISLOD By 0} pasu [[i3s ABLL S9SESial jjeg usaln ‘sbiewe sapunpoddo juswdosasp

PSIILSD! JALI0 J0U O)IS D 9UI JBLJISU JI PUB S(GBIEAE SBLICOS PUE| Suisnol JUSDIYNS JBYl amsua o} pasl oY) sasiuBooal 1ounod sy,

. :Bugmojio) oy ssiels g'¢ ydeabeded teinoiped u) Juawdojaasp Buisnoy
Mmel BupepowlLoooe Ajenuelod L pue) Jag ussls o UCHRISHISUCD SY U ouned syl jo Yoeoxdde sy Buipsebal sueouod awos aug m_m%_ ‘19ABMOH
‘papoddns s ug
pueBug Jo 1sB eyt U 1no o8 19bie) Aiddns Buisnoy sty 1eaw 0] ybnolog sty i Alddns Buisnoy PaUBA PUE |RUOPEE BB 0) wmmm umm_:moom.h mbw. ¥ e
:Aoljod [BUOHEN UjIM JLuB)SISUOD SAl0RlS pauisnr S8 . punog (z)
S9A fyebeT (1)
1JOU 1 Y 9SNESaY pUnOsSUnR S1 gda i JepisuoD noA o ey au) 13pisuon nok og
‘ N1 ejqejueyd Bydey
¢ feyeq uQ
Bujsnoy ¢ P SsuoM Buiuued O/E/BYS1/ L CH/SD
uopoes oY SYIOAR Buluuely  swieN Jacquuny dey



Q.8 In order to fully and properly examine the changes sought. :
Rep Number Name Phillips Planning services Ltd Section
CS/R27/4491/11/0 Phiflips Planning services Lid 3.3 The avaliabifity of land for new housing
is:
On behalf of Compliant
Mr Mark Homan
Be you Consider the BPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Soung Justified - Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Does not accord with national policy requiring the identification of 15 years supply of housing land from the expected date of mao_uﬁ_oa of the Core
Strategy and is not compatibie with Paragraph 3.4 réquiring the identification of 5 years + 10 years of housing land.
Q.7 Revise to make compatible with PPS3 and set out clear calculation of the requirement.
Q.8 Yes
Q.9 To adequately represent our client,
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Rep Number Name KJB Solicitors Section
CS/R27/4003/3/0 KJD Solicitors Table 8. Hertsmere Housing Trajectory
On behalf of :
The owners of Potters Bar Golf Course
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because i is not:
(1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q8 Table 8 - the housing target/trajectory only extends untit 2021. However, PPS3 requires that a 15 year land supply for housing be delivered. As the

CS wilt fikely be adopted in 2009-2010, these targets should extend to 2024-2025. Furthermore, the latest AMR (07/08) housing irajectory shows that
the brownfield housing completions are below those shown in this table and it is therefore not based on the most up to date evidence.

Q.7 see above

Q.8 No i
Q.8 see enclosed statement in relation to oral representation
Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Planning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/8/0 Barton Wilimore Planning Partnership 3.4 The availability of land for new housing
On behalf of
Kayterm Plc.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q8 This representation objects t¢ Paragraph 3.4, 3.7 and 3.8 with regards to identifying a five year housing land supply, however as previously

mentioned a SHLAA and a SHMA shouid have been carried out by the council in arder to identify suitable housing sites and iocations for growth in
order to provide the Core Strategy with a robust evidence base. Without these assessments our client considers that it is diffi cult for the council to
effectively assess the location and suitabitity of potential sites.

Q.7 With reference to our objections to paragraph 3.4, 3.7 and 3.8 our client recommends the Councit m:ammmwmm a PPS3 compliant SHLAA and SHMA to
use as an evidence base for its Core Strategy.
Q.8 No

Q.8
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Rep Number Name Phillips Planning services Ltd : Section
CS/R27/4491/16/0 Phillips FPlanning services Lid Table 9. Anticipated Brownfield Housebuilding Capacity
. ) in Hertsmere

On behalf of

MrMark Homan

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

{1) Legally .
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with Naticnal policy:
Q.86 The information contained in tables 9 and 10 does not provide for at ieast 15 years land supply to be identified from the date of adoption and is over
: reliant on unidentified windfall sites. ’

Q.7 Revise tables @ and 10 to provide for at least 15 years housing reguirements from the likely date of adoption and reduce the reliance on windfalf sites.

Q.8 Yes

Q.9 To adequately represent our client,

Rep Number Name KJD Solicitors Section _

CS/R27/4003/5/0 KJD Solicitors 3.8 The availability of land for new housing

On behalf of

The owners of Potters Bar Golf Course

Do you Consider the DPD Do yeu consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legally Yes
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q8 Paragraph . 3.8 - the BBC site and other development oppertunities may not come forward during the plan period. Furthermore, it is uniikely that the
entire BBC site will be used for housing given its prime location for mixed use development, infrastructure constraints and the character of existing
development in Borehamwood. The loss of this site for film and television production and as an employment site is also not consistent with Policy
CS511 and Paragraph 2.6. As such, green belt release shouid be Jooked at earlier in the plan period.

Q.7 see above

Q.8 Yes

Q.8 see enclosed statement in relation to oral representation
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Rep Number Name PGA Design Consulting ) Section
CS/R27/4451/1/0 PGA Design Consulting 3.13 The distribution and location of new housing
On behalf of
Veladall Leisure Ltd
Do you Consider the DPD 30 you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
{1} Legally No
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Naticnal policy:
Q.6 Object to the Core Strategy dealing with open space in a cursory manner. There is no robust assessment for sports faciiifies (C/S para 3.13), especiaily

with regards to superfluous golf course Jand and as such i is impossible for the CS to deal with this lssue, This is contrary to PPG 17 that advises
Assessment of Needs and Opportunities.

Q7
Qs Yes :
Qg The fundamental fack of consideration of large tracts of land is fundamental to many of the policies and conclusions of the core strategy.
An explanation of the current situation deserves discussion.
Rep Number Name PGA Design Consuiting Section
CS/R27/4451/7/0 PGA Design Consulting 3.13 The distribution and location of new housing
Cn behalf of
Veladail Leisure Lid
Do you Consider the DED Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally No
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National pelicy:
Q.6 Para 3.13 of the CS (open space criteria) does not mention sport.
Q7
Q.8 Yes
Q.9 The fundamental lack of consideration of large tracts of land is fundamentat to many of the policies and conclusions of the core strategy.

An explanation of the current situation deserves discussion,
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Rep Number Name Shire Consulting Section
CS/R27/1210/11/0 Shire Consulting Palicy C81 The location and supply of new homes
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound hecause it is not:
{1} Legally . :
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Natienal policy:
Q.6 Policy CS1 allocates arbitrary percentage figures for the distribution of the new housing without any explanation as o why these figures are fo be

adopted. i the release of green belt land is to be minimised as the pian clearly aims to do, then placing unnecessary limitations upon the
development prospects of previously developed sites is self-defeating. Paragraph 52 of PPS3 does indeed refer to "the principles of Plan, Monitor,
Manage"” is set out as being ‘to ensure that the planning system delivers a flexible, responsive supply of land’. PPS3 continues in that same paragraph
that LPA’s "should develop policies and implementation strategies to ensure that sufficient, suitable land is available to achieve their housing and
previousiy-developed land delivery objectives". The adoption of these rigid criteria and those within the phasing policy, Polficy CS3, run entirely
counter to this advice and are likely to result in the plan being found unsound.

Q7 see above,

Q.8 No
Q.8
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Rep Number Name KJD Solicitors Section
CS/R27/4003/8/0 KJD Solicitors Policy CS1 The location and supply of new homes
On behaif of
The owners of Potters Bar Golf Course
Bo you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Yes .
{2} Scund No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Policy CS1 - the percentage growth figures for Borehamwood, Potters Bar, Bushey and Radiett restrict the potential of these locations to deliver
housing. Being derived sclely from the relative size of the towns, they are also a crude and unconsidered means of apportioning growth. ﬂ:mu\ should
therefore be treated as fiexible and not a cap. These figures also add up to 125% with no explanation.
Q7 see above
Q.8 No
Q.8 see enclosed statement in relation to oral representation
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Rep Number Name Phillips Planning services Ltd Section
C8/R27/4491/13/0 Phillivs Planning services Ltd Policy C81 The location and supply of new homes
On behalf of
Mr Mark Homan :
Do you Consider the DFD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally
{2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 1.The policy should refer to a 15 year timescale from adoption.
2. It should set out a clear requirement for at least 6250 new homes based on a projection of the housing provision contained in the East of England
Plan. ’ :
Q.7 1. Revise first sentence to read,

The council will make provision for the supply of at least 6250 new homes between 2010 and 2026 in accordance with... with a focus on development
within the four main urban areas of Borehamwaod, Potters Bar, Bushey and Radlett.

2. Delete 3rd sentence beginning with 'Uniess there are’ and ending 5,000 new homes’.

Q.8 Yes
Q.9 To adequately represent our client.
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Rep Number Name Preston Bennett Planning Section
CS/R27//4555/1/0 Preston Bennett Planning Policy CS1 The location and supply of new hemes
On behalf of
Cairnpark Properties
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Yes
{2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National poticy:
Q6 Whilst supporting the overall principle of this policy, we would seek to ensure that the development split’ indicated for the main settlements does not
restrict potential development on suitable sites.
Q.7 We would also seek the inclusion of an additional point between i)’ and 'v} along the Hines of "the suitability of sites currently designated for other

uses that could justifiably be designated for residential development”. This would accord with the objective to promote windfall deveiopment on
Q.8 Yes

Q8 Seeking & change to policy that's fully appropriate to accord with the overall objectives of the Core Strategy.
Rep Number Name Drivers Jonas on behalf of CEMEX Section
C&8/R27/4312/3/8 Drivers Jonas on behalf of CEMEX Policy CS1 The location and supply of new homes
On behalf of . :
CEMEX
Bo you Consider the BPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally Yes
{2} Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q8 CEMEX acknowledges that in accordance with the East of England Pian, the council will rake provision for the supply of at least 5,000 new homes

between 2001 and 2021, and of this, 15% to Radlett and other suitable locations. CEMEX urges the Council to locate a high proportion of this 15% to
Radleft due {o its prominent position in the settlement Hierarchy, and the availability of the site to accommedate this growth.

With regard to the location of development, CEMEX welcomes Policy C81's requirement to locate development in the most accessible locations
taking into account environmental constraints and compliance. As required by the 'test of soundness’, Policy CS1 complies with Nationa! Planning
Guidance PPS3 which seeks to ensure that: (see representation form for more detail).

Policy CS1 also complies with National Planning policy PPS7. Key Principle 1: (see representation form for more detail).

Q.7

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Shire Consulting Section
CS/R27/1210/9/0 Shire Consulting Policy CS2 Housing beyound existing built up areas
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Nationatl policy:
Q.6 The list of criteria in Policy C82 for identifying suitable sites within the ‘areas of search’ lack any detail and as they do not contain any means of

measurement i is not possible to produce any meaningful sustainability assessment. The matter is set aside to be dealt within the Site aliocations
DPD but there is no indication of fimescale for producing this document and no evidence that the procass has even commenced.

Q.7 list in CS2 needs more detail?

Q.8 No
Q.8
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Rep Number Name Barton Willmore Planning Parinership Section
CS/R27/1631/11/0 Barton Willrore Planning Partnership * Potlicy CS2 Housing beyound existing built up areas
Cn behalf of
Kayterm Plc.
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally
{2} Sound Mo Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Qur client objects of Policy C82 as it does not provide the flexibility to accommodate development in a number of locations.
Q.7 As such our client believes that there is scope {o the north and east of Bushey o consider including this land within the Area of Search for Green Belt

Housing Sites {(if a comprehensive review of Green Belt boundaries is not o be undertaken). Therefore Policy CS2 shouid also apply to this land.
Q.8 No
Q.8
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Rep Number Name CGMS Consulting : Section
CS/R27/4427/2/0 CGMS Consuliing Policy CS2 Housing beyound existing built up areas
On behaif of
Metropalitan Police Authority (MPA)
Bo you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;

~ (1) Legally

{2y Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.6 The policy highlights where the proposed changes to the boundaries o the existing built up areas will be focused, should they be required to

accommodate the balance of housing requirad. These are highlighted on the Key Diagram as being around Potters Bar and Borehamwood.

It is considered that the highlighted areas of Green Belt should not at this stage be specific as highlighted on the Key Diagram on pg 31 of the Core
Strategy, and should be left untii the Site Allocations DPD is consulted upon. The current arrangement restricts the consideration of sites within the
Green Beit which may be more sustainable than the specified areas.

Q.7 see above
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name PGA Design Consulting Section
CS/R27/4451/9/C PGA Design Consulfing Poticy 82 Housing beyound existing built up areas
On behalf of
Veladall Leisure Ltd
Da you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally No
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Qs Policy CS2 dees not consider redundant or derelict land.
Qv
Q.8 Yes
Q.9 The fundamental lack of consideration of large tracts of land is fundamental to many of the policies and conclusions of the core strategy.

An explanation of the current situation deserves discussion.
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Rep Number Name Shire Consulting Section
CS/R27/1210/3/0 Shire Consulting 2.30 Distribution of development
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD ’ Do you consider if DPD is unsound because i is not;
(1) Legaily
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Traditionally residential development has been carried out in Mertsmere at jow density {(see comments at pg 24, paragraph 2.25 and 2.33) but as the

government warns, in PPG13 and other documents, the 'profligate’ use of tand must be avoided. Despite this national policy a conclusion is reached
very easly on in the consultation document that Radlett "is considered to have limited scope and capacity for significant further growth” {paragraph
2.30) although there is little proper analysis to show how this conclusion is drawn. The densities being achieved even most recently in the Borough are
towards the lower end of those required by Government and the LDF should be looking to raise its sights in making better use of land. Before
dismissing # out of hand the councii should give much greater thought to the option of "urban intensification”.

Q.7 The LDF should be losking to raise its sights i in making better use of land. The councii must also give much greater thought to the option of "urban
intensification”, see above.
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Thames Water Property Services Lid Section
CS/R27/1210/2/0 Thames Water Property Services Lid 2.33 Alternative Options
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is nof;
(1) Legally
(2) Sound Ne Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Traditionally residential development has been carried out in Hertsmere at low density {see comments at pg 24, paragraph 2.25 and 2.33) but as the

government warns, in PPG13 and other documents, the 'profligate’ use of land must be aveided. Despite this national policy a conclusion is reached
very early on in the consuiltation document that Radlett "is considerad to have limited scope and capacity for significant further growth” {paragraph
2.30) although there is little proper analysis to show how this conclusion is drawn. The densities being achieved even most recently in the Borough are
towards the lower end of those required by Gevernment and the LDF should be locking to raise its sights in making amzm« use of land. Before
dismissing it out of hand the councll shouid give much greater thought to the option of "urban intensification”.

Q.7 The LDF should be logking to raise its sights in making better use of land. The councii must also give much greater thought to the option of "urban
intensification”. See above.
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Barton <<=:.:o6 Planning Partnership Section
CS/R27/1631/4/0 Barton Willmore Planning Partnership 2.29 Distribution of development
On behalf of
Kayterm Plc.
Do you Consider the DPD B0 you consider if DPD is unsound because it is nok:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy;
Q.6 Whilst our client recognises the need to retain the separation between Watford and Bushey, in order to prevent urban sprawl, it is also believed that

there are other current Green Belt designations around Bushey, which would benefit from review. On this basis our client obiects o this approach. This
is especially so in relation to the north and east of the town and the land that falls up fo and between the A41 and M1,

Q.7 Our client considers that there is scope for this in Bushey, taking inte account the criteria as set out in PPG2 inciuding the coalescence of towns,
encroachment of countryside and so on.
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name CGMS Consulting Section
CS/R27/4427/1/0 CGMS Consulting 2.27 Distribution of development
On behalf of
Metropolitan Police Authority (MPA)
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
(1} Legally ’
{2} Sound Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q.6 The MPA beiieves it is pertinent for the council to review the boundary created by the sports ground as part of any Green Belt boundary review, should

insufficient brownfield sites not be available to met jonger term housing nesds and consider that it should be allocated as a Major Developed Site
due to the Green Belt, in particular since the site adjoins other MDS's.

Q.7 To be considered as a MDS - piease see ahove for details
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name PGA Design Consutting Section
CS/R27/4451/4/0 PGA Design Consulting 2.27 Bistribution of development
On behaif of
Veladail Leisure Ltd
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily No
@ Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Object to CS paragraph 2.27 where it s stated that any release of Green Belt Land will be released towards the end of the plan. This is confrary to
PPG 2 (para 2.12), which states that ‘Green Belt boundaries wili not need to be aitered at the end of the plan period’,
Q.7 .
Q.8 Yes ]
Q.9 The fundamental lack of consideration of large tracts of land is fundamental to many of the policies and conclusions of the core strategy.

An explanation of the current situation deserves discussion.
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Rep Number Name Boyer Planning Section
CS/R27/1355/1/0 Boyer Planning 2.27 Distribution of development
On behalf of
Lowerland (2004) Ltd
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally No
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:,
Qg Paragraph 2.27 anticipates the need to release Green Belt land to accommodate development requirements during the lifetime of the Core Strategy.

Paragraph 2.28 adds that any such release will be focused on areas of search as identified on the Key Diagram. it also makes provision for
consideration of smail-scale changes to Green Belt boundaries.

Paragraph 2.27 makes it clear that such release will be considered to accommodate not only housing but also ‘other development’ needs. However
except in relation to housing {Policy CS52) the Core Strategy contains neither policy nor monitoring framework by which the need for such releases is to
be reviewed.

We consider it essential that the Core Strategy contains provisions for such Green Belt boundary changes to be made. The absence of a specific policy
is & serious omission having regard to the guidance in national planning policy (PPG2)

Q7 An additional policy should be inserted into the Core Strategy to provide for the Green Belt boundary fo be reviewed having regard to the principles
set out in Paragraph s, 2.27 and 2.28. As a precedent for our submission we draw attention to the South Cambridgeshire Core Strategy (adopted
January 2007) where the inspectors inserted such a policy in order fo meet the tests of soundness (see representation form for details attached). It is
recognised that the detfails of any boundary changes are a matter for a subsequent DPD.

Q.8 Yes
Q.9 The issue raised relates to a key poiicy issue.
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Rep Number Name The College Of Osteopaths Section

CS/R27/1210/1/0 The College Of Osteopaths 2.25 Distribution of development
On behalf of .
Do vou Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound No -’ Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai poficy:
Q.6 Traditionally residential development has been carried out in Hertsmere at low density (see comments at pg 24, paragraph 2.25 and 2.33) but as the

government wams, in PPG13 and other decuments, the 'profiigate’ use of land must be avoided. Despite this national policy a conclusion is reached
very early on in the consuitation document that Radiett "is considered to have limited scope and capacity for significant further growth" (paragraph
2.30) although there is fittle proper analysis to show how this conciusion is drawn. The densities being achieved even most recently in the Borough are
towards the lower end of those required by Government and the LDF should be looking to raise its sights in making better use of iand. Before
dismissing it out of hand the council should give much greater thought to the option of "urban intensification”,

Q.7 The LDF should be looking to raise its sights in making better use of land. The council must also give much greater thought fo the option of "urban
intensification”, see above.
Q.8 No
Q9
Rep Number Name Phillips Pianning services Ltd , Section
CS/R27/4491/9/0 Phillips Planning services Ltd 2.25 Distribution of development
On behalf of
Mr Mark Homan
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily ’
(2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 The exclusion of Radlett as a Strategic Housing location is unjustified. The term brownfield is undefined. The time period being considered should be
2025/2028.
Q.7 include Radlett as a Strategic Housing location.

Define ‘brownfield’
Extend time period to 2025/2026

G.8 Yes
G.9 To adeguately ..mu...mmma our cliernt.
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Rep Number Name KJD Solicitors Section
CS/R27/4003/4/C KJD Solicitors 2.24 Distribution of development
On behalf of
The owners of Potters Bar Golf Course
Do you Consider the DPD B3 you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally Yes
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Paragraph . 2.24 - the 40 dph density noted is considered overly optimistic given the constraints associated with developing brownfield land and the

existing character, Furthermore, the current trend toward smaller units (i.e 1-2 beds), which has gone some way toward high completion rates, is not
likely to continue due to growth in the 20-29 age range. As such, it shouldn't be relied upon.

Q.7 see above
Q.8 Yes
Q.8 see enclosed statement in relation to oral representation
Rep Number Name PGA Design Consulting Section
CS&/R27/4451/5/0 PGA Design Consuiting 2.24 Distribution of development
On behaif of
Veladaii Leisure Lid
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
{1} Legally No
{2} Sound No - Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 Paragraph 2.24 indicates an over refiance of Brown fieid sites.
Q7
Q.8 Yes .
Qe The fundamental lack of consideration of large tracts of fand is fundamental to many of the policies and conclusions of the core strategy.

An explanation of the current situaticn deserves discussion. :
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Rep Number Name HMertfordshire County Council - Environment Department Section
CS/R27/4553/2/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Table 6. Spatial objectives by settlernent
On behalf of
20 you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
: {1} Legally
{2 Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Table 6, Bushey, 7th bullet point - .. roads jeading up to Hartspring reundabout;’ should read *...roads leading to the Hartspring roundabout;'.
Q.7
Q.8 No
Q.8
Rep Number Name Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Department Section
CS/R27/4553/3/0 Hertfordshire County Council - Environment Table 8. Spatiat objectives by settlement
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
(1) Legally '
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Table 8, Bushey, 7th bullet point — missing: "Tackle traffic congestion on Chalk Hili and other roads leading to Bushey Arches;'
Q7
Qs  No

Q.9
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Rep Number- Name Drivers Jonas on beha#f of CEMEX Section
CS/R27/4312/1/0 Drivers Jonas on behalf of CEMEX Table 8. Spatial objectives by ssttlement
On behalf of ' .
CEMEX
B¢ you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1) Legally Yes
(2} Sound Yas Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 CEMEX supports the spatial objectives of the Core Strategy for Radiett and notes that the DPD aims to enhance the town and amongst other positive

objectives, maintain and expand key community services. This will not only benefit the existing residents and visitors, but will also sustainably support
further development in and adjacent to the fown.

Q.7
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Mame Philips Planning services Lid Section
CS/R27/4491/8/C Phillips Planning services Lfd _ Table 6. Spatial objectives by séttiement
On behalf of , . :
Mr Mark Homan
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally
{2) Sound Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 1) The term 'manage housing avaitability and affordability’ is unclear. It does not state any clear and measurable cbjectives or ends.
2) Despite our objection as above thare is no basis for excluding Radlett from any housing objectives.
Q.7 1) revise the special cbjective to sét out a clear, measurable, deliverabie housing objective.

2) Include this housing objective in the objectives for Radlett as one of the four urban areas identified within the District.
Q.8 Yes
Q.9 To adeguately represent our client.
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Rep Number Name Phillips Planning services L.id Section
CS/R27/4481/7/0 Philflips Planning services Ltd Table 5. LDF Core Strategy Objectives
On behalf of
Mr Mark Homan
Do you Consitler the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2} Scund Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q.6 Point 3 in table 5 uses the term ‘brownfield land’, which has ne meaning in planning law or national policy advice. The term is used frequently
elsewhere in the document,
Q7 The term brownfield should either be clearly defined in the draft document fo refer to the PPS definition of previously used urban land or the term
shouid be deleted throughout the document and replaced by ‘previously used urban land’. ’
Q.8 Yes
Q.9 To adequately represent our client.
Rep Number Name Naturai England (Four Counties Gov Team) Section
CS/R27/4551/2/8 Natural England (Four Counties Gov Team) Table 5. LDF Core Strategy Objectives
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because 1 is not;
{1} Legally Yes
{2y Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Qe We remain concerned at the absence of an objective to maintain and enhance landscape character. We therefore suggest that Objective 13 be

modified to read as follows:

13. To protect and enhance local biodiversity and landscape character,
Q7 see above

Q.8 No
0.9
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Rep Number Name Peacogk and Smith Section
CS/R27/1621/2/0 FPeacock and Smith Table 5. LDF Core Strategy Objectives
On behalf of
Mr & Mrs D Morley .
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;
(1) Legally Yes
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.8 We object fo Table § and in particular the ornission from the list of objectives, an objective which seeks to protect the natural environment of the

Borough, including greenfield sites, open space and the Green Belt, from inappropriate development.

Itis considered necessary and appropriate to include an additional objective which seeks to ensure the protection of the natural environment in the
Borough. This objective will assist in the protection of open space, greenfield sites and Green Belt land which is outside the Councils Areas of Search
for Green Belt Housing Sites, from inappropriate development.

Government policy, provided by PPS1 (2005) states at paragraph 5 that planning shouid facifitate and promote sustainable and inclusive patterns of
urban and rural development by (inter alia} protecting and enhancing the natural and historic environment, the quality and character of the
countryside and existing communities. Furthermore, paragraph 17 states that planning poficies should seek to protect and enhance the quality,
character and amenity value of the countryside and urban area as a whole.

Q7 We suggest that the addition of the following criterion to Table 5 will ensure that the Core Strategy is consistent with national policy guidance:
) "18. To protect the naturai environment of the Borough, including greenfield sites, open space and the Green Belt from inappropriate development”,
Q.8 MNo

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Thames Water Propery Services L.id Section
CS/R27//4345/1/8 Thames Water Property Services Ltd 2.21 LDF Core Strategy Objectives
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Objective 5 "To address issues arising from climate change and flooding and to take advantage of water and other natural resources responsibly” - this
is not clear encugh to address issues arising from all types of flooding including sewer and surface water flooding.
Q.7 The objective should be made clear to address the above points - therefore becoming more clear to the objectives of the development.
Q.8 No

Q.9
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Rep Number Name Herfordshire Biclogical Records Centre Section
CS/R27/1286/3/C Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre 2.16 Spatial Portrait
On behalf of

Do you Cansider the DPD - Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally
(2) Sotind No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q6 Whilst protection of the Green Belt is sound, there is nothing to indicate that its management is also fundamental to maintaining its character. Whilst
this can be difficult to control in land-use planning terms, it is critical to the nature of the Green Bett itself. Council support or even recognition of this
aspect would be beneficial.

Q.7 : *...the Council attaches importance fo the protection and appropriate management of this open land...
Q.8 No
Q.o
Rep Number Mame Robson Planning Consuitancy Section
CS/R27/4029/1/0 Robson Planning Consultancy 2.19 Spatial Vision
On behalf of
Gilsten Investments Lid
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

{1) Legally _

(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 2.18 - 2.22 {The Spatial Vision & Objectives)

- Considered inflexible in that it focuses sclely on urhban intensification and does not provide a contingency plan should urban intensification not be
abie to provide for required housing. In this regard, it is not consistent with Paragraph . 4.46 of PPS12

- The 15 objectives specified in Table 5 are inconsistent with one another in that the protection of the Green Belt specified is at odds with provision
of an adequate supply of housing (both market and affordable) and raising levels of access.

- Urban intensification wili compromise the character of existing urban areas and is therefore not consistent with Policy LA (1) Lendon Arc

Q.7 see above.

Q.8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Pianning Works Ltd Section )
CS/R27/4549/1/8 Planning Works Lid 2. Spatial Vision and Development Strategy
On behalf of
Rachel Charitable Trust
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is net:
(1) Legally Yes
{2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with Nationat poficy:
Q.6 The general thrust of this chapter is supported as it recognises the widespread needs in the Borough to which futiure new development must be

Q7

Q8
Q.8

directed, in particular the need identified throughout the Core Strategy to targst new development towards:

~ Providing sufficient land and buildings required for healthcare and special needs education (Table 2},

- Providing land and buildings required for more nursing homes (Table 2);

- Providing land and buildings needed for care facilities for the elderly and heaithcare facilities {Table 2);

- Meeting a range of local housing needs (Table 4);

- Managing housing availability and affordability {Tabie 6);

- Absorbing the impact of housing growth on local services (Table 6);

- Providing health, education, leisure and other community facifities (Table 4);

- Promoting safe and healthy communities, respecting the diverse needs of the whole Borough (Table 8); and
- Considering the needs of older and elderly people, with a particular focus on facilitating the provision of more sheltered or exira-care housing, as
welt as lifetime homes (Paragraph 2.39),

" Yes

In order to fully and properly examine the changes sought,
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Rep Number - Name Herifordshire Biological Records Centre ’ Section

CS/R27/1286/2/C Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre 1.17 National policy, East of England Plan and other

external influences

On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Legally .
{2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National pelicy:

Qs We consider that Table 2, referred to in 1,17, shouid include the Heris Biodiversity Action Pian ‘A 50 year vision for the wildlife and natural habitats of
Hertfordshire', It is one of the major strategic approaches to organising delivery of biodiversity, refiecting Mational and Regional aspirations, and its
lack of inclusion is inconsistent it the context of the other plans that are currently inciuded.

Q7 Under the Hertfordshire Biodiversity Action Plan, revised 2006 information under the Table Headings couid be as follows;

[SEE REPRESENTATION FOR DETAILED SUGGESTED REVISIONS] .

Q8 No

Q.8

Rep Number Name Thames Water Properly Services Lid Section

CS/R27/4345/2/0 Thames Water Froperty Services Lid 1,21 National poficy, East of England Plan and other

external influences

On behaff of .

Do ycu Consider the DPD Da you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not;

(1) Legally
(2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:

Q6 Itis stated within this paragraph that "the core strategy must take account of planned developments in these neighbouring autherities and key issues
such as traffic congestion, water supply and the viability of nearby town centres.”

Q.7 ltis considered that sewerage infrastructure should also be considered as there are cross-boundary issues associated with sewerage infrastructure, e.g.

the majority of sewage from Hertsmere is treated af Maple Lodge Sewage treatment works (STW) with Three Rivers DC.
Q.8 No
Q.9

foXd




U o wessidsl Aplenbape o, 5D
SIA 8D

‘ae0s s} Japoys e 1o} sjusweinbal ine s1es g9y paacidde oy) uaym uoldope
10 9P A3l BU Lo} siuswialinbal siegA G| ssasse 0] MOl SB Z18dd PUB £8dd Ul 301ApE 8y} 1o 188 AliE30 pincys ADseNs 8100 8y} UOIEPPE U}

{eSdd) Abaleng 100 8y jo uondope woi Addns §2)0) SIBBA G 189 1B S|qEUS O}

ppe ‘wiod 13ina Yoy “Aoljod jeuocgeN, Jepun LD
‘uogdope jo sjep sy wol A|ddns [B103 sigak G| 38e8| 18 10} puet LIUSP: 0} SOIADE JUSUIUIBACE) Joaya: Ajeienbepe jou op sydeibeied aseu) oD
“Aoljod jeuoBEN YiMm JuaIsIsuoD aAlosya pagisny punog (g) -
’ Aygebe (1)
‘JoU 81 1 BSNEDSAY PUNCSUN St Gd( § 19pisuUoD nok o adda sy3 1apisuod nok o
_ UBLIOH YJew 1N
30 Jeyaq upo
seousnyUl jRUIsXe
JBU0 pUR UBL pueiBul Jo jsed ‘Adljod [BUONEN 2171 : Pr7 mmo_émm Buutiejef sdiffitjed O/ LBFF/LZMSD
Hejhal=Tos . P11 seownues Buriuelg sdijiyg  swen Jagquinp day
ueps Ino jussaidar Alsienbape o, X
SBA 80
‘Aojod JUSWILIBAGE)
pue pue|Buzg Jo 58T 8U3 10] SSY U W PAUIBILOD sUsWalnbal Buisnoy ay) s)epolUWoosE 0} s8)is pue pue| epiroid Aaaisod o} angosigo asiney 5]

' $pasy, 10 JED0], JBYES SULSR 01 SHE] PUB 18w 9 Jou Aew sjuswisinba Buisnoy jey) sal|duy 3 “aapdajaul pue Jesjoun “anben s|

Spasu BUSHoY 1800 BUESW SPIBMO) YIOM O],

anposlgo Afsjens AUNWWeD ygy ay |, 90
:Aojjod [RUOHEN Ll JUSISISUCD anpoapa’ paypsnr oN punog {z)
: Aebam (1)
110U 81 3 88TIEDSG PUNOSUN SI (d(] § JOPISLOS NOA 0g) dQq sy} Jepisuos NoA og
UBLLOH YN JIN
0 jleyeg Up
(ABsleNg 2100 34 81 IBUM 6} P17 seoinies Bupuueld sdifiyd O/ L6FE/LCH/SD

Uuolaes Py $a0iA9s Duilueld sdijitd  SweN JaqunN day



R . RN

Rep Numnber Name Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre Section
CS/R27/1286/1/S Herifordshire Biological Records Centre - 1.5 About the Hertsmere Local Development Framework
On behalf of
30 you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
{1} Legally Yes
{2} Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with National pelicy:
Q.8 We support the inclusion of Wildiife Sites and Biodiversity SPD. However we also draw your aftention to the emerging Landscape and Biodiversity
module as part of the Building Futures guidance, as this may duplicate some of the generic information provided.
Q.7
Q.8 Mo
Q.8
Rep Number Name PGA Design Consuiting Section .
CS/R27/4451/2/0 PGA Design Consulting 1.7 About the Hertsmere Local Development Framework
On behalf of
Veladail Leisure Ltd
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound bacause it is not;
) {1} Legally No
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q8 Paragraph 1.7 identifies research that is not yet available (open spaces document).
Q.7
Q.8 . Yes
Q.8 The fundamentai lack of consideration of large tracts of land is E:am%m:nm_ to many of ,wm policies and conclusions of the core strategy.

An explanation of the current situation deserves discussion.
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre Section

CS/R27/1286/17/8 Hertfordshire Biclogical Records Centre
On behalf of

Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) L.egaily
(2) Sound Yes Justifisd Effective Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Sustainability Appraisal, Appendix E Assessment of Preferred Policy Qptions Table E1, Strategic Spatial Policies.
*Re. SA 12. With regard to Policy SP1, impraving and sustaining the guality of the local environment, we are surprised that for SA Objective 12, the
effects are only shown as moderately positive, in contrast to the built environment (SA 8) where effects are shown as strongly positive, Clearly, if
strongly positive effects under this Policy and Sustainability Objective cannot be achieved - at least in theory - then they never will. Consideration
shouid be given fo changing these. However, if the moderately positive effect is supposed to reflect the likelihood of achieving this in the real world,
perhaps this grading is understandable, if a little disappointing.

Q.7

Q.8 No
Q.9
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"Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre Section
CS/R27/1286/12/S Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre
On behaif of
Do you Copsider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
3 (1) Legally
{2} Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai policy:
Q.6 Sustainability Appraisal, Appendix C, Baseline Data Table C1

We support the baseline data with respect to Biodiversity but there is a * ‘health warning' to some of
the indicators. These include the following:

-Bird data from monitoring year on year is only available from the BTO Breeding Bird Surveys. These can be analysed with a reasonable level of
confidence at the county level, but not at the District level as there are not sufficient samples.
- Pond data was obtained as a one-off survey of sample ponds, and is not likely to be repeated for several years - it is not a regularly monitored
feature. There is no local data available unless specific surveys are undertaken.
- 858! data should be used, Even if there are only two sites, there is still a formai Condition report produced (even if not annually) and this reflects the
Condition of the Statutory sites.
- County, Regional and National figures should be available for LNRs, as each site is formally designated by the relevant ‘local authority', has a

" management zlan and formally welcomed by NE.
- Some Biodiversity Action Plan habitat data is available frorn HBRC where specific studies have recorded or assessed the resource. Habitat resources
were also analysed within each of the district Reports of the Phase 1 Habitat Survey, representing the best available figures at present.

Q8 No
Q.9
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Rep Number Name Thames Water Property Services Ltd Section

CS/R27/4345/3/0 Thames Water Property Services Lfd
On behalf of

(3o you Consider the DPD ’ Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legaily
(2) Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National policy:

Q.6 i is crucial that the core strategy makes reference to the provision of adequate water and sewerage infrastructure to service development to avoid
unacceptable impacts on the environment and it is not considered that the existing references within the supporting text would be sufficient to ensure
this. Thames Water therefore recommends the inclusion of a specific policy in respect of water and sewerage infrastructure within the core strategy in
accordance with PPS 12 in order fo meet the "soundness" test and to complement Policy WAT2 of the East of England Plan.

Q7 The core Strategy should therefore include the following policy and supporting text:
'PROPOSED POLICY - WATER AND SEWERAGE INFRASTRUCTURE CAPACITY:
Flanning permission will only be granted for developments which increase the demand for off-site service infrastructure where: 1. Sufficient capacity
already exists; or 2. Extra capacity can be provided in tima {o serve the development which will ensure that the environment and the amenities of
local residents are not adversely affected. (new paragraph) When there is a capacity problem and improvements in off-site infrastructure are not
programmed, planning permission will only be granted where the developer funds appropriate improvements which wili be completed pricr to
occupation of the development.
'PROPOSED NEW POLICY SUPPORTING TEXT:
The council will seek 1o ensure that there is adequate water supply, surface water, foul drainage and sewerage treatment capacity to serve all new
developments. Developments will be required fo demonstrate that there is adequate capacity both on and off the site to serve the development and

that it would not iead to problems for existing users. [n some circumstances this may make it necessary for developers to carry out appropriate studies to

asceriain whether the proposed development will lead to overloading of existing infrastructure, Where there is a capacity problem and no
improvements are programmed by statutory undertaker, the councit will require the developer to E:a approgriate improvements which must be
compieted prior to occupation of the development.”

A further policy is included due to the tmescales of the planning processes for the core strategy and our own investment programmes, the warding
shouid be as follows: PROPOSED NEW POLICY - utilities development:

The development or expansion of water supply or waste water facilities will normally be permitted, either where needed to serve existing or proposed
development in accordance with the provisions of the development plan, or in the interests of long term water suppiy and waste water management,
provided that the need for such facilities outweighs any adverse land use or environmental impact that any such adverse impact is minimised.’

Q.8 No
Q.9



60
ON 80

-} 0 ClUE 108Ke Us] PoYS JO LoneINp jo angupe abueyn I
‘usiEUepUn useq aaey alebw o lesusduios 0] uske) SaINseall Aug PUE paunooo sey peduwl syl pun pabneB ag Aljesl JouuED 108)e Jo
sa:60p oWl alouLayLN 4 pauaddey sey Il 0 aasod Buiiow ‘PRLISIUCD SI J9S) 22IN0sSal Buj se 18} S2 Jey) usnlB anlsod paispisucd 2q Apsey UED SiU}
‘BuiBelep ag asiayic few yomm Suluadder 10U BUIIBWOS Jo ania A “oays Wis) Hoys saysod e §) s1ay) Aym puB|sIapun Jou 0p am ‘ZL VS 9y

£80 ASl0d SIIOHO PRlIBiaid [BUDIHPDY 0 UaWsSSessy ‘4 xipuaddy oD
:Aotjod [2uclizN Ym JuBISISLOD anosy3 pagusny oN punog {7}
: AebaT (1)

130U 81 ) 9SNBYAG PUROSUN St Q40 3 JepsueD nok o CIgCl 8y 18pIsuceD nok og

10 J2yeq ug

84Uy SPIcoey [BoIBOJOIg BIIYSPIOISH O/Le/98e L LCH/SD

HoI0RS aquen spioday 1eciboiolg SHYSHIoINaH  suieN Jaquiny day



Rep Number Name Herifordshire Biological Records Centre Section

CS/R2T/1286/19/0 Herffordshire Biological Records Centre
Cn behalf of

Uo<oc00:wamlzmwﬂa Do<ocSamamw:cnmmwczmoanmamnmmmmm:mzoﬁ”
{1} Legally -
{2} Sound No Justified Effective Consistent with National pelicy:
Q.6 © Sustainability Appraisal, Appendix E  Assessment of Preferred Policy Options  Table E2 Housing Policies.
Re. SA 12. We do not understand why the Phasing of Housing Development can have medium and long term positive effects, other than limiting the
suddenness of impact of a development, which is simpiy drawn out. This cannot be considered & positive other than in some form of mitigation effect
as there is still likely to be a negative impact-on most biodiversify uniess new gardens are expected to provide compensatory habitats, and these
primarily change the nature of biodiversity present to those species which can exploit opportunities afforded by new gardens.

Q7 We suggest the effect should be expressed as +/-
Q.8 No
Q.9
Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Biological Records Centre . Section
CS/R27/1286/20/0 Hertfordshire Biclogical Records Centre
On behalf of
Do you Consider the DRPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
{2) Sound No Justified Effactive Consistent with National policy:
Q.6 Appendix F, Assessment of Additional Preferred Policies, Policy SP2.

Re.SA 12, we do not agree with the positive attributes associated with Policy SP2, given the negative effects outlined within the Description of Effect
and comments / explanation. in some cases there could be little effect but in others it could be significant. The extent to which this could be offset by
mitigation / compensation in practice remains to be seen. It is not possible to control vegetation within gardens other than by TPOs, whilst unless
resources are available for management, habitat replacement / development may not be achieved.

Q.7 Reconsider each offect as at least +/-

Q.8 No
Q.8
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Rep Number Name Hertfordshire Bivlogical Records Centre . Section
CS/R27/1286/13/0 ' Hertfordshire Biological Records Cenlre
On behalf of - .
Do you Consider the DPD Do you consider if DPD is unsound because it is not:
(1) Legally
(2) Sound Yes Justified Effective Consistent with Nationai poficy:
Q.6 Sustainability Appraisal (See associated representation form)

We consider the comments made with respect to Biodiversity (SA12) within the above Tables to be broadly reasonable, other than some specifics
mentioned below*. However, where policies are considered to have positive attributes, whilst this may be true where ‘protection’ of sites is concerned it
may not have any positive impact on management, which is also fundamental to maintaining biodiversity on some sites. The same issue arises with
mitigation or compensation measures - subsequent management of habitat resources or features is critical.

Q.7 *Qther than Reference to CP11 in CS7.
*Change Policy References to / or include CS12 where appropriate.
*nclude ‘protection of floodplain from development’ within CS15; in this respect the impacts wouid be at least moderately positive ++,
*Within CS14 (15), where BREEAM is referred to we consider that the DCLG’s ‘Code for Sustainabie Homes' is also referred to as Category 9
specifically deals with on-site Ecology.
*Within C5(18)18, reference shouid be made to Habitat creation as referred to in Table 15.

Q.8 No
Qs



Appendix 3
Newspaper advertisements from the Watford Observer, Borehamwood

Times and Herts. Advertiser, specifying the consultation period for the
submission version of the Core Strategy.
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