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23 Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy responses

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS60
1253620

John Howard

Yes

Policy SP14/15/16

23.9/21/22/23/24. Dacorum’s Local Plan and the HGC Programme will together deliver a minimum of 10,600 homes
between 2020 and 2038 yet on the Key Development plan | see no landscaping, open space or conservation areas. it

looks just like wall to wall housing not in the up keeping with your Environment and Biodiversity policies

23.47 Is this statement for real “There are key issues to address as part of delivering new transport solutions for the
town: enhance movement within existing areas to make them more accessible through the provision of safe, convenient
walking and cycling connections particularly between the town centre, Maylands Business Park and the railways stations”
| just cannot imaging people walking from the train station to the town centre let alone from the town centre to Maylands
business park. Where is the consensus from the populous of Dacorum that there is a requirement to provide substantial
improvements in walking and cycling infrastructure? 23.53“In respect of acute care, much of the West Herts Hospital
Trust (WHHT) estate across all three sites is in poor condition and in urgent need of investment. In July 2019 the Trust
Board and Herts Valleys CCG Board signed off on the Strategic Outline Case for ‘The Future of Hospital Services in
West Hertfordshire’. The business case identified a very strong case for change and sought funding to progress with a
preferred way forward based on retaining an acute presence on all 3 of its current sites”. Despite the West Hertfordshire
Hospital NHS Trust (WHHT) proposal just to refurbish the old hospital sites this ideology is not supported by the majority
of the people in West Herts. All the refurbishment program will do is turn these already overcrowded hospital into restrictive
building sites causing more stress and frustration for patients. Surely the idea of building a new modern fit for purpose,

logistically placed hospital. even on a green field site. would be more beneficial to the populous of West Herts.
Then once completed move the medical staff to the new hospital and then , if still required modernise the existing hospital
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Included files

sites of Watford, St Albans and Hemel. In Dacorum, Hemel Hempstead Hospital provides an urgent treatment centre
and other local healthcare and outpatient facilities. 23.55 The proposed new crematorium at Bunkers Park will provided
a much welcomed action to accommodate existing and future demand within Hemel Hempstead and the wider area.
Along with the respectful and tranquility of the area.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS131

1153917

Angela Whyte

Yes

Ref.: 23.75 "a sustainable movement corridor linking Leighton Buzzard Road in the west to Redbourn Road to the east"

If the A4146 Leighton Buzzard Road is the main N/S link between Hemel and Leighton Buzzard, then | assume traffic
will increase along this road particularly with the increase in the number of residents as a result of the proposed housing
development in Hemel. In peak periods this road is already difficult to join from the side roads and safer traffic measures
will need to be introduced.

With the likely increase of traffic using the A4146, | wish to register concern about the potential increase of traffic using
Gravel Path in Berkhamsted as drivers seek to travel E/W through Potten End and Berkhamsted and to make their way
to Berkhamsted train station. This route is unsuitable for a significant increase in the number and speed of cars and
re-routing should be considered to encourage drivers to stick to alternative main routes.

For example, access to / from Berkhamsted, and in particular to the train station, from the east is better directed along
New Road, rather than Gravel Path, since New Road is wider, not so winding and dangerous and not residential.



Included files

The Safer Gravel Path Action Group is already active in trying to reduce the speed of cars using Gravel Path and the
number of accidents involving the railway bridge and vehicles at the crossroads with Station Road / Ravens Lane /
Ellesmere Road are proof to the unsuitability of this road for anything other than local traffic. The Safer Gravel Path
Action Group is planning submit comments to this Local Plan regarding the possible impact of increased housing on
traffic in the Berkhamsted area.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS380

Person ID 1260058

Full Name Redbourn Parish Council

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

1260042

David
Mitchell

Redbourn Parish Council

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

The extensive use of the Greenbelt for development between Redbourn and Hemel Hempstead goes against the purposes
of the Greenbelt as described in the NPPF. Specifically, the Hemel Garden Communities project will see urban sprawl
into the Greenbelt and the narrowing of the gap between Redbourn and Hemel Hempstead. In addition, the extensive
use of the Greenbelt will damage the local environment and ecology adding to the problems of climate change. On these
issues, Redbourn Parish Council objects to the draft Dacorum Local Plan.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS443

Person ID 1260496

Full Name Julie Wade

Organisation Details

Agent ID



Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

Please clarify if the proposed building is going to be on Grovehill playing field as this currently is still white on map and
no white box on Key to map.

This area is unsuitable for building of properties as rhe farmers field and into the playing field floods on a regular basis,
If the bilding goes ahead the flooding will become worse and push flood water closer to our property in Wootton Drive.
Councillor Alex Bhinder & wife Julie Banks also back onto playing field and should be able to confirm this.

The local area & along link road is gridlocked in the mornings/evenings with comuter traffic and there is no provision for
extra roads and public transport.

The public foot paths in this area have been greatley used over the past year especially with current pandemic. Who
knows how long we will have to live like this. Green spaces are supposed to be being preserved, not distroyed.

The town centre currently has huge developments of flats and if there is such a need for housing how has it taken almost
ten years to start building the proposed housing off the link road.

| attach photos of the flooding.

For the avoidance of doubt if ever our houses are subject to flooding due to flood waters being pushed further towards
properties in Wootton Drive , we will take legal action and advise any insurers that Dacorum Council were made aware.

| will also send email as only allows 1 upload of document

20210130_112459.jpg

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS470

1258240

Adele Giles

No


https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5795449

*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS610

Person ID 1261122

Full Name Mark Slade

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS640

Person ID 1261183

Full Name Oliver Fairfull

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation



Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

No

Growth at any cost is not the answer. The "vision" mentions sustainability throughout, but none of this growth is sustainable.
Overloading areas with a population it cannot support will be detrimental to the countryside, farm land, green space and
the lives of those who have chosen to live in the area. Steady and monitored growth means strategic thinking and
adapting to changing conditions. Build the infrastructure and only then, grow in line with that. The policy as it stands is
to build at a rapid rate, seemingly at any cost.

My experiences are of living in Tring, but it is likely the sentiment is echoed all through the Borough. For example, it is
already hard to get a doctors/dentist appointment. Increase healthcare capacity, then grow the community.

The employment growth you are forecasting is simply a proposal and not a reality. We simply can’t know what the
economic situation will be — some of your plan may succeed, but others will likely falter. Build the economy, then build
the housing.

Tring is a commuter town and a (significant) proportion of new inhabitants will likely commute to London on a trainline
already at capacity. Station car parks are full before rush hour is over - where is the proposal to increase that capacity?
You mention building a better link between Tring and the station, build it first and demonstrate that it works. What is
currently in place is dangerous for pedestrians, cyclists and drivers. A small cohort will cycle in any weather, many
(including me!) will not and will resort to driving. You also can't change the existing road infrastructure; Tring high street
is extremely narrow. A single vehicle stopping (eg deliveries, mail van) backs up traffic. Increasing housing in Tring by
such radical numbers will result in far more congestion and pollution — flying directly in the face of your environment plan.
It's easy to demonstrate now that people drive to the town and do not walk, and an increase in population will result in
increased traffic, particularly as the green belt sites are some distance from the town centre.

Residents in this area should not be made to pay for short sighted thinking. The proposal to build vast numbers does
one thing; makes developers very rich. They will build the standard "cookie cutter" houses, with minimal space between
properties, minimal parking and a minimal green space. Once they have been paid, they will leave and having irreparably
changed the face of the town, we, and future generations will be left to suffer the consequences.

These new estates seen all over the country are the modern equivalent of tower blocks build in the 60s. We will look
back in 50 years and wonder why anyone thought they were a good idea. The example to the west of Tring is a key
demonstration of this. Decorating the house that face the main road with a pretty stone fagade is just that, a fagade.
Look within the roads and you see narrow houses, squashed in at the edge of town, forcing people to drive to town.
Maximising profits for developers, ignoring the real needs of the town inhabitants.

In the original "vision", | believe the proposed number of houses in Tring was between 600 and 1100, which seemed

absurdly high. You have now raised this to 2,731 (an odd number, how can you be so exact? Presumably because this
was calculated by a formula rather than rationale thought) but cannot see any justification for that alarming increase. |
made the same points then, grow the infrastructure and then grow the housing stock, not the other way around. Targets



Included files

are not the answer. Destroying green belt and farm land is not the answer. Once you have made these mistakes, we
cannot go back.

This may be mandated from Westminster, but your job as our local representatives is to fight back. | am not anti-growth
— our population is expanding, but we need to grow in a sustainable, controlled way, not mandating the growth of a town
by 40-50%. | spent many hours reading through the 2017 documents and responding. Now to find out that you are
“doubling down” on expansion at such a rate is very disheartening. Many people do not have the time to read through
such lengthy document and reply but their lack of response should not be taken as de facto approval. We love where
we live. Please, take the time to make the right choice and not put this monstrosity of a plan into action.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS692

1249904

Mrs Christine Ridley

Yes

23.9 Dacorum’s Local Plan and the HGC Programme will together deliver a minimum of 10,600 homes between 2020
and 2038 with transformative changes for Hemel Hempstead. At the same time an additional 4,300 homes and land for
8,000 jobs are being proposed to the East of Hemel Hempstead (in St Albans district), also supported by the HGC
Programme. Beyond 2038 there is an opportunity for at a further 5,500 homes to be delivered around Hemel Hempstead
in both St. Albans and Dacorum administrative areas (subject to a future Local Plan review). This takes the long-term
development potential in and around Hemel Hempstead to over 20,000 additional homes by 2050.

The plan fails to mention that most of this building will be on Green Belt land. This development is far too big and will
be built on what is at the moment countryside. The above paragraph is written as though the Garden Community is going
to be developed on a Brownfield site, and therefore its size doesn’t matter.

Of all the development, | find this proposal the most shocking. In no way is this a ‘small-scale development'with ‘modest
levels of new build development’. Although | am not totally opposed to parts of this development being built, such
as the western section near the M1 planned in conjunction with St.Albans, the total number of houses planed is far too
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Included files

large and the part which will spread down the side of the valley to the Leighton Buzzard Road will directly affect the
beautiful views along the Gade valley. The biodiversity found in the farmland and adjacent ancient woodland, and
probably that of the river Gade itself will be severly affected, as will the ancient settlements which this development will
surround. This huge development will lead to an increase in the amount of traffic and pollution in the whole town and put
more strain on our services. This certainly doesn’t follow Policy DM27:

‘All development shall help conserve, restore or enhance the prevailing quality, character and condition of Dacorum’s
natural and historic landscape’.

[, together with a group of volunteers, help manage the Halsey Field Local Wildlife site on the other side of the Gade
Valley in Gadebridge, and whenever anyone comes to visit the site, they all exclaim about how beautiful the view is
across the valley (please see inserted photograph) This site is not officially in the ANOB, but the views are just as
spectacular as those further up the valley. Local people sit for long periods on the bench we have installed, enjoying the
view across this beautiful valley.

If plans for the Garden Community go ahead as planned, this amazing vista will be destroyed for ever, together with
some of the historic interest, and much of the wildlife the land involved contains. The prevailing quality, character and
condition of Dacorum’s natural and historic landscape will neither be conserved or enhanced.

23.63 Four foundation pillars:

1 "A Green Network - A network of green routes, travel and places will support healthy lifestyles, biodiversity, climate
resilience, environmental sustainability and the wellbeing of local communities."” There is no mention of how
biodiversity or climate resilience will be realised here. Without a carefully planned strategy which is binding this is
just 'greenwash' which is meaningless.

P1150795 (2).JPG (1)

Title
ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No

*

*

Yes
No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS752

1261250

Christina Thompson

No


https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5798718

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS773

1258939

Ed Shedd

Yes

Comments on 23.9

What level of review of the total number of housing will there be? And how regularly? We appear to be working on top
down figures provided by Government, with the shape of the plan "set in stone". For instance the further 5,500 homes
to be delivered post 2038 appear to be in the planning phase already, with infrastructure requirements taking into account
this phase. So how will the future Local Plan review actually work in this context? More broadly how agile is this Local
Plan, and how regularly will it be reviewed, and what impact will the reviews actually have?

Comments on MOU Mission Statement

Why is there no explicit reference to the environmental and health benefits that the Garden Communities are to deliver?
There is a reference to the Garden City Principles, but other than that it just states that we will deliver over 11,000 homes
and 10,000 jobs. It does not feel a compelling mission statement espousing the philosophy of the Garden Communities.

Comments on 23.28

The almost throwaway final bullet point "circular economy principles" is worrisome. Try as we may, we cannot understand
how paragraph 23.28 will mitigate climate change. It talks about increased investment in digital economy, and building
on the area's green tech expertise, but does not talk about what it might do to mitigate climate change impacts. The
bullet points simply say what you are going to build and what Hemel's heritage skillsets are.

Comments on 23.47



Included files

Fully agree with the aspiration in this paragraph. To state the obvious, this will need much focus and planning and it is
not clear how the plan can deliver these aspirations. How will the Region bring these plans to life and ensure that they
are implemented as enthusiastically as more "known" transport solutions e.g. building new roads.

Comments on 23.57

The wording in this paragraph implies that renewable energy generation is a "nice to have", "will be considered in the
future", as opposed to being planned and delivered in the short term. As with wording elsewhere in this document, what
is "known" and "understood" has much more action oriented language attached to it. The newer, transformative initiatives
are desribed in a much more nebulous way. There needs to be much greater detail on how the transformative initiatives
will be put in place and when, with a key requirement that the region is committed to delivering these initiatives. At
present, the language used simply does not inspire confidence that we will do anything other than repeat what has been
done before.

23.63. Finally, we see a green initiative described in the active. "A network of green routes will support"..., as opposed
to may, or could, or might. Fully agree that these are important to deliver and to deliver at the start of the Communities
development.

23.64 ltis joy to read these two crossover themes. The first time one finds paragraphs in the Local Plan which suggest
that the Region will deliver tangible measures to mitigate climate crisis and promoting the resurgence of locally produced
food.

Table 32. One comment. We are talking about the development of Garden Communities, digitally connected, with a
green network allowing for better connectivity etc. etc, and yet whilst there is reference to public open space and a country
part, the only transport solution outlined is the new road.

23.71 - "Sustainable travel will be given priority" So why is half this paragraph related to road programmes. This is a
constant theme in this document. Green aspirations, with repeated tangible carbon / car economy programmes and
solutions appearing first and foremost.

Title
ID

Person ID
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS887
1261482



Full Name Mr S Goold
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Although | think it's a good plan, | do think you have not thought about the fact that one little knock on the M.1. and Hemel
Communities Delivery is gridlocked and that would be even worst because of the extra people living here.

Strategy comment Plus now we have lost our Hospital and at best it can take 45 mins to get to Watford hospital.

We could then start getting perfect storms....lots more people, knocks on M1, rush hour and Hemel gridlocked.
| could not sleep, knowing people’s deaths could be happening, because of the above.

| hope the Council and the planers, at least take there time think about the above, as they have made mistakes in the
past, which has changed Hemel for the worst.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS905

Person ID 926372

Full Name Mr Michael Nidd

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden The draft includes reference to removing, in advance of the existence of a Local Plan for the period beyond 2038 (the

Communities Delivery expiry date of the current draft Plan) tracts of land from Green Belt: for which no base evidential data exists. Green Belt

Strategy comment is precious, and once it's gone it's gone forever; with no data to support its removal it must remain. The draft relies to a
significant extent to the Hemel Garden Communities scheme which in turn relies in part on the recently-abandoned St.
Albans Local Plan. It is hard to see any elements of Ebenezer Howard's “Garden Cities” thinking in the “Hemel Garden
Communities” scheme, which appears largely to have been conceived as a way of getting Government money to fund
a lot of consultancy work, all of it set against the “accelerated growth” agenda. The author spent half his working life as
a consultant and is all too well aware of the way in which the client can “steer” the consultants' work.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS949

Person ID 1205804

Full Name Mrs B. Watson

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden HHOS8 Station Gateway
Communities Delivery

Although | am happy for this site to be developed because it is a brownfield site there are some issues with it.
Strategy comment

1 The proposed buildings are too high rise and too dense
2 There still does need to be parking for the station particularly in the light of the Covid-19 pandemic.
3 There also needs to be somewhere for residents to park their cars

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS950

Person ID 1205804

Full Name Mrs B. Watson
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden 1 HHO09 National Grid Land
Communities Delivery

This is a brownfield site that | would like to see developed but again there is an issue with it.
Strategy comment

1 The proposed height of the buildings is too high and there are too many flats. In the light of the Covid-19 pandemic
it would be better if this development was less dense

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS951

Person ID 1205804

Full Name Mrs B. Watson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden HH10 Whiteleaf Road
Communities Delivery

| am happy for this brownfield site to be developed but there is an issue.
Strategy comment

1 A building in this development has been half demolished for months and months creating an eyesore. (although
due to the pandemic | have not driven past site for a year). Please can you make sure that this development is
completed as soon as possible and not left in this dreadful state indefinately.

Included files
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Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS1286
Person ID 1259116

Full Name Tring in Transition (TinT)

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1340

Person ID 1145350

Full Name Mr Edward Murray

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
14



Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1349

Person ID 772477

Full Name Mr. Roy Warren

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Planning Manager
Sport England

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

Paragraph 22.42: Hemel Hempstead Infrastructure

The section on Hemel Hempstead Infrastructure (pages 198-199) should out the strategic sport and leisure infrastructure
needs of the area based on the recommendations in the Leisure Facilities Strategy and Playing Pitch Strategy (e.g. need
for additional swimming pool space, additional 3G artificial; grass pitches etc). This would be consistent with the approach
taken to other community infrastructure types in this section.

Policy SP16: North and East Hemel Hempstead Growth Areas

Support is offered for Strategic Principle 2 of Policy SP16 as the principle of masterplans for individual phases of the
growth areas needing to demonstrate how the total infrastructure requirements for the whole Garden Communities area
will be provided and delivered is supported. This is because sport and leisure facilities are strategic facilities that serve
large populations and therefore need to be planned strategically across the whole Garden Communities area rather than
incremental provision being provided in individual phases which is not responsive to needs

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1438

Person ID 1262082

Full Name MR DAVE WARD
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | received the Leaflet this week about the Local Plan.
Communities Delivery

My concerns are with Grovehill area extension . There is issues | believe with the drainage for the new builds that will
Strategy comment

have an impact on the housing and transport links to Grovehill and surrounding housing areas.

Also | believe there are too many new houses being built with not enough planned infrastructure to support the increase
in population.

Hemel Hempstead is becoming a dumping ground for all and sundry.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1519

Person ID 1262216

Full Name George Godar

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
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Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS1645
Person ID 1262323
Full Name Emma Hilder

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1675

Person ID 1262338

Full Name PAUL HARRIS

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | am appalled that acres of green belt are being reclaimed for housing and development.
Communities Delivery

The building on this land will cause major traffic congestion, pollution and will have a major impact on the local wildlife
Strategy comment

in an area of outstanding beauty.

17



The Leighton Buzzard Road/ Dagnall Road is already overused, the bridge at Water End cannot cope with the amount
of traffic and is a hot spot for accidents.

The impact this development will have on the area will be catastrophic.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1925

Person ID 1262553

Full Name Henry Wallis

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1981

Person ID 1262709

Full Name Adam Giriffin

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
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*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | wish to object to the proposed development as | am very concerned about the local development plan that you have

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

published and the various impacts it would have on the parish of Great Gaddesden. | would also question the timing of
this at a time, given the current government imposed lockdown, when it is impossible to practically engage the wider
community in any form of real discussion.

The plan also has a number of inconsistencies in its approach and shows a lack of awareness and understanding of a
number of fundamental issues.

The plan would, if allowed, result in the urbanisation of a parish that is predominantly composed of agriculture land and
woodland and sits in an area of outstanding natural beauty (AONB). The proposed development would cover almost
18% of the parish and reach right to the border of the AONB demarcation line. Environmental impacts of sound and light
and noise alone would do significant damage to the natural beauty of the AONB. There can be no hiding from the fact
that the plan would have a very significantly detrimental effect on the green belt and also on the Chiltern's area of
outstanding natural beauty.

The area is already suffering badly from the creeping urbanisation as littering and fly tipping and traffic have become
major problems which are not being successfully addressed.

Whenever | drive through the borough | am struck by the potential number of brownfield sites available and although
there is evidence that some thought has gone in to its utilisation we are at a stage of urban development when inner city
retail sites are increasingly underutilised and occupied and could and should be used to boost the housing supply without
further damaging the natural environment.

It appears to me to be vital that all brownfield options are fully explored and maximised before reducing the hard-pressed
green belt land further.

The 'vision' refers to environmental sustainability but would result in the loss of some 2000 acres of green belt land and
open spaces and the green spaces it promises will result in the loss of 900 acres of the existing green belt land which
does not make any sense at all.

Although more housing is required | understand that the central government target that lies at the heart of this plan is
out of date (2014) and was withdrawn and substantially lowered for the rest of the South East of England and | would

19
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expect Dacorum to fight for the same degree of respite. More recent figures | gather show a much lower house building
target requirement, approximately half that of the 2014 figure.

Even before | was aware of the plan, | had been worried about the behaviour of the water table in Gaddesden Row and
had queried it with the Water Authority who said they had no responsibility for what happens to water issues on private
land but failed to admit to the true nature of the problem.

Ponds that have existed for hundreds of years have been drying up each year and often remain dry through the winter
and | now know this is partly a result of the long term over abstraction from our local River Gade which has of course
impacted on the aquifer underneath us and lowered the water table very significantl y. It has also put the surrounding
beautiful chalk streams at risk. Further development can only put yet more pressure on this fragile resource and have a
serious and permanent environmental impact.

The plan talks about 'developing the transport proposals' but currently the area this plan encompasses does not have
any existing infrastructure and can only result in more road traffic on already overcrowded roads. If traffic is to be diverted
away from the A414 during the construction of a mass passenger transport system toward the proposed new link road
then the existing Dagnall Road at Water End (a single lane over a narrow bridge and scene of frequent accidents) would
become totally congested.

The proposed link road with Junction 8 will compound the environmental issues and cause significant further environmental
and real harm to the sur roundings.

Dagnall Road would become yet another rat run for motorists fleeing the M1 congestion resulting in the road system
would simply grind to a halt and the road system running through the parish and particularly Water End would become
untenable. Walkers and cyclists would be at significantly greater risk and the already severe litter problem would become
even worse in the area of outstanding natural beauty.

| believe the plan does not pay due attention to all of these very important issues and, at a time when there are talks
about the area possibly becoming upgraded to a National Park, shows little regard for the understanding or appreciation
of this beautiful area. It is working towards an out of date and overestimated housing target and is needlessly damaging
to the environment.

For the above reasons | object strongly to the proposals and urge Dacorum to re-examine the proposals in the light of
the known facts.



Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2148

Person ID 1262755

Full Name Karen Johnson

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities DeliveryStrategy. Hemel Hempstead is better placed for development as the

Communities Delivery town has a better infrastructure and planned out areas and parks which were done in its development as a new town.

Strategy comment Whilst bigger than Berkhamsted it has more green space accessible easily to the residents than Berkhamsted which
has very little

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2153

Person ID 399537

Full Name Mr David Featherstone

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Implications of withdrawal of St Albans submitted Local Plan
Communities Delivery

The proposed local plan does not consider the impact of the withdrawal of the St Albans Local Plan
Strategy comment

Discussion: The Strategy assumes that large areas of Green Belt land east of Hemel Hempstead and in St Albans District
will be allocated for residential and employment development as part of the Hemel Garden Communities project. The St
Albans Submission Local Plan has recently been withdrawn from Examination as the Inspectors advised that it would
not be found ‘sound’. The proposed sites north of Hemel Hempstead (5500dw) in Dacorum must be called into question
if there is any doubt on the future viability of the Garden Community project as a whole.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2159

Person ID 1261286

Full Name John Saner

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden The delivery strategies for each area of development are based on out of date and false assumptions and as a result |
Communities Delivery believe will not deliver the perceived results.
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2168

Person ID 1261286

Full Name John Saner

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

Hemel Garden Communities

* The development to the north of Hemel is based on a falsely perceived need to develop a large area of green belt
» The proposal includes a plan to build a new road from the junction of the M1 at junction 8 to the Hemel/Leighton
Buzzard Road (B440). It is not clear where the junction with the B440 will be. The maps suggest somewhere
between Hilliers Garden Centre and Water If it is south of Water End, the bridge at Water End can hardly sustain

any more traffic and has a weight restriction on it.

If the aim is for the traffic to go to Berkhamsted via Potten End or to Leighton Buzzard via the B440, both these possibilities
would lead to unsustainable additional traffic pressure. If the proposal envisages a bypass of Water End, that will involve
the additional land acquisition not provided for in these proposals and the destruction of an historic landscape.

For traffic travelling north, the obvious route to avoid the bottleneck at Water End is to go via Nettleden and Little
Gaddesden which would cause unsustainable disruption to these villages

The B440 is not now a trunk road and there are several villages north of Water End which could not sustain the significant
additional traffic that any new link road to the M1 would involve.

» If the new road is not intended to be a link with the M1 but is intended to be an internal road servicing the new
Hemel Garden Community, there will still be significant additional traffic generated on the B440, which will still have
the effects outlined in 2 above.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS2171
1261286

John Saner

Yes
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*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Hemel Garden Communities

Communities Delivery « The development to the north of Hemel is based on a falsely perceived need to develop a large area of green belt
Strategy comment « The proposal includes a plan to build a new road from the junction of the M1 at junction 8 to the Hemel/Leighton

Buzzard Road (B440). It is not clear where the junction with the B440 will be. The maps suggest somewhere
between Hilliers Garden Centre and Water If it is south of Water End, the bridge at Water End can hardly sustain
any more traffic and has a weight restriction on it.

If the aim is for the traffic to go to Berkhamsted via Potten End or to Leighton Buzzard via the B440, both these possibilities
would lead to unsustainable additional traffic pressure. If the proposal envisages a bypass of Water End, that will involve
the additional land acquisition not provided for in these proposals and the destruction of an historic landscape.

For traffic travelling north, the obvious route to avoid the bottleneck at Water End is to go via Nettleden and Little
Gaddesden which would cause unsustainable disruption to these villages

The B440 is not now a trunk road and there are several villages north of Water End which could not sustain the significant
additional traffic that any new link road to the M1 would involve.

+ If the new road is not intended to be a link with the M1 but is intended to be an internal road servicing the new
Hemel Garden Community, there will still be significant additional traffic generated on the B440, which will still have
the effects outlined in 2 above.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2179

Person ID 1262762

Full Name Eric Dodman

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2289

Person ID 488516

Full Name mr hugh siegle

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden North Hemel contains two land parcels, HHO1 and HHO2 which together can accomodate 5500 new homes. This
Communities Delivery represents a major opportunity to deliver the regeneration and sustainability strategies sought by the Council and should
Strategy comment be brought forward for delivery in this Plan period rather than HH02 safeguarded for development post 2038.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2301

Person ID 610662

Full Name Mr Antony Harbidge

Organisation Details Chairman

Berkhamsted Residents Action Group (BRAG)

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
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*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden The delivery strategies go hand in hand with the Housing Strategy and Settlement Hierarchy, so BRAG would like to

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

refer back to the windfall analysis, which is a fundamental part of how much growth Dacorum can accommodate.

The table below illustrates the importance of how windfall calculations affects the amount of Green Belt release required
to meet the ‘non-target’ of 922dpa.

Currently there are two parcels of Green Belt in North Hemel, HHO1 and HHO2 with a total capacity of 5500 homes due
to be released now, but 4000 of these homes held for future development.

Based on last 14-year windfall average the requirement to build 2538 homes in the Green Belt could be accommodated
comfortably in HH01/02 in this Plan period.

If the more conservative view taken by the Council of a windfall average of 200dpa, the Green Belt homes requirement
of 4450 can also be accommodated in HH01/02.

The net effect is that DBC could achieve its target of 922dpa by releasing all of HHO1 and HHO2 now with the added
benefit to Hemel that only this scale of development can bring and remove from the Plan the need to develop on Green
Belt elsewhere in the Borough, a housing strategy that fully aligns with the current Core Strategy settlement hierarchy
which was ratified by the planning Inspector in 2013.

Of course, BRAG does not accept the 922dpa as a legitimate target, but if the Council truly believe the Hemel Garden
Communities Vision:

“‘Hemel Garden Communities: creating a greener, brighter, more connected New Town.

In the heart of the Golden Triangle between Oxford, Cambridge and London, Hemel Garden Communities will grow and
transform into a greener, more connected New Town, building on the best of its heritage and culture. Transformation of
existing neighbourhoods and the wider area, and the creation of new neighbourhoods, will support healthy lifestyles for
everyone. Hemel Garden Communities will be home to inclusive, integrated neighbourhoods connected by a green
network, and thoughtfully designed places with engaged communities, all underpinned by digital connectivity, a
self-sustaining economy and pioneering green technology driven by Herts Innovation Quarter.”

then DBC should be moving heaven and earth to bring that vision to reality within the plan period and not safeguard the
dream to 2050.

Title
ID
Person ID

Full Name
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS2426

1227518

Mr John LOWRIE



Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden It seems odd to me that you are asking people to comment on the delivery plans when the infrastructure strategy

Communities Delivery has not been completed yet. How can we comment on traffic flows created by 5,000 extra homes when the

Strategy comment studies into the effects have yet to be published. How can ask for CIL to be spent on Water End bridge bypass
if the facts are not there to support any claims for or against. Hemel Garden Community project is built entirely
on important green belt land. It seems to be that although it is too far from any existing infrastructure like rail
links it is the 'easy' option to stick a massive housing estate on a green field with 5,000 houses and job done.
The plan includes the creation of green spaces. Why? You have destroyed green belt land to create a green
space. It doesn't make sense.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2509

Person ID 1261723

Full Name David Matthews

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden None of the developments should contain properties above 4 stories. Hemel is not a high rise town. Yes we do have a
Communities Delivery few at the moment but they are out of character. You can't call it a 'Garden Town' if you are building so many properties
Strategy comment and these properties are above 4 floors.

Included files
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Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS2613

1263206

Andrew Farrow

Great Gaddesden Parish Council

1253616

Andrew
Farrow

Yes

The Hemel Garden Community (HGC) (23.6 — 19) envisages the development of 5,800 houses over the next 20+ years
of which the majority fall within the parish of Great Gaddesden which currently has 450 houses spread across five hamlets
in an area which is entirely either AONB or Green Belt; this represents an overwhelming and completely negative
transformational change in the nature of the area.

The plans envisage development right up to the AONB boundary and although we have been told that the development
will be phased as it approaches the AONB to incorporate a country park and other open spaces we see no details of
this in the Plan. It seems incongruous that Green Belt land is being withdrawn for development only for assurances to
be made that some of it will be left “green”. Why withdraw the Green Belt in the first place?

The Schedule of Site Appraisals for large Green Field sites of October 2017 for the equivalent Site HH-h1b North Hemel
Hempstead (Phases 1 and 2) had under the Technical Studies Assessment "Exclude from further assessment and retain
as Green Belt". What has changed?

The proposed HGC site appears to be directly in conflict with the Council’s proposed Policy DM50.2.a which states that:

“Locate development in areas that provide good levels of access to sustainable modes of transport and can make
provision for its improvement.”

This site lies between 4km and 8km from Hemel Hempstead station. In the absence of any transport plan it is impossible
to see how this can be defined as having “good levels of access to sustainable modes of transport”.

We have already expressed our significant concern at the impact and feasibility of the new link road from J8 of the M1
to Leighton Buzzard Road which forms part of the proposed development.



Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS2636

1262337

SALLY BENINGFIELD

Yes

| am writing to vehemently oppose the proposal for the building of 1550 houses in Hemel Hempstead by 2038 and a further 4000
after 2038.

Having lived in Water End for 47 years | have seen many changes to the local area and not many of these have had a positive
effect.

Itis impossible to believe that the local council are seriously considering such a huge development during these extremely challenging
times when green space has been found to be so important for people’s wellbeing and mental health. It is quite clear that either
no lessons have been learnt, if they have, they are being ignored. The plan fails to consider the likely impact of the coronavirus
pandemic and the recent changes to planning which may free up more sites in town centres.

There is absolutely no credible reason for green belt or areas of outstanding natural beauty to be compromised by such a hideous
development, the surrounding villages in which people choose to reside because they are quiet (ish) these days will be destroyed
beyond any recognition and this is totally unacceptable and simply cannot be allowed to go ahead.

The narrower roads and small bridges in the area are not designed to cope with the huge levels of traffic such a huge number of
houses would bring, not to mention the extent of both pollution and noise. The villages of Water End and Piccotts End would be
destroyed and the residents' homelife shattered.
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Included files

The scale of this proposal can only have a significant and hugely detrimental impact on the natural environment which is vital and
as Dacorum is lucky enough to be 60% green belt | feel it is essential that it stays that way and this proposed development should
be shelved.

| thank you for taking the time to read my email.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS2853
1263104

charlotte grange

Yes

The modus operandi of the HGC concept concerns me - it seems to have a focus on outward expansion and
decentralisation, treating the town as a large glorified bedroom for London commuters rather than a community into and
unto itself. The further outward Hemel expands, the futher people are from our town centre - bus routes are already a
necessity for many estates, such as Gadebridge and Grovehill, due to the inaccessibility of the town centre from these
places. To build even further from that, despite placing the neccessary amnemities locally, is to completely remove
people from the actual centre of their community, with adverse effects - particularly in terms of mental health for older
people who may feel isolated, and in terms of traffic pollution from those who would find it necessary to drive into town
from such far flung estates.

Para 23.8 suggests that developing vast areas around the north and east of the town will act as a 'catalyst' for the
regeneration that Hemel Hempstead so desperately needs. This will solely serve to decentralise and fragment an already
large town, and place a vast amount of strain on local infrastructure. The real upheaval that Hemel needs is in its decrepit
town centre, passed over by shoppers in favour of Watford, with its larger variety of shops and conveniences. Paras
23.40 and 23.41 acknowledge that growth will need to be supported by a 'vibrant town centre', however the proposal
seems entirely compliant with the current state of the town centre - its language suggests that the town centre will simply
continue to be 'a high profile shopping centre' and 'a distinctive, "best in class" modern town centre' when it is objectively



Included files

none of those things. The Marlowes Centre was an ailing white elephant even before the covid crisis, and shuttered
shopfronts and tired, unattractive 1950s architecture. It is sad place to be and could massively benefit from a complete
regeneration, which could follow on from the recent beautifully done and much appreciated regeneration of the Water
Gardens. Integration of habitation with shopping - something already happening on the land near the Forum - is a brilliant
way to create community. The Marlowes Centre, currently taking up a vast amount of space for little relative economic
gain, could contribute far more positively to the local economy as a mix of habitation, shops, facilities, and community
gardens.

The outward expansion proposed by HGC is contrary to this feeling of community and local Hemel identity, and is entirely
unpopular.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2884

Person ID 1263425

Full Name Andrew Farrow

Organisation Details

Nettleden with Potten End Parish Council

Agent ID 1253616

Agent Full Name Andrew
Farrow

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2939

Person ID 1263377

Full Name Jane Messenger

Organisation Details

31



Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

No

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS3053

Person ID 1261425

Full Name Camilla Pascucci

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

The DLP assumes that large areas of greenbelt land east of Hemel Hempstead and in St Albans District will be allocated
for residential and employment development as part of the Hemel Garden Communities projection. The St Albans
Submission Local Plan has recently been withdrawn from Examination as the inspectors advised that it would not be
found ‘sound’. The proposed sites north of Hemel Hempstead in Dacorum must be called into question if there is any
doubt about the future viability of the Garden Communities project as a whole

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS3151
Person ID 1012318
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Full Name Mrs Jane Hennell

Organisation Details Area Planner
Canal and River Trust

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden We note the various requirements to provide links to the Grand Union canal towpath, both from the Garden communities

Communities Delivery areas and Two Waters area. Any new residential or employment uses adjacent to the canal or likely to result in an

Strategy comment increase in its use should recognise the benefits the canal towpath can bring and actively look at ways these benefits
can be increased and improved upon. This could include improvements to the towpath to allow it to be more sustainable
transport route but also include waterbased recreation and access faciilties. Developers should contribute to the costs
of improving and maintaining these facilities through S106 and CIL payments.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS3155

Person ID 1263531

Full Name ELEANOR TROTT

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden have lived in Hemel Old Town for thirty six years. Over the years | have seen new builds over the borough, much needed.
Communities Delivery To use site’s in Maryland’s is great.
Strategy comment
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Included files

You are now looking at covering green field with houses. This area is already becoming over crowded. During this
pandemic year, we have been walking as advised. We go through Piccotts End then up Dodds lane away from people
to stay distanced and safe.

The land either side of Dodds lane floods , so where will this go if they are covered with houses. London was so badly
hit as it is so congested. With all these new developments the same will happen here.

| am aware there is a need for more houses but spread it out through the country,not only the South East.

Please leave us somewhere to walk away from crowds in the next pandemic as there surly will be one.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS3404

1263763

Adam Kindred

CBRE

1263757

Adam
Kindred

Yes

Hemel Hempstead will accommodate at least 10,600 new homes, almost 65% of the Borough's total forecast housing
supply. The sources of supply to deliver the 10,600 is from a combination of large town centre regeneration opportunities
(Hospital Redevelopment, Station Gateway) and well as urban extensions.

There is no disputing that Hemel Hempstead is an appropriate location for growth in Dacorum, however, it is important
that sufficient contingency is built into the Draft Local Plan to ensure that the extent of reliance on Hemel Hempstead
does not compromise other objectives. A key component of Paragraph 11 of the NPPF (2019) is that Local Plans should
‘be sufficiently flexible to adapt to rapid change.’

Town centre regeneration sites can be complicated and unknown factors at the allocation stage (e.g. remediation, viability)
can often make such sites unviable to bring forward policy compliant levels of affordable housing. Such sites are often



complicated by their nature and history. For example, the proposed redevelopment of Hemel Hempstead Hospital may
face potential changes in direction and timescales brought about by wider changes following the pandemic. More broadly,
the changes being considered at Hemel Hempstead Hospital are not being driven in isolation, but form part of a wider
interdependency with other hospitals (notably Watford and St Albans) that fall within the West Hertfordshire Hospitals
NHS Trust.

It is also unclear how the suggested allocation for 450 new homes fits against the press-release published by the West
Hertfordshire Hospital NHS Trust for the site:

‘Hemel Hempstead Hospital would become a planned medical centre, including a newly provided urgent treatment centre.
The Hemel Hempstead facility would be redeveloped into a centre for looking after people with long term conditions and
the next stage of planning will look at opportunities to bring additional primary care and community services onto the
site. In this way the Hemel Hempstead site will become a hub for accessing a range of health and care services.’

A number of the town centre sites included within the Draft Local Plan already benefit from site allocations through the
Site Allocations DPD (July 2017), including the Hemel Hempstead Hospital. The lack of progress that has been made
on these sites in the four years since the adoption of the site allocation document highlights the issue of significant
reliance on town centre regeneration sites as a cornerstone of a delivery strategy for the Draft Local Plan.

Against the current uncertainty for the site, it is clear that the proposals in the Draft Local Plan for the Hemel Hempstead
site do not meet the threshold of ‘developable’ as required by the NPPF (2019). To be ‘developable’ sites should ‘should
be in a suitable location for housing development with a reasonable prospect that they will be available and could be
viably developed at the point envisaged.’

We are unaware of any clear, justifiable evidence to support there being reasonable prospects that the site will be
available at the point envisaged with no public statement from West Hertfordshire Hospital NHS Trust to confirm the
potential for significant residential development on the site.

Similarly, in respect of the Station Gateway proposals — masterplanning and vision work was commissioned by Dacorum
Borough Council as early as 2011 to help in developing a vision for the site. 10 years later no progress has been made
in realising the opportunity.

Omission Site 89 (Hill Farm) (as further detailed in response to Question 5a) offers an opportunity to add contingency
into the early years of the plan which will assist in the advancement of a sound local plan. The site, unlike sites associated
with Hemel Hempstead, is significantly less constrained and could be delivered within the first five years of the Plan. The
site is in a single landownership and not subject to legal restrictions or covenants that would prevent the site coming
forward early for development. No significant infrastructure upgrades are required to facilitate the development. The
landowner of the site has led the sensitive redevelopment and enhancements of the adjacent Hill Farm and associated
dwellings, emphasising the landowner’s commitment to quality in design and placemaking. Moreover, there are not
considered to be any obstacles to prevent a policy compliant level of affordable housing being brought forward on the
site.

The lack of constraints associated with the site is also reflected in the ‘Green Scores’ provided in the Site Selection
Report — Appendix B (2020) for the themes of access, utilities, ecology and flooding.
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Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS3439
Person ID 1263124

Full Name Andrew Criddle
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Comment: It is disappointing to see no specific mention of sporting facility development when referencing infrastructure
development for Hemel Hempstead. There are clearly identified deficiencies in sporting facilities for the existing population
of Hemel. This will be seriously exacerbated with the vast increases in population proposed in this Local Plan. Therefore,
there needs to be due consideration given to identifying and supporting all opportunities for development of new sporting
facilities and expansion of existing facilities; plus identification of space for the location of such new developments,

All proposed new sporting developments should be designed and planned in partnership with local community clubs
and organisations that will be the users of such facilities and can provide ongoing sustainable development, maintenance,
stewardship and management. Developers and DBC (via DSN) should be encouraged to seek out local clubs/partners
to work with on such projects.

As stated in the HGC Charter this is a “once in a generation opportunity to have a transformational impact on Hemel
Hempstead”. If HGC is to create inspirational new communities and deliver exemplar infrastructure and community
facilities, then sport and leisure should be a key element of its Structured Delivery Plan (SDP).

The size and scale of the HGC developments provides significant opportunities for major new sporting hubs to be created
— perhaps in association with the proposed country parks or as gateways to these. In addition, the requirement for open
spaces and community centres within the individual communities of HGC can be facilitated by and developed by sports
clubs (see below).

This would be in keeping with many of DBC’s HGC Charter principles and strategies including “Active Local Stewardship”,
“Innovative Approaches to Delivery” and “Vibrant Communities”.

Included files

Title

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

EGS3738
1263921

sarah diehl

No

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS3983

Person ID 1261840

Full Name Rachel Heath

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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ID EGS4016

Person ID 1263101
Full Name Richard Hall
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS4134
Person ID 1264210
Full Name Fiona Fulford
Organisation Details myself
Agent ID 1264200
Agent Full Name Fiona
Fulford
Agent Organisation
Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
*  No
Hemel Hempstead Garden My understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel Garden communities strategy on the
Communities Delivery legal advice that it would not be 'found sound' which then rather puts the Hemel section of this joint strategy into question

Strategy comment The assumptions in this section of the local plan therefore need revisiting

38



Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS4157

Person ID 1262892

Full Name Jean Farrer

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS4330

1264321

David® Fox

personal

1264318

David
Fox

Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

My understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel Garden Communities strategy on
legal advice that it would not be ‘found sound'. This then rather brings the Hemel section of this joint strategy within this
plan into question.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

40

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS4348

1264325

Olivia Halper

Yes

The Strategy should be named 'Hemel Garden Communities Delivery Strategy' (remove 'Hempstead').
Key developments in whole of HH map on p193:

This map is highly problematic for a number of reasons and needs to be rethought:

Roads are the most prominent feature on this map — this is not the message about growth that the spatial strategy should
be sending.

The land use categorisation used in the legend sends wrong messages:

» There are very few ‘landscaping’ areas on the map. This is misleading, as in fact landscaping is distributed throughout
HH and new development areas. Suggest remove altogether as new landscaping cannot yet be identified.

» The growth areas are labelled with the ‘New housing’ symbol, however these will also include new local centres.
Whilst acknowledge that the location, size and nature of these local centres will be determined through the HGC
Framework Plan and other masterplans, it would be helpful to show on the map that new local centres will be
created here, and that the HGC growth areas are not only residential use.

* New employment will also be distributed in local centres as well as employment areas; this map does not show
this and therefore conflicts with the LP’s employment strategy.

» ‘What is mixed growth area’? This isn’t a standard terminology nor is it defined anywhere in the plan. North and
East HH are mixed-use new neighbourhoods areas, so shouldn’t they be identified as such rather than ‘housing’?



There is an area shown as a housing allocation to the east of the M1 J8 — this should be removed as this land is not
allocated for housing development and is not intended to be developed.

As with previous comments, it's important to clarify on the map using colours or symbols, legend labels and in the
supporting text that the Growth Area at Land at East Hemel is not allocated for development — it is not possible or
appropriate to allocate land outside the plan area. Instead it should be shown as an indicative location for growth. The
exact amount of growth to be delivered at LEHH up to 2038 and beyond is not fixed.

Boundary needs to say DBC and SADC boundary.

23.6-2.37: the paragraphs are repetitive. A better narrative would be to explain the programme and partners, then the
bid and MHCLG support. See text here:
https://www.dacorum.gov.uk/home/planning-development/planning-strategic-planning/hemel-garden-communities

23.7: The definition of the programme area is incorrect. the HGC Programme Area is the North and East Hemel Growth
Areas + town of HH and strategic sites + wider connections. This needs to be clearly set out (and it will help paragraph
23.8 below).

23.8: Itis confusing to bring in Spatial Vision with no context. The text as written also suggests that the SV is only guiding
transformation, not growth. Rather, say that the partners have produced a spatial vision to guide growth and transformation.

23.9 The first sentence makes it sound as though HGC programme and Local Plan operate separately. HGC Programme
is working within the LP. Suggest simplify by saying that ‘overall, a minimum of 10,600 homes will be delivered....’

23.10 ‘HGC Delivery Board’ is the correct abbreviation to use, not HGCDB. Suggest replace this text with: ‘The HGC
Delivery Board was formed by the partner organisations in 2019, underpinned by an MOU which provides a high-level
commitment to collaborate on strategic issues to deliver HGC.’

23.14-23.15: the order of the paragraphs should be swapped, as 23.15 refers to the overarching, whereas 23.14 refers
to one part of this. 23.14 could be demoted to a bullet point under 23.15.

23.16 need to specify which Hemel growth areas.
23.19 Not clear what this sentence means.

23.24 The second sentence referring to 4,300 homes to be delivered at Land at East Hemel Hempstead in St Albans
District should be amended to reflect that this is an aspiration, subject to the forthcoming SADC Local Plan.

23.40 Town centre should also be an employment location.

23.45 Modal shift is also key to responding to the climate crisis and making more attractive places which support healthy
lifestyles. This needs to be stated here — transport interventions are not just reactive response to growth, but are proactively
seeking to deliver something.

23.46 ‘The HGC Programme’ not ‘we’ has the strategy underway.
23.47 again, health and wellbeing is central to transport improvements.
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23.48 not ‘deliver’ but ‘achieve’ modal share targets. Update bullet point to make point that network of MMTIs serves the
whole of the town — existing and new neighbourhoods.

23.51 The exact requirements for schools — primary and secondary, the number, size and distribution / location across
the HGC area is subject to further IDP work and the HGC Framework Plan, and the requirements and detail here should
be revisited once the findings of these work streams conclude.

HGC Vision:
HGC Vision: Update by replacing text with the following:
‘Hemel Garden Communities: creating a greener, more connected New Town.

In the heart of the Golden Triangle between Oxford, Cambridge and London, Hemel Garden Communities will create
new neighbourhoods and transform existing ones and the wider area, building on the best of its heritage and culture to
become a greener, more connected New Town.

The vision is organised into four thematic pillars, all of which reinforce the aspirations to promote healthy lifestyles
and respond to the climate crisis.

Hemel Garden Communities will be home to inclusive, integrated neighbourhoods connected by a green network,
and thoughtfully designed places with engaged communities, all underpinned by digital connectivity, a self-sustaining
economy and pioneering green technology driven by Herts Innovation Quarter.’

23.63 Engaged Communities — text update to: ‘Connected and engaged communities will be active participants in the
transformation of Hemel Garden Communities. Cultural and heritage activity, public art, knowledge and skill exchange
and enterprise will all play a role, now and in the long term.’

23.64 Two crossover themes have been updated as follows: ‘Climate Crisis Response — including net carbon zero,
biodiversity net gain, circular economy’; ‘Healthy lifestyles — including active travel, engagement with culture and heritage,
inclusive, vibrant communities, food growing’

Delivering Growth and Transformation subheading: this section needs to be much clearer about the studies that the
HGC Programme has/is producing and how these will guide growth and transformation, as well as the aspects which
are to be directly delivered by the Programme. These include:

* Phased development is to be guided by HGC Spatial Vision and Charter, other design guidance, delivery strategies
and plans (includes TCPA principles, SDG, Transport Plan, Transformation Plan, Programme Delivery Strategy
and Plan (includes viability)

» Using the phased development to catalyse infrastructure delivery for the whole town

+ The HGC Programme will also be delivering interventions unlocking significant growth in solar power use, digital
connectivity and a LoRaWAN network for open data sharing platform, amongst others.



23.65 Spatial Vision is the key document underpinning the programme; Transformation Plan is, as suggested in the
name, the key document focusing on the transformation of the existing town.

23.66 Sentence is unclear and not helpful — the overarching, agreed agenda is HGC. If needing to talk about a challenge,
talk about alignment and leveraging growth to deliver transformation.

23.66 and 23.69 need to be strengthened. Avoid use of the word ‘aspiration’ for capturing benefits and enable town-wide
investment; this is a central purpose of the HGC Programme.

23.71: Support the sustainable transport, walking and cycling proposals. Additional text should be included to reflect the
proposed circular green corridor along the A4147, A5183 and the Nickey Line as shown on the Pillar 1 Green Network
plan in the Spatial Vision. This link is vital for enabling cycling journeys between St Albans and Hemel Hempstead
including the Growth Areas to deliver the modal share shift.

23.76: As previously mentioned, we question whether there would be benefit in this site being allocated for development
in this Plan-period, rather than being safeguarded.

SP14:

- Concept Masterplan should refer to Framework Plan

- 'guiding principles’ is vague, need to specify.

- It may be more effective to include the more detailed policy requirements for the HGC area into this policy rather than
doubling up in the later chapter, which may be confusing to the Plan user.

SP15:

A phasing strategy for North and East Hemel Growth Areas needs to be based on maximising the potential to leverage
external funding for infrastructure delivery. This is currently not evident in the policies and narrative. The HGC Team
seek to ensure that the Local Plan has enough flexibility to enable North Hemel phase 2 to be brought forward for
development and/or infrastructure delivery within the Local Plan period if this can unlock growth and investment. On this
basis, we query whether North Hemel Phase 2 should indeed by safeguarded for development for the next plan phase,
or included as an allocation in this plan.

Map on page 206:

All comments on map on p193 apply here. Also, we query the location and number of schools identified for Land at East
Hemel Hempstead. This needs to be revised to reflect latest understanding about need, and will be considered as part
of the HGC IDP work and HGC Framework Plan. Two schools at LEHH is not SADC’s current understanding of the
requirement.

SP16:

The general approach to this policy and the strategic principles is supported in principle. However the nature or detail of
any such equivalent policy in the emerging SADC Local Plan cannot be determined at this stage. Regard will be had to
this emerging policy in the preparation of the new SADC Local Plan.
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The wording of the policy should be amended to reflect either the requirements of the policy on development proposals
and applicants, or set out requirements for the local authorities or other partners. For instance, Parts 1 and 2 of the Policy
state that development will not deliver masterplans and design codes — this should be amended to state that:
“‘Development Proposals must be designed and delivered in accordance with/compliant with/in general conformity with
Masterplans and Design Codes. Masterplans and Design Codes will be prepared by landowners/applicants in collaboration
with the Local Planning Authorities etc...

SP16 1. Add: and will be required to show how they contribute to the Spatial Vision, TCPA and HGC Charter principles.
SP16 2. Concept Masterplan should be Framework Plan.

SP16 3. Remove reference to DDG. Replace ‘built and public realm’ with ‘built and natural environment, including public
realm’.

The reference to ‘Best Practice’ is likely to be difficult to define as a standard. It may be more appropriate as follows:
“development proposals will be of the highest quality in terms of...”

SP16 4-5. More emphasis needs to be placed on the importance of sustainable modes of transport within and between
Hemel Garden Communities including the important role that MMTI’s will play in the uptake of sustainable modes of
transport to achieve a 60% mode share by 2050. The fourth bullet point within the policy needs to be re-worded accordingly
to reflect this. The evidence for the 60/40 split (or what it becomes) will be available later this year. In addition the evidence
base which can be referenced to support a shift to sustainable modes is LTP 4. Here are the some comments from the
HCC response which are relevant:

Transportation matters within the local plan, must be in conformity with Hertfordshire’s Local Transport Plan 2018-2031
(known as LTP4), which was adopted by the county council in May 2018. LTP4 outlines the county council’s transport
policy by providing a policy foundation for a balanced approach to transport and consistently promoting and enabling
sustainable transport and sustainable travel behaviour, in order to support better economic, social, and environmental
outcomes for the county in a context of growth.

LTP4 key messages are as follows:
» Supporting and enabling a shift to sustainable transport;

* Policy, design and decision-making based around the Transport User Hierarchy which means prioritising, planning and
designing first for reducing need to travel, people walking and cycling, and then public transport, ahead of other motorised
vehicles;

» Enabling walking and cycling including through infrastructure improvement and increasing priority of people walking
and cycling (policies 7 and 8);

» Supporting bus services through infrastructure including bus priority measures (Policy 9);
* Travel/Traffic Demand management.

SP16 4. MMTIs will be more widespread than those identified; use the words ‘including at’.
SP16 6. Rephrase: ‘Facilitate the development of a circular economy’



SP16 7. Inclusion of additional wording to Part 7 to strengthen the policy wording: “Ensure that infrastructure is provided
at a rate and scale to meet the needs that arise from the proposed development in accordance with the HGC
Infrastructure...” . Replace ‘HGC Transformation Plan’ with ‘HGC Framework Plan’.

GAP: biodiversity net gain targets to be defined by the Programme will need to be met.

We note that Affordable Housing policy requirements are included in Policy DM2 Affordable Housing, however there
may be a bespoke approach to HGC - including principles on delivery, mix of tenures, management and nomination
rights - and the delivery strategy wording needs to convey this,.

Inclusion of additional wording in the final part of the policy to provide additional flexibility in how Masterplans for the
Growth Area can be used, and given weight, before adoption of the Plan. For instance “A masterplan for the whole of
the Growth Area will be prepared and endorsed as a material consideration for planning applications and/or adopted as
a Supplementary Planning Document.

The reference to Design Codes could be strengthened. Design Codes shouldn’t merely ‘inform’ planning applications —
rather that planning applications must be in accordance with endorsed or adopted Design Codes.

Map on page 210: Only roads are shown; this doesn’t do justice to the MMTI and walking/cycling route proposals for the
town centre.

23.78 Have these walking and cycling routes been implemented? Repetition from 23.80.
SP17 1. Community facilities should be added.

SP17 7. This part makes reference to a MMT]I to connect the centre and station with North Hemel Growth Area which is
supported. However the Policy should also include a requirement to make provision for sustainable transport connections
to the East Hemel Growth Area. It is vital that fast and convenient sustainable travel options are provided to provide
access to the station and town centre from East Hemel Growth Area and Maylands/Herts 1Q if the modal share ambition
and transformation ambition is to be met. How this transport requirement is to be met will be explored further in the
Transport Plan work and the HGC Framework Plan work, however a policy requirement is needed here to secure this.

Map on page 213: Comments on Map on p210 apply to this map.

23.86 Need to specify where the transport infrastructure improvements are linking to (i.e. key places in Hemel Hempstead
and wider area).

Map on page 216: Comments on all previous maps regarding depiction of transportation and land uses apply.

It is misleading to show Maylands in isolation of the North and East Hemel Growth Areas. The small inset map also does
not include any new growth areas. This must be corrected.
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Included files

As previously mentioned, this map also needs to clearly show that the employment area identified for the extensions to
Maylands/HertslQ is not allocated in this Plan, but is an indicative proposal coming forward in the neighbouring St Albans
District. The current map shows the orange allocation the same as other employment allocations in the area which are
in DBC district.

23.91 This paragraph needs to make clear what Herts 1Q is, and that it is within SADC. It currently is ambiguous where
Herts IQ is.

SP19 2. Need to make clear that the integration is functional and also about physical connectivity. The sentence reads
as incomplete.

SP19 6. Should this read ‘deliver improved connections to the Nickey Line’?; also include improving connections to
places around HH such as Redbourne and the countryside.

Map on page 219: Comments on all previous maps regarding depiction of transportation and land uses apply.

We can see the intention of removing the town centre and other HH areas from this map, to highlight ‘rest of HH’, but
this makes it look like these areas are green/open space and is very confusing/misleading. The same intent would be
better achieved by using the more standard technique of adjusting opacity of different areas of the map so that the focus
area stands out.

This map would be improved with some labels so that the reader could identify the different housing allocations, and
where the town centre is.

23.95 This section would be strengthened by including the intent to strengthen Hemel’s existing neighbourhoods/upgrade
them for C21 with windfall and infrastructure delivery. Otherwise it reads as though the rest of HH is an afterthought and
lacks a strategy.

23.96 Is it true to say that development will be ‘directed towards’ the following locations? These are the allocated sites
for development. Development proposed elsewhere, if appropriate for the area in question, wouldn’t be directed towards
these sites... need to rephrase.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS4388

1261609

DEBORAH CROOKS



Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

No

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS4403

1264352

Margaret Gibson & Richard Powell

Yes

As residents of Dacorum living in Great Gaddesden we are writing in response to the proposed DBC Strategy for
development. We have a number of concerns about its impact on the local environment.

Housing provision.

We are concerned that the Strategy appears to be based on out of date ONS statistics rather that the more recent 2018
statistics. This has resulted in a considerable over-estimate of housing needed in the area. We understand that using
the 2018 statistics would halve the amount of housing predicted to be required each year. This one correction alone would
mean much less impact on the local environment, much of which is Green Belt, and would be less likely to jeopardise
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the recent proposals to upgrade the Chilterns AONB to a National Park. The proposed Strategy may well threaten the
AONB status if movements through the area increase significantly as seems inevitable with the current Plan.

The proposed new housing areas to the NorthWest of Hemel are far from the existing transport and other infrastructure.
The Strategy amazingly looks to an increase in cycling, walking and passenger transport to enable residents to access
that infrastructure. This ignores the geography of this area; it is an area of hills so most people will choose to use a car.
Central Hemel is already suffering significant congestion and large housing developments in the proposed areas will
clearly increase it. The Plan does not set out how this will realistically be dealt with.

B404/Dagnall Rd congestion

The Dagnall/Hemel Hempstead Road is a rural road with a single lane, weight-limited bridge that is a bottle neck at Water
End. Traffic volumes are already an issue at rush hour causing long holdups. The increased traffic from the proposed
housing provision as it stands would make those hold ups much worse and make communications and access for the
outlying communities, dependent on this route, a very significant problem.

The proposed new link road from the B404 to the M1 would inevitably produce a large increase in traffic on the B404 and
the minor roads heading off the B404 towards Berkhamsted and Tring.These roads are not suitable for any increase in
traffic and are not suitable for upgrading. The Strategy appears to export traffic congestion from Hemel to these minor
roads and the rural communities such as Great Gaddesden and Potten End.

In short the local road network does not have the capacity for the proposed development.

Natural Environment

We are fortunate in having one of roughly 180 chalk steams in the world running through the Gade valley. The water
meadows around it are one of the most significant natural features of the area. Laudable efforts to restore the river by
DBC and others after years of what was, at best, neglect (eg licensing a waste site next to the river at Bishops field and
then neither checking what was dumped there or enforcing the provisions for topsoil replacement; out of date abstraction
licences given to the water company which have allowed it to abstract at the expense of the river flow ) would be
undermined by this development.

When | spoke to a water company representative a year ago about the (lack of ) water in the Gade - it having dried up
almost as far down as Pipers Hill Road - he said they were charged with providing water required by developers. They
were not allowed to say " We can’t do it without damaging the river/aquifer”. If this is correct it is up to those developing
this Strategy to question the water authority about the where the water required will come from and to then consider the



impact of hugely increased abstraction on the Gade and wildlife around it, as the water authority remit does not extend
to stopping inappropriate and damaging proposals.

Summary

Realistically the proposed Strategy will impact the natural environment of the Gade valley. This is something that is not
replaceable once gone. In disappearing the fields on the sides of the Gade valley, increasing traffic volumes on minor roads,
abstracting far more water than is sustainable the Plan appears to be more about putting large housing developments
on empty spaces on a map rather than a closely thought out scheme. This is simply not in the interests of the inhabitants
of the area and will be detrimental to their environment.

We ask you to reformulate the Strategy taking into consideration these reservations and objections.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS4499

Person ID 1264395

Full Name R Jane Dickson

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden |If the number of additional houses required is adjusted in line with more recent figures, then taking such a large area of
Communities Delivery Green Belt land adjacent to the Chilterns AONB would not be necessary.
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS4535
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1261836
Richard Sutton

No

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS4565
Person ID 1262255
Full Name AJ W
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Why are HHO1& HHOZ2 green belt release being held back for future development? Releasing them now would mean
that DBC can more reasonably reach its (non target) without using greenbelt land around Berkhamsted, this also maintains
alignment with the 2013 core strategy. Again, please do not allow developers to lead this growth plan, DBC should be
the ones using this growth strategy as an opportunity to protect greenbelt land

Title

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

EGS4735
1264485

Charlotte Brown

Yes

This plan has flawed calculations and projections leading to a delivery strategy that prioritises building on green belt
over brownfield and urban areas

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS4758

1264510

Martin Evening

Yes

The DLP assumes that large areas of greenbelt land east of Hemel Hempstead and in St Albans District will be allocated
for residential and employment development as part of the Hemel Garden Communities projection. The St Albans
Submission Local Plan has recently been withdrawn from Examination as the inspectors advised that it would not be
found ‘sound’. The proposed sites north of Hemel Hempstead in Dacorum must be called into question if there is any
doubt about the future viability of the Garden Communities project as a whole
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Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS4768

Person ID 1264462

Full Name Penny Clifton

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5074

Person ID 1264258

Full Name Fintan FitzPatrick

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5096

Person ID 211327

Full Name Ms Sara Leno

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Yes

Hemel Hempstead Garden Paragraph 23.26 and paragraphs 23.39 to 23.42.

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

With Covid having decimated the retail and hospitality sectors, and paragraph 23.26 saying that the Town Centre is no
longer an office centre it is difficult to see how the proposals will be achieved.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS5124

1250013

Mrs Nikki Bugden

Clerk
Nash Mills Parish Council

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

We are concerned that the proposed housing development on the periphery of Nash Mills (i.e. sites in the Leverstock
Green area, sites near to Junction 8 of the M1 plus increased employment at Maylands) will significantly impact the minor
roads through Nash Mills. These include Bunkers Lane which is very narrow for much of its length, Chambersbury Lane
and Georgewood Road which are primarily residential, plus Barnacres Road, Belswains Lane and Red Lion Lane which
are heavily used through routes already with much congestion at peak times. Additional traffic would be likely to cause
harm by way of increased congestion and vehicles travelling at unsafe speeds for residential areas.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5165

Person ID 1264544

Full Name Bethan Fox

Organisation Details

Personal comment

Agent ID 1264539

Agent Full Name Bethan
Fox

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5178

Person ID 1264509

Full Name Hannah Fox

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden My understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel Garden Communities strategy on legal advice
Communities Delivery that it would not be 'found sound'. This then rather brings the Hemel section of this joint strategy within this plan into question.

Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5231

Person ID 1264608

Full Name Nicola Beadle

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden My understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel Garden Communities strategy on
Communities Delivery legal advice that it would not be 'found sound'. This then rather brings the Hemel section of this joint strategy within this
Strategy comment plan into question.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5299

Person ID 1264532

Full Name Robert Clarke

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

No

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5471
Person ID 1264363
Full Name Roselyn King
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

You say that the proposed developments aim to create a greener New Town, but destroying large areas of the countryside
to build housing in North and East Hemel will have the very opposite effect. Nor will the creation of these new
neighbourhoods "support healthy lifestyles for everyone" because they will be destroying areas where many people
currently walk, cycle or jog and will make it significantly harder for the residents of Piccotts End, Grovehill and Woodhall
Farm to access the countryside and the mental health benefits of spending time in the countryside. If you were to go
door-to-door in these three neighbourhoods, explaining your proposals and asking people for their views, I'm sure you
would encounter strong opposition to your plans.

Title
ID

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS5492
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1264647
Richard Burnell

No

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS5508
1264048

Alison Fraser

Yes

Housing must not be high density and all houses should have a decent garden.The new estates must have decent sized
parks and green corridors.

| would also question that that many homes are going to be needed in Hemel Hempstead, (Brexit and Covid, more people
working from home may mean people can live in less expensive parts of the country and won't want to move to Dacorum).
Furthermore why are St Albans being allowed to build houses that will be essentially more in Hemel than St Albans?
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Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS5559
Person ID 1264491
Full Name Paul Wade

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5684

Person ID 1262957

Full Name Gregory Hukins

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
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Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS5705
Person ID 1144878
Full Name Mr Peter Moore

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS5797

Person ID 1261255

Full Name Sarah Lightfoot

Organisation Details

Agent ID 1261248

Agent Full Name Sarah
LIGHTFOOT

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden BRAG has responded to this strategy clearly and in detail - | endorse their comments.
Communities Delivery

The Hemel Garden Community should be inluded in its entirity in the current plan. This will enable a comprehensive,
Strategy comment

rather than piecemeal approach and - if the vision is to act as major catalyst for the transformation of the town - it should
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not wait for some unspecified time beyond 2038. It is the opportunity for DBC to do something outstanding to enhance
Hemel.

Romoving large swathes of Green Belt now and altering the nature of the historic town of Berkhamsted, while holding
back development of 4000 homes, cannot meet a justification of 'exceptional circumstances'.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5890

Person ID 1264752

Full Name Chris Brown

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS5893

Person ID 1264354

Full Name Juliet Penaliggon

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden My understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel Garden Communities strategy on
Communities Delivery legal advice that it would not be 'found sound'. This then rather brings the Hemel section of this joint strategy within this
Strategy comment plan into question.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6056

Person ID 1264797

Full Name Robert Diehl

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden 23.9 - why hold back housing for beyond 20387 this seems illogical.
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6207

Person ID 1264872

Full Name Ben Penaliggon

Organisation Details
Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

My understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel Garden Communities strategy on
legal advice that it would not be ‘found sound'. This then rather brings the Hemel section of this joint strategy within this
plan into question.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6217

Person ID 1264875

Full Name Kate Bellingham

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

A feature of the Hemel 'New Town' was distinctive communities separated by green swathes (bigger than what are
traditionally called 'wildlife corridors'). Examples are Scrubhill Common, Warners End Valley and Gadebridge Park.
While the new areas to the north and east of Hemel are described as having 'landscaping’, this suggests much less
communal open space. We only need to look at the impact of the pandemic to see how fortunate many of us in Hemel
have been to be close to large open spaces, including the canal side and Boxmoor Trust land. Developers will be loathe
to guarantee this kind of open wild-life friendly area. It is vital that this character is maintained - for residents old and
new, and for wildlife and sustainability goals.

Title
ID

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS6262
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Person ID 1264834
Full Name llina Jha
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6407

Person ID 1264750

Full Name Neil Joyce

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS6489



Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1264936
Jane Cracknell

No

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS6526
1264959

Neil Fraser

Yes

| wasn't aware of this plan until my mother told me about it today (28th Feb). | live in Grovehill and haven't had any leaflet
drops about this plan. So | haven't time to read and comment on the plan fully. | am not happy that you are getting rid
of beautiful countryside and replacing it with houses. How can you build on greenbelt? How is this allowed? Grovehill is
high density and what makes it a nice place to live is all the countryside on our doorstep. With the new developments
Grovehill is going to become more like an inner-city area. Who is going to be able to afford to live there anyway? I'm a
homeowner and would not be able to afford to move to a more expensive property (the ones that are still for sale at
Upper Bourne End are over £500,000 and other new homes in Dacorum on infills are even more expensive). Wages



Included files

are stagnant and with taxes, either income or more hidden, likely to rise to pay for the pandemic who will be able to buy
the houses that are not 'affordable'? | have been working from home during the pandemic and am likely to be able to at
least do some of my work from home after the pandemic. Therefore, a move away from Dacorum to somewhere cheaper
(for example Bedfordshire) and less built up would make more sense, than buying what is likely to be an overpriced new
home in Dacorum. It is affordable homes that are needed for people that have been unable to save due to high rents.
I’m not sure where your evidence is that sufficient numbers of people will want to and be able to afford to live on the new
estates; particularly those above Grovehill and Woodhall Farm. | hope that homes do not get built on the greenbelt and
only if there is a genuine need after brownfield sites have been built on first. We have a green belt for a reason.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6597
Person ID 1263462
Full Name Bourne End
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden It seems premature to embark on yet another invasion of the green belt disguised as a garden community when brownfield

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

sites and regeneration sites remain unaudited, for example the office demand affected by covid 19 changes in working
practices.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6623

Person ID 1265007

Full Name Duncan Brown

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6814

Person ID 1265036

Full Name Tom Burrows

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6858

Person ID 1261827

Full Name lan Brener

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

This is an awful way of getting a response from ordinary citizens. The document is over long and unreadable. It is
ridiculous and irresponsible that this is happening during such an unprecedented crisis for our country. | can't believe
that this is legitimate.

| endorse the response from the CCG

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS6860
1265006

Tracy Bownes

Yes

The proposed addiitional housing in Hemel Hempstead is significant. Of particular concern is how the transport routes
in Hemel support the additional population, employment and movement.

The plan refernces, "a strategic sustainable movement corridor linking Leighton Buzzard Road in the west to Redbourn
Road (within SADC) to the east." The plan does not, however, highlight this on the planning maps, instead referencing
it for the first time in clause 23.75. The implications of this proposal are wide reaching - for traffic load on Leighton
Buzzard road and through the AONB in Potten End and the Chilterns. These roads and connections are currently
inadequate to support the inevitable diversion of (HGV and private) traffic from Berkhamsted through Potten End and
via this "new corridor," in preference to the longer and congested A41 - A414-M1 links from Berkhamsted, Northchurch
and Tring.
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The loss of hespital services from a growing local population is regrettable - and places further strain on Dacorum
residents to travel (time) and to pay for parking in Watford. Watford capacity is already stretched.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6935

Person ID 1265063

Full Name Richard Scott

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Flawed windfall calculations and projections leads to a faulty delivery strategy that prioritises building on Green Belt,

Communities Delivery especially surrounding Berkhamsted and Tring, over brownfield and urban development (contrary to NPPF), while holding

Strategy comment back the bulk of the Hemel Garden Communities allocation for after the Plan is illogical. The Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy is clearly developer led and offers no protection to Green Belt or infrastructure improvements for issues that
already exist.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS6988

Person ID 1265081

Full Name Caitlin Neale

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
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*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7008

Person ID 1265105

Full Name Jonathan Tay

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Increased traffic on the A41/Kings Langley with the chances of serious improvement to the A41/M25 junction remote in
Communities Delivery the near future. Due to expansions in Tring, Berkhampsted and further afield, peak trains will be full by the time they
Strategy comment reach Hemel.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7061

Person ID 1263561

Full Name Alexander Bhinder

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation
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Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Too late to elaborate.
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7138

Person ID 1265074

Full Name Stephen Wilson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden The plan incorporates the development of a huge area of the upper Gade Valley. This is wrong and | am against it. The
Communities Delivery valley has been recognised for its outstanding natural beauty, and any development would destroy it for ever.
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7208

Person ID 1265129

Full Name Karen Foxwell-Moss

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

Clearly, prioritising building on Green Belt, especially surrounding Berkhamsted and Tring, over brownfield and urban
development in the Hemel Garden Communities allocation is unjustifiable. It goes against NPPF strategy.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7300

Person ID 358532

Full Name Ms Gillian Culham

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

P211 — Hemel Hempstead Town Centre and health and wellbeing page: EPR28 36

23.80. Re-configuration of the hospital site is much sort after — not to rely on Watford alone, it’s too far for emergencies,
especially with all the new construction in thus part of Hertfordshire, all the extra communities perhaps we can still get
a NEW HOSPITAL, in the HUNTON BRIDGE area — more choice of roadways to reach this place.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7324

Person ID 1265325

Full Name STEVE GILDEN

Organisation Details
Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

Having read the local plan | am dismayed at the amount of housing being planned for Hemel Hempstead. This is far in
excess of the amount needed for the residents of Hemel and is just encouraging incomers. | also think it is scandalous
to build on Greenbelt land (or what was once Greenbelt land that has been reclassified). The area around Grovehill
should not be built on & The Crown Estates should not be allowed to compulsory purchase land off the landowners. With
this excessive amount of planned housing little thought seems to have gone into medical care- the area needs a new
hospital and even if Watford is redeveloped it will not meet the needs of the area. | have very little faith in this planning
process both from a National and Local level and | really do not think the interests of Hemel Hempstead residents are
being met by this plan.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7394

1265375

LANYING BURLEY

Yes

| am writing to object to the proposed development. | am very concerned about the development plan that has been
published and the impact it would have on the parish of Great Gaddesden.

| appreciate that things should continue in lockdown but for something as important and as significant as this should be
done when people have the freedom to engage and discuss this issue which will adversely affect so many people. A
proposal to increase housing in the borough by 25% on 2000 acres of Green Belt, countryside and urban green space
is a major plan which needs to be fully considered by everyone involved . | hope that this is not being pushed through
at a time when people cannot easily take a stand or get together to voice their opinions.



Included files

The proposed development covers almost 18% of the parish and reaches right to the border of the (Area of Natural
Beauty) AONB demarcation line. The increase of sound and light pollution will si gnificantl y damage the natural beauty
of the AONB. Chiltern's area of outstanding natural beauty should not be made vulnerable to this so called 'vision'.

The area is already suffering badly from the creeping urbanisation as littering and fly tipping and traffic have become
major problems. Increasing the number of housing, people and traffic will only make the situation worse. The roads and
country lanes are not fit to cope with increased traffic and will only lead to more congestion and more accidents on the
narrower lanes where there are many cyclists and walkers.

| appreciate that developers are pushing hard but we need to push back even harder and not permit this plan.

We do not need all this housing. | appreciate that Dacorum has fought hard to have the original number lowered and
had expected the original number of 922 to be reduced when the algorithm was cancelled but it has actually been
increased by the Ministry of Housing and Local Government to an even more unreasonable figure despite clear evidence
that the need is actually likely to be substantially lower.

It is vital that the fight to correct this continues and secures a permanent resolution to help protect this parish and this
county from irrevocable harm.

The plan talks about 'developing the transport proposals' but currently the area that this plan encompasses does not
have any existing infrastructure and can only result in more road traffic on already overcrowded roads. The proposed
link road with Junction 8 will compound the environmental issues and cause significant further environmental and real
harm to the surroundings.

| strongly object to the proposals and urge Dacorum to continue to resist inappropriate targets, to continue to fight for
fairer ones and make clear the problems and issues which this plan will create.

Title
ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No

*

*

Yes
No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7460
1264102

Jacqueline Sawyer

Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden | wish to object to your proposed Dacorum development plan.

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
Title
ID

Person ID

Full Name

Organisation Details
74

1 Green belt should remain in place.

Green Belt Land: A definition
Green belts are a buffer between towns, and between town and countryside. The green belt designation is a planning
tool and the aim of green belt policy is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open;

1 Current Infrastructure will simply not support the additional homes.
Not enough school places within neighbourhood vicinities.
Not sufficient medical services ie Access to GP s, Dentist, &
Limited local hospital facilities.

1 Hopelessly inadequate road network. Cycle ways are not the answer, residents commute. The designated industrial
area ( Maylands Avenue) already part residential.

1 Local jobs, simply not enough to support such a influx of people.

1 No regard for additional leisure facilities, most current provision over subscribed.

This plan has no regard for the quality of life living in Hemel Hempstead. Just an ill conceived plan, a wholly inadequate
strategy.

| am not against some additional residential housing, but the scale of the development you are proposing is astounding.

Every resident of the borough you represent will be negatively affected in some way, and sadly if agreed we will loose
so much and gain so little.

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7539

1265590

Ms Hazel Ellis



Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| have just been looking at your proposals, and frankly it makes me want to move from the town | have lived in all my
life. How can we possibly need this many houses? How is it acceptable to build on Green Belt land EVER? The land
above Piccotts End is one of the few areas left as a "green lung" just outside the town.

Why do we need the town centre to be crammed full of houses and flats with little or no parking provision? | note you
are even proposing building on an existing car park! We have seen the results of over-development in the Nash Mills
and Apsley areas with regards to parking issues. This will make the entire town unnavigable for motorists.

The proposals all around the Box Moor Trust land and Two Waters area are intrusive and excessive. Again, this is one
of the few places in the town centre that is natural and green.

And finally, how can it possibly be acceptable to build this many new houses when there is NO HOSPITAL for our town?
| am completely exasperated.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7613

1260058

Redbourn Parish Council

Yes

Comments to Public Consultation on Dacorum Local Plan from Redbourn Parish Council:

In respect of the Hemel Garden Communities project, the draft Dacorum Local Plan seems to be assuming that extensive
development on Greenbelt land in the Redbourn Ward of St Albans District, is a 'done deal' when, in fact, St Albans
District Council is starting afresh with a new draft Local Plan and development sites have yet to be decided. Accordingly,

75



such references to development in St Albans District should be removed from the draft Dacorum Plan. In any case,
Redbourn Parish Council objects to any extension into the Parish's Greenbelt. Loss of Greenbelt between Hemel
Hempstead and Redbourn Village would see urban sprawl and a significant narrowing of the gap between the two
settlements contrary to the purposes of the Greenbelt as outlined in the NPPF. In addition, extensive development on
Greenbelt in the area would cause serious damage to the local environment and ecology at a time when we have a
climate change emergency. It should also be noted that much of the land to the east and north east of Hemel is high
quality farm land (grade 2), and should be protected as such.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7621

Person ID 1207710

Full Name Penny Bennetts

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | notice "we plan to uplift densities of new homes ..." which | take to mean people will be living in tiny homes which |

Communities Delivery oppose. It sounds like a slum-to-be. | think it is better to build well than squeeze people into residential boxes. If you

Strategy comment lower the number of homes needed, this would be possbile. i do not like the large development to the north of Hemel
Hempstead in particular.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7762

Person ID 1265794

Full Name RICHARD EVANS

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Yes

| am a resident of Hemel Hempstead, and | am writing to give feedback on the Dacorum Local Plan.

| am worried that the proposal to build more than 900 homes per year in Dacorum will have a very negative effect on
our borough, seriously diminishing it as a place to live. The green space around Hemel is the thing that makes it special,
and | worry that if we lose more green space to housing then it will have a negative effect on the area. It also makes it
likely that we will have more buildings of over four storeys and, particularly around the moor, this will make the area
much less attractive. The moor is a huge asset to our town and we should be protecting it at all costs, including from
having more homes there that will make it feel less rural and lead to more traffic.

This does not feel like a sensible time to be determining future housing need. We have already seen people leave the
UK as the result of Covid, and it is likely that Brexit will significantly reduce net immigration from EU countries (and
Dacorum's proximity to London means it will be disproportionately affected by this). Also, the rise of home working as a
result of Covid is likely to have a long-term impact on working habits, which could in turn make Hemel's easy access to
London less of a draw to the town, with people choosing to live in towns with less easy access to London because they
may only be going into London a couple of times a week. Given the high level of uncertainty about future housing need,
it is absolutely the wrong time to be planning a large expansion of home building. | have real fears that we will end up
losing our green space and increasing the number of tall building to build homes that sit vacant because there aren't the
people who want to live in them.

| urge the council to reject the plan, or at least scale the level of planned housing expansion back significantly.

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7776
1265892

Madeleine Woodstock
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden We are Dacorum residents in Boxmoor and very concerned by the lack of consultation on this plan. The green belt land
Communities Delivery is one of the reasons we have chosen to buy a house in this area and overdeveloping our countryside strips this part of
Strategy comment town of what makes it so special

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7778

Person ID 1265893

Full Name James Moodie

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden We are Dacorum residents in Boxmoor and very concerned by the lack of consultation on this plan. The green belt land
Communities Delivery is one of the reasons we have chosen to buy a house in this area and overdeveloping our countryside strips this part of
Strategy comment town of what makes it so special.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS7844

Person ID 1265143

Full Name Abigail Evans

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

| do not agree with the proposals in the Dacorum Local Plan 2020 to 2038 for the following reasons:

Too many homes are proposed. This plan should be about making Hemel be a nicer place to live, not about how to meet
government building targets. Hemel is a great place to live but increasing the population density would make this a worse
place to live as there would be too many people, the area of the town would be too vast and we would lose the countryside
feel that made us want to move here in the first place. | don’t think that numbers that have been proposed are correct
and | think that we should be using the most recent data from ONS to calculate the number of homes needed.

| do not want greenbelt land to built upon as this is what makes Hemel a lovely place to live and we are so lucky to be
surrounded by beautiful countryside. | also do not want the area of the town to increase as it already feels that we cover
a large area. | do not want Hemel to merge with Bourne End or will be used and it will then be gone forever. | do not
want this land released to developers as | do not trust that the right decisions on what homes are built will be the right.
To release greenbelt land should only ever be done in exceptional circumstances and these are not exceptional
circumstances. | have two young children that love being outside and love the green space and | want this to be kept
safe for them as adults and also for their children.

To fit in this number of homes, many tall buildings will be built and this will make Hemel feel like a city rather than a rural
town. | do not want to see any buildings above 6 storeys in Hemel. | think that people are moving out of London because
they realise that they want gardens and green space. A friend in the development business has told me that homes
without outside space are not a good investment and are not popular with buyers. | do not think that flats are suitable
for people with young families and that they should have houses with gardens. | don’t like looking up from the moor and
seeing the Kodak building as it ruins the skyline so | definitely don’t want anymore tall buildings. | feel that the ones that
have been built on the old civic centre sight feel very imposing and claustrophobic and | would hate that feeling to be
elsewhere in Hemel.

There are 7000 people on the housing list in Dacorum but in this plan, only 70 of the homes proposed per year are
expected to be social housing. This is nowhere near the estimated 315 homes that we need per year.

I am glad that Dacorum Council have declared a climate emergency and have ambitions to address environmental issues
but | don’t feel they are taking this seriously as they are then saying that they are going to build all these new homes.
This amount of building will generate vast amounts of CO2 through all the building materials and machinery used but
will also make matters worse by removing green space and so take away the means of absorbing CO2. I'm also concerned
that we will have more pollution as more people equals more cars, despite whatever promises of better transport are
made by the council. The larger in geographical size the town gets, the more people will be dependent on getting into
their car to get to shops, the train station or drive themselves or their children to clubs.
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Included files

| am concerned that within the timescale of this plan there will be water shortages as we are already close to our limit
and the extra population will prove too much for our water supply. | am not aware of any plans to address this from the
council or the water companies. This is a big issue and it is worrying that this is not being addressed.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7861
1265018

Kevin Sears

Yes

To whom it may concern,

| believe that the number of new homes included in the local plan is too just too many. It will have a detrimental effect
on the local area.

One of the best things about Hemel is it's green space and rural feel. After all it is a town, not a city, and | do not want
it to turn into an overcrowded area full of high rise buildings and too many properties which is what is proposed in the
Plan.

The greenbelt land is hugely important for me and my children and should not be released unless for exceptional reasons.
Building too many properties, which will not benefit more than a fraction of those requiring social housing, is simply not
an exceptional reason.

Removing green space whilst generating harmful CO2 is not environmentally responsible behaviour and completely
goes against the environmental statements Dacorum Council have made regarding the Climate emergency in the past.
Furthermore additional homes brings additional cars and further impact on the environment.



Included files

There is no information as to how the infrastructure will cope with the additional number of homes proposed. They have
closed our local hospital and how will utilities fulfill this many new houses? How will schools, doctors and other services
cope?

| live in Boxmoor with my family and am lucky to enjoy beautiful views of the Moors, river and Canal from my house.
Every day my family enjoys our immediate green surroundings- it is so important for our physical and mental wellbeing
to have these green spaces around us and not more dwellings. We have a huge array of wildlife in Boxmoor, including
Kingfishers and newly introduced watervoles. This is an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and should be maintained
without hesitation, not destroyed which is what will happen if this Local Plan is approved.

Please acknowledge this email and confirm my response has been received.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7879
1265981

Elaine Bidwell

Yes

| wish to express my concern at the proposed building of new homes within Hemel Hempstead and surrounding areas,
particularly in relation to building on Green Belt land and other green spaces.

If lockdown has shown us one thing it is the importance of green space during difficult times. Being able to walk out of
your front door and see and explore open areas of greenery, harbouring nature, is so important for every person's health
and wellbeing. For this reason alone, although there are plenty more, new homes should not be built on green spaces.
Even being able to look out of the window and see some green is so important. If you go ahead with these proposals
we will all be looking out on a sea of concrete.
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Included files

I live in Grovehill so of particular worry to me is Marchmont Fields. To build houses in this area would increase the
neighbourhood of Grovehill to a ridiculous size, putting pressure on local roads, shops, schools, doctors, dentists and
public transport. The Link Road currently is a very busy main road, which if you have a housing estate half way down it,
with a mini roundabout, would cause serious congestion. The other concern on this site is having a traveller's site. We
are all familiar with the Cherry Tree Lane site and the problems of anti social behaviour throughout the town which this
site brings. To locate another site in Hemel Hempstead would be a big mistake and totally against residents' wishes.

The other reasons why green space shouldn't be built on are as follows:

Do we really need all these extra homes? The way | see it, nobody born and bred in Hemel Hempstead is going to be
able to afford them, however affordable you try and make them. Most of them will be snapped up by people from other
areas or landlords renting them out to young professionals. There are already a mountain of new apartments being built
both in the town centre and the industrial area, along with offices being turned into apartments. Surely wait and see if
they get filled before thinking about building more. At least these apartments are being built on brownfield sites and are
not impacting on or damaging the environment.

How can we accommodate more homes within Hemel Hempstead when we do not have a fully functioning hospital?
Hemel Hospital has consistently been downgraded and would not be suitable to cater for the lives of more residents,
when there is already a struggle to get people to Watford now in an emergency.

The roads around Hemel are congested enough. We're bang in the middle of the two busiest motorways, the M1 and
M25. More homes mean more people, which in turn means more cars and more pollution. Pollution that could be lessened
with the keeping of trees and open spaces, but that's what you're going to take away from us. The normal A and B roads
are already suffering under the weight of current traffic, with potholes and floods causing road closures.

Where will the wildlife go that resides in these green spaces. We as humans are taking over every habitat and driving
other species out to the point where all that will exist are humans in a concrete jungle. The news is full of damage to the
environment, being green, planting more trees, reducing our carbon footprint, how we must live in harmony with nature,
and yet you are all just going against what we need to do to ensure the planet keeps going for future generations.

The countryside is currently on our doorstep and that's where it should stay. If you build new homes on all our green
spaces, the only way we will be able to walk in nature will be to get in the car and drive out to it. That totally defeats the
object of being environmentally friendly and is not something that everyone will be able or have the means to do.

Please let's keep the green spaces for the maijority, not the few, and most importantly keep it local.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS7913

1265993

SHEENA BULLOCK



Organisation Details
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| am dismayed by the number of proposed properties to be built in Hemel and surrounding areas | feel we do not have
the required infrastructure in place to support this massive increase in population. There is no local hospital our local
DGH has struggled to cope for years and this recent pandemic has demonstrated that despite valiant efforts it has not
coped with demands of increased capacity. Residents of Hemel struggle to find a local GP and it's impossible to find an
NHS dentist in the area.

Dacorum council and local housing groups currently takes tenants from London and houses them in social housing in
this area | question this policy when we are told so many local people are waiting to be housed and feel this invalidates
the reason stated regarding people waiting for social housing The amount of building will impact on the local community
and environment. Areas of green belt and recreational areas will be lost for ever. Areas where my parents and generations
before them will be lost to our children. In a time when we are trying to encourage our younger generation to enjoy there
natural surroundings flora and fauna this is abhorrent . We will be destroying the very essence of our town with this
massive population increase | look forward to your response
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Yes / No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8024

1266030

ALISON RANCE

Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Too many houses are being planned. No hospital. Flooding as not enough drainage. Not enough jobs, schools, parking.
Communities Delivery Overcrowded town
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8124

Person ID 1266078

Full Name Emily Wright

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | am against the building on the greenbelt. The number of houses is far too high. | live opposite the Moor and | am very
Communities Delivery concerned about the spoiling of such a beautiful view and the green space we all hugely benefit from here. It will severely
Strategy comment decrease the attraction of hemel and the beauty of it too. We should be adding more green spaces, not taking away.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8190

Person ID 1207825

Full Name Claire Hobson

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
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*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | am responding to the consultation on behalf of myself and the X adults who live with me.

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

| gave up trying to use the portal as it was impossible to work through all the documentation to answer the questions -
why wasn't a simple questionnaire set up, separate from the documentation? This is one of the worst examples of a
system set up for the benefit of the people receiving and collating responses rather than making it easy for citizens to
reply. This is an unacceptable barrier to responding.

| have lived in Boxmoor for over 23 years, | went to senior school in Warners End and until the pandemic commuted to
London daily. | brought up my family here and have loved being close to the town centre, the canal and plenty of green
space that sets Hemel aside from many post war developments.

My response lacks detail as there is far too much information to go through on top of an office job, caring for an elderly
mother with dementia who ahs been unable to attend her days centre since April last year, two close relatives suffering
from recent and historic trauma, running a small local business that has been busier due to more people working from
home during the pandemic, and my role as a local councillor. The consultation is not very accessible or easy to digest
on a screen, even for me an IT literate person who has a professional office set up at home, with a large
screen/keyboard/mouse etc. For those who only have a tablet or phone it is impossible to engage in any meaningful way
with the consultation. | apologise in advance for any typos - | am exhausted from all the extra work | have had to do in
the pandemic due to public services being closed for a year and more people in the house and community to look after.

| am educated to MSc level, a formal Senior Civil Servant, and am computer literate - for the avoidance of doubt when
reviewing my complaints about how hard you have made it to reply and engage with the process for the citizens of
Dacorum.

| urge councillors and officers to take a step back and put themselves in the shoes of residents when designing huge
and life-changing consultations. This has not put the council in a good light. Some local councillors have taken to social
media to publicise the consultation but there was very little from the council. This consultation should have been postponed
or extended to beyond lockdowns and school closures to enable a full and open review and engagement with the whole
community.

We support the responses of OneVoice, Chiltern Society and the Liberal Democrat Group, among others, so | will not
seek to duplicate their detailed points here, but focus on the main points of concern for a long time resident of Boxmoor,
a jewel in Hemel's crown.

Greenfield/greenbelt

The green belt should be protected at all costs, and brownfield sites prioritised over any permanent destruction of greenbelt
land. The council has said in public council meetings that they will protect greenbelt to the death but this is not what the
consultation says and this is what has enraged so many residents.

Housing requirement and council tactics (Q1)

Too many houses, too few affordable homes.
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It is absolutely clear that the number of houses supposedly held to our temples is far far too many on any rationale and
evidence-based up to date analysis. The plan is woefully short on ensuring a large proportion of social/affordable housing,
which is what residents of Dacorum need. The council has failed it citizens by refusing to face up to the Government
and push back on the numbers. To throw the pass to the community in the middle of a pandemic with a consultation that
proposes an eyewatering and irrevocable destruction of greenbelt and increase in town sizes of Berkhamsted and Tring
is incomprehensible. This is an incredibly risky strategy in the middle of a pandemic when you will not have reached a
significant proportion of the community die to pandemic restrictions. There are still more people in Dacorum who don't
know about the consultation or its life-changing implications than there are who do know. And of those who do know,
how many of them will have the time or energy to reply substantively? Please, on behalf of your residents, fight back at
the government figures and listen to us. To ignore any criticism as politically motivated blinds you to listening to what we
have to say as people who live here and will live here, hopefully alongside the next generation, for the rest of our lives
- decades is rude at best and incredibly insulting and not in the interests of what's best for Dacorum at worst. Other
councils have fought back, why didn't we? Why didn't you agree the tactics with the residents whose lives will be affected
by the new Local Plan?

The evidence base for the number of houses needed in Dacorum should be the 2014 ONS numbers and not 2018.

London Road development

4 storeys max at the station.

Another case of the Council not appearing to listen...in the most recent consultation on the station development, the
overwhelming response from residents was to limit any development to 4 storeys to protect the local scenery, including
overlooking the ancient grazing land of Boxmoor Trust and the view of Roughdown common and the fields beyond from
resident in the heart of Boxmoor village. Why does the current plan say '8 storeys or more'??? What is the point of
consultation?

It is clear to anyone who lives in the immediate area or who travels along London Road to and from town and Apsley or
the A41 that height is a given at the Plough roundabout and at the scarred land and buildings next to Aldi at the A41
Junction.

There is scope to develop the ugly brownfield sites along London road opposite the moor, eg around the old gas works
and near the trainline between the A41 and the roundabout at Roughdown road.

The area between Roughdown Road and the station roundabout must remain low rise to protect the street scene as
Hemel moves into more green land towards Box Lane. | will fight any proposal to have higher than 4 storeys along this
stretch of road and at the station.

Who are the new homes for?

The original proposals for the station development showed apartments that were clearly for commuters, which would be
certain to pull people from London into the areas and with inadequate numbers of affordable properties, would not help
local people looking to get onto the property ladder.

Commercial/retail at the station




Included files

Lockdown has impacted local businesses heavily and the council should be very cautious about approving retail space
at the station that could take business away from Boxmoor village centre or town centre, the latter having taken a huge
hit from multiple lockdowns. With the town walkable for the majority of people who would live in starter apartments like
those proposed for the station development and regular bus services to town, there is limited rationale to have a
supermarket or too many restaurant or food businesses at the station location.

Sustainability/climate change

There is nothing in this plan to reassure me that we would have sufficient water to provide for all of the new homes, nor
that the council is acting NOW on the climate emergency they declared. An emergency means taking action immediately
and we have seen far too little action and too few ideas in this plan, contradicted by the destruction of the greenbelt etc.
The council has also agreed to protect the area's unique chalk streams which are essential to maintaining a balanced
ecology. These are at risk now and adding too many more houses will impact them further.

The planned housing should be carbon neutral at worst and negative at best. The plan is woefully unambitious on this.
Infrastructure

The infrastructure plan lacks detail on how the roads and cycle lanes will be built/improved and designed to reduce car
use. The council needs to be far more proactive, imaginative and positive about designing for a low carbon future and
helping residents live in uncongested places.

In summary

There is insufficient evidence of housing need to support the level of development (Q8). Full exploitation of brownfield
sites for the Local Plan is not fully evidenced. So the Plan fails to meet Section 137 of the NPPF, which specifies the
exceptional circumstances that need to exist to justify changes to Green Belt boundaries.

PLEASE LISTEN TO US - use the citizen's panel and have one for each area in the plan so we can co-design housing,
infrastructure and space together. No one knows the area and its needs better than the people who live here.

There are so many good people who work for the council and have worked so very hard on this plan but this proposal
is cloth-eared, unambitious and risks ruining the lives and the enjoyment of Hemel and Dacourm's green spaces forever.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8261
1264136

Monica Mills
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

This huge amount of development makes me very sad! | strongly object!!!
Hemel is growing too fast and loosing its identity. We do not have the infrastructure to cope with all this development.

The amount of flats in the town centre Is ludicrous! So many people all crammed together and as if that is not bad enough
now you want to build on our beautiful green belt land!

This is the lung for the towns. Hemel will soon be a city.
No proper hospital and our Pavillion never replaced.
Shame on you!

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8332

1266191

Mary Arnott-Gee

Yes

| oppose the plans as Hemel already has a large population and this endangers the green belt land that was part of the
original planning for new towns. It seems to me to be unacceptable to build so many houses in this area when the
infrastructure is already strained.

Yet again, it seems Hemel is the 'poor relation' and the interests of local residents are not being protected.
Please register this mail as reflecting my objections/concerns - not least about the poor consultative process.
| have lived in Hemel for the last 60 years and am horrified at these latest plans, which | feel are detrimental to the area.



Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8340

Person ID 1266200

Full Name ROGER HANDS

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Section 2.10 :- The loss of Debenhams will leave a large empty building — what are the plans to find a business to fill
Communities Delivery this space.

Strategy comment How will leaving the EU affect trade in the town?

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8354

Person ID 211117

Full Name Mr Michael Heylin

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Section 2.10 :- The loss of Debenhams will leave a large empty building — what are the plans to find a business to fill
Communities Delivery this space.

Strategy comment How will leaving the EU affect trade in the town?

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8369

Person ID 1266205

Full Name DI HAMMOND

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Section 2.10 :- The loss of Debenhams will leave a large empty building — what are the plans to find a business to fill
Communities Delivery this space.

Strategy comment How will leaving the EU affect trade in the town?

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8391

Person ID 1266218

Full Name KAREN DU PLESSIS

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
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*  Yes

*

No

Hemel Hempstead Garden As a resident of Shearwater Road (Apsley, Hemel Hempstead), | am also really concerned to see the high levels of

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

additional sites earmarked for provision of further dwellings along London Road/ Two Waters. As itis there is terrible
congestion during peak hours along London Road and Two Waters. That is before you factor in the final developments
in the Bovis/ Aspen Park development, the Two Waters apartment block currently being developed, the Apartments next
to St Mary’s and opposite the station adding even a higher number of vehicles to the existing state of affairs. Every
dwelling adds at least 1-2 cars to the local roads further worsening the traffic and pollution along London Road. What
will the plans be to provide additional infrastructure, services and school spaces for so many additional families? This
does not seem to be sustainable.

Apsley high street’s retail offering (between two waters junction and the Dunelm site) is not attractive nor does it have
shops that really service the local area, given the poor state of the properties along London road and lack of parking.
This further adds to the traffic to travel to Berkhamsted, Kings Langley or Hemel High Street. Apsley’s high street should
be targeted for redevelopment including provision of parking e.g. the site designated as Growth Area HH14: 233 London
Road could be used to provide the necessary parking to improve footfall to these shops to attract better stores.

Reading the proposal, | understand that the Council is under pressure to plan for the development of a large number of
additional homes by the government. However, these targets were handed out before the full impact of Brexit and the
pandemic are known. A large number of people have or will be losing their jobs. In addition, there is likely to be a lot
less people making the daily commute into London every day. | think that it is highly unlikely that life will return to exactly
as it was in February 2020. Should the Council and the Government not be delaying the planning period to better
understand how the pandemic and Brexit have changed society and daily life, as a lot of the consultation and prep work
was carried out quite a while ago.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8423

1266238

KATH DELL

Yes
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*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

There are too many flats being built in Hemel. The numbers are too high and are spoiling our lovely little town
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8453

1266279

MATTHEW HADFIELD

Yes

| am writing to object to the proposed amount of new housing, 922 per year totalling 16596 in 18 years is a ridiculous
amount, especially when majority is built on green belt land which is of natural beauty.

This number of houses would have to be of a high-rise development to make the numbers work, especially in the town
centre and the Hemel train station, this in turn would ruin all the views over the Felden and adjoining country side, this
would have a detrimental effect for the local community, which would be destroyed forever.

The calculation seems to be based on an outdated model and should be updated especially due to the long-lasting
changes that Covid19 has bought on, mainly based on the amount of people that will be remote working or reduced days
in the office, lots of companies are reducing their office capacity. This also means people don't need to live in such close
commuting distance of London.

Irrelevant of covid the proposed plan doesn't address the need for affordable housing, putting up a large number of flats
does not help local families which this plan is to address, this will bring more people to the area out of London therefore
not resolving the issue but adding to it.

One of my main concerns of all this building is the effect on the water level, as you know , or should know, we already
issues with flooding in and around the Moors around the train station with it being the lowest point.

To sum up | think the numbers are based on outdated model that needs to be revisited before irreversible damage is
done to a beautiful rural town.



Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8463

Person ID 1266291

Full Name NICOLE DUNBAR

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Yes

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

The Boxmoor trust provides a unique feel to the village and building properties that are higher than 4 stories around the
moor would damage the natural habitat, provide a sense of closed area and intact would push people away in the village.
| appreciate in some areas the need for growth but with population growing, Boxmoor is an area that should absolutely
not be touched.

It would create a damaging feel and in-fact, we feel it would create more disruption in terms of littering, noise, and, poverty
rather than leaving it a desired area to travel too. Our planet matters and | know the residents in the village would very
much have the same opinion. If the green goes, the animals will be affected and you're also affecting climate change.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8613

Person ID 1264795

Full Name Alan Stanley

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
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*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Some feedback to say that | found portal cumbersome to use, but more importantly that the target numbers appear to

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

be far too high and would make Hemel Hempstead, in particular, more crowded thus losing a lot of the rural appeal.

Near Hemel train station there are proposals for up to 8 story dwellings which would be far too high and ruin fantastic
outlook and aspect of Boxmoor. Density of housing proposal is too high.

| worry that already busy traffic would increase and crime might increase towards that more associated with urban areas.
Extra open spaces and sports fields facilities would not be enough for higher population.
| believe there should be serious push back against the overall high building targets which | do no believe are justified.

| have lived in Hemel most of my life and do not want it to keep growing in proposed unsustainable way, which | think
would reduce quality of life for my young family and other existing residents.
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EGS8683

1266684

Mr Paul Orchard-Lisle

Yes



Hemel Hempstead Garden 1 The proposed areas for new homes will generate additional traffic into the already over congested Maylands Industrial

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

area and to the M1

2 It would be better to designate land for employment uses in locations (indecipherable word) from Maylands and perhaps
using the A41 as its main access

3 The National Trust Ashridge Estate is a splendid area for all to enjoy; however its popularity is choking its access and
undermining its attraction. Therefore new housing development should have amenity land within easy reach that does
not involve the use of roads (indecipherable word) Ashridge for access.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8703

1207333

Growth Team

Growth team
Hertfordshire County Council

Hemel Hempstead Garden Transport. The county council welcomes the inclusion of this section, although it is considered that HCC would also

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

require discussion/confidence in any mechanisms for funding via CIL.
Supporting Growth in the Delivery Strategies Paragraph 23.4

Transport. Transport infrastructure is likely to be required at and by identifiable points of development, these may be
known at a high level at the start of the planned HCC monitors and forecasts transport impacts, and as development
areas progresses and other factors influence travel behaviours in the wider population, critical infrastructure trigger points
are likely to become known. Whilst these may not be identifiable at the time of submitting a plan, policy to support required
infrastructure funding at the required time will be required. This is critical for transport infrastructure as forward funding
may be required and this is not a simple fit with CIL
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

Transport. The county council would like to see more emphasis placed on the importance of transport infrastructure that
will encourage the use of sustainable modes of transport within and between Hemel Garden Due to the mixture of land
uses proposed within Hemel Garden Communities (with residential and employment land uses within close proximity to
each other) there is potential for a significant modal shift away from private car use towards sustainable modes of
transport, and this needs to be highlighted within the text of these two sections.

Paragraph 23.47

Transport. The 60% modal shift will be for all active and sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public
transport and the text in this paragraph needs to be changed to reflect this. The 60% should be seen as an absolute
value of all journeys to and from the garden communities should be made by sustainable

Paragraph 23.48

Transport. It should be noted that a network of MMTIs (of differing scales) are expected across Hemel Hempstead, not
just Maylands and the Hemel Garden Communities development area. Paragraph 23.48, along with the following bullet
points within it should be amended as follows:

The HGC Transport Plan will provide further information on the above. The HGC programme will be focussed on prioritising
active and sustainable travel to provide options for wider sustainable connectivity via train stations, and priority bus routes
stiehrasthe and ultimately the Mass Rapid Transit Route through the town, in line with the aterg-the-A4+4-cortidorand
with long term aspirations to deliver significant modal share targets across the town. In addition, four strategic movement
corridors will be identified across the town with a series of interventions to support growth and transformation. The
interventions will include the following:

* significant improvements to Junction 8 of the M1 and the A414/Green Lanes (Breakspear) junction;

» Safeguarded land that will provide a network of MMTIs with related services and facilities serving Maylands and
HGC;

» safeguarded land for a potential Mass Rapid Transit Corridor atorigthe A41+4;

* a network of pedestrian and cycle routes promoting connectivity across Hemel Hempstead and to nearby

Children’s Services. A total of 11,125 dwellings are proposed across Hemel Hempstead in the emerging plan (including
4,000 dwellings proposed in North Hemel-Phase 2 beyond the plan period and 200 dwellings within the Grovehill
Neighbourhood Plan allocation) and along with windfall and other commitments, these amount to approximately 3,500
dwellings. When taking this into account, the LPA would need to plan to accommodate a potential additional child yield
of 27 forms of entry (27fe).

In order to provide sufficient education infrastructure to mitigate the level of pupil yield that may arise from these
developments, a total of eleven new primary school allocations are sought and three new secondary school

Paragraph 23.51

Children’s Services. The level of primary school provision that is stated within this paragraph for North Hemel Hempstead
is incorrect, along with their intended size. Development proposed within the North Hemel Hempstead allocations that




Included files

form part of the wider ‘Hemel Garden Communities’ amounts to an increase of 5,550 dwellings (1,550 dwellings within
the plan period in phase 1 and 4,000 dwellings beyond the plan period in phase 2). This amounts to a potential additional
child yield of just under 14fe, when using the county council’s tiered approach to pupil Sites for five new 2.92ha primary
school sites are sought (amounting to 15fe) and the text within this paragraph should be changed to reflect this.

With regard to secondary school provision, it should be noted that there is currently no guarantee that a new secondary
school site will be delivered in East Hemel Hempstead (which falls within St Albans City & District) that will meet the
needs of the DBC as the LPA. This should be recognised as a strategic cross boundary issue.

The text also needs to be made clear that the potential secondary school allocation is in addition to the one that has
been identified as potentially suitable site on the edge of the borough (within St Albans City & District) in the Secondary
School Site Search appraisal for South East Hemel Hempstead. This should also be recognised as a strategic cross
boundary issue between the county council, St Albans City & District and Dacorum Borough Council.

Paragraph 23.56

Minerals & Waste Planning. It should be noted that the current Household Waste Recycling Centre (HWRC) at Hemel
Hempstead is too small to adequately deal with the high level of demand placed on it and that it is not financially viable
to expand this centre. The county council therefore supports its relocation (please refer to comments that have been
made in relation to the supporting text under Growth Area HHO1: North Hemel Phase 1).

Paragraph 23.67

Transport. It is considered that this paragraph appears to confuse what the proposed developments within Hemel
Hempstead will deliver and what is envisaged in the Hemel Sustainable Transport Plan and HCC’s A414 Strategy/Mass
Rapid Transit proposals. It is not currently known whether the proposed allocations within Hemel Hempstead will be able
to all of the above, in its entirety. These instead may contribute to, and some may have to be delivered via other means.
It should be noted that details of interventions are also not confirmed, as Stage 2 of the Sustainable Transport Plan has
yet to commence and the Mass Rapid Transport (MRT) proposal is ongoing.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8773

1266777

CATHERINE CRAWLEY
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Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Please be advised that | have just briefly looked at the development plans for Hemel Hempstead and | am in objection
Communities Delivery to so many proposals for dwellings.

Strategy comment

It's all very well building thousands of new homes but we need the infrastructure to support them i.e. schools, a proper
hospital, doctors surgeries, dentists, libraries, football and other sports pitches to name a few.

The other issue with bringing so many people into the town is the number of cars it will also attract. We just don’t have
the infrastructure to support thousands and thousands more cars. The roads are already under strain and parking is a
real issue.

| do appreciate that the council have done a great job on the water gardens and riverside and Hemel Hempstead is a
good place to live but let’s keep it that way by not being too ambitious with plans for so many new dwellings.

| believe that there will be several offices which will no longer be required and my proposal would be to look at these
and set about converting them to apartments similar to Kodak house rather than building on green spaces.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8782

Person ID 1266782

Full Name MRS & MR RELF

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden | am aware of the proposed local plans for new houses in Dacorum and | would like to comments on the plans, in particular

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

those relating to Hemel Hempstead. | am very concerned with the proposal to build so many houses so quickly and the
impact this would have on the community, our countryside and environment. It would change Hemel completely from a
rural town to a city and this would be wrong considering there is a need to keep and maintained more green spaces for
everyone's wellbeing, mental health especially following the Covid pandemic and not forgetting for wildlife to strive and
to reduce carbon emission. A climate emergency was declared in Dacorum so the number of houses in the plan goes
against the environmental ambitions. More houses and a loss of green spaces completely go against reducing CO2
emissions. This would also create more traffic. And water usage would also be an issue.

| am also very disappointed to see that buildings of 8 storeys high are proposed at Hemel train station. How does this
proposal fit with the existing houses in the surrounding area and the Boxmoor Trust green space which is an asset to
the town and an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty? In addition, the recent consultation about buildings at the station
indicated that residents felt that a maximum of 4 storeys high should be the very maximum. There are few stations where
you can walk through a field of horses, sheep or cows depending on the season to get to the station. The new station's
development should therefore not over-power the surroundings and permanently put an end to the street scene of the
area around the station.

Any shops at the train station should only be given to local businesses/Hemel/Dacorum residents and not big chains to
protect Hemel's own businesses and for its community to strive. It should also aim to be an extension of existing local
businesses rather than small chain stores. We don't want more of Starbucks, Tesco's or similar shops to be at the station.
The current ONS projections is that 355 new homes are needed per year in the borough in the next 10 years and not
922 when calculated using out of date data. The best data available must be used or we run the risk of irreversible release
of green belt to housing that would damage our countryside and environment. We don't want to lose land to developers
and end up with Hemel-Bourne End merging with Berkhamsted. The greenbelt land is what will continue to make Hemel
a lovely place to live. We will never be able to get it back if it is lost to housing.

Only houses that are needed with a minimum of 35-40% affordable ones should be built. Priority should be given to
address the current needs for affordable houses and home those on the current housing list first. There shouldn't be
more new houses on land that developers can maximise on for their own profits with no or limited benefits or ROI for the
local community.

The plan will also need to be reviewed to take into account the impact of Covid-19 on people's life especially with less
people expected to commute when back to the new normal. This is especially important as the plan is affected by London's
need for housing. If less people need to commute to London then it is anticipated that a significant portion of London
office spaces will be converted into housing which will reduce the need for new homes to be built not only in London but
also around London therefore in Dacorum.

In addition following the Brexit vote in 2016, the number of EU workers in London has already reduced significantly,
therefore reducing the London population and need for housing.

Title

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery

Strategy comment

Included files

Title

100

EGS8819
1158356
Colin Blundel

Planning Officer
Chiltern Society

Yes

Hemel Hempstead

Here are our initial thoughts on the Delivery Strategy -

* How can the loss of a significant area of open countryside be justified?

» Development would be right up against the AONB boundary.

* Much of the North Site is on raised ground and will be visible from the surrounding area, much of which is AONB
(possibly soon to be NP)

» What are the exceptional circumstances to justify the removal of vast areas from the Green Belt?

» The openness of the Green Belt is a critical feature of all the sites.

 Contrary to purposes of the Green Belt — encroachment into open countryside.

» Some development close to the town edge might be possible although some distance from town centre and facilities
and could be deemed unsustainable.

» Has development in the town centre / existing urban area been maximised?

» The additional water usage would be likely to have a detrimental impact on flows in the River Gade, which is one of
the Chilterns’ internationally important chalk streams.

* The West of Hemel site (LA3) already has planning permission and Marchmont Farm has been accepted under the
previous Plan and an application is imminent.

* No account has been taken of the impact of the withdrawal of the St Albans Local Plan which the Inspector advised
would not be found 'sound'. This has major implications for the much heralded 'Hemel Garden Communities' project ie
5500 dwellings north of Hemel Hempstead - another indication of the Plan being poorly thought out, unjustified and
premature.

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy



ID EGS8822

Person ID 1158356
Full Name Colin Blundel
Organisation Details Planning Officer

Chiltern Society
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden There is the argument that this consultation is poorly timed and extremely premature given that the government is

Communities Delivery revisiting the required housing figures and of course the pandemic which has changed how everyone now lives and

Strategy comment works. The current situation has highlighted just how important open spaces are to the health and well-being of people
and the loss of so much in Dacorum, especially around Hemel Hempstead, is totally unwarranted. As stated in NPPF,
housing need alone is not an exceptional circumstance to allow such excessive loss of Green Belt land and such intrusive
development. Around Hemel Hempstead alone some 392ha of Green Belt will be lost on the north west side where there
are 3 blocks of land proposed for development despite Dacorum itself acknowledging that this is an area of high landscape
sensitivity.

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Spatial Vision, which gives the impression of low density development with
substantial open spaces and landscaping, but as Transport for New Homes document (June 2020) headlines: 'Green
Promises broken: garden villages will be dominated by the car', and given the amount of development proposed the
housing density will be high, together with the added community facilities, there will be little land available for open space.
This is clearly favoured by DBC as it was identified as one of several sites for such development and was given a grant
of some £750,000 for consultants.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS8855

Person ID 1266799

Full Name Karen Kelly

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

We are against this happening for multiple reasons from there being plenty of room in Hemel Hempstead that could be
developed to accommodate housing.

Also looking at your map one of the areas proposed to build on regularly floods which | have photos of because | live
near by.

If you build on the green belt it will reduce areas that can be grown on for food.
It will also affect the eco system.

| the current climate it would be increasing admissions/carbon dioxide to the are when we should be doing more to reduce
it.

According to you plans the local allotment will be built on when there is a 1900s law stating if 12 or more people want
an allotment that this should be provided for them.

There is also not enough school or hospitals ect in Hemel Hempstead to cope with these extra houses.
The roads in the area are all read heavily congested
To be honest the hole thing is ridicules.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8917

1266852

Fiona Smith



*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden As a local resident | am very concerned about this plan and would like the council to reconsider a number of issues.

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Please could you confirm that you have received this response.

Whilst new homes are needed for local residents, the number of homes in this plan is far too high. The plan should be
about Hemel being a nicer place to live, not about how to meet government building targets.

| live in Boxmoor, it's a lovely area and | am a regular walker particularly around the moor and canal and between the
station and Berkhamsted. It is beautiful green space that enhances our lives. The views are simply stunning and there
is a great deal of wildlife.

Large areas of greenbelt land will be used as part of this plan and it will then be gone forever. Once it has been released,
developers will have a lot of flexibility about what they want to do with it, and this might not be what the people of Hemel
need or want. To be able to build this huge number of homes, Dacorum Council will need to release greenbelt land and
this should only ever be done in exceptional circumstances. These are not exceptional circumstances.

To fit in this number of homes, many tall buildings will be built and this will make Hemel feel like a city rather than a rural
town

Only 70 of the homes proposed per year are expected to be social housing, how does this small number support local
residents.

Dacorum Council have declared a climate emergency, but this goes against your environmental ambitions as this amount
of building will generate vast amounts of CO2 and it will remove green space, which soaks up CO2.

There will not be enough water for this increase in population and the water companies have not set out a plan for how
this will be dealt with.

Building on greenbelt land will make Hemel even larger and so will increase car use.

Any building plans should take into account how life has changed since Covid19 and Brexit — people are commuting
less and working from home more.

The greenbelt land is what makes Hemel a precious space to live, but if this plan goes through it will be lost and we will
never be able to get it back. Future generations will need housing, but they also need us to create a place where they
will have good quality of life and these plans will result in Hemel being a worse place to live rather than a better one. |
urge the council to reconsider.

Title
ID
Person ID

Full Name

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8930

1266862

Clare and Andrew Tucker
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Agent ID
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

We are writing to express concern regarding the proposed development plan for Hemel Hempstead and surrounding
areas. In particular our attention is drawn to the number of houses to be built, and the fact that this is proposed on
greenbelt land. We don't feel that we have had enough time / opportunity / information (especially given the current covid
situation) to properly digest what is being proposed and the implications for our community's future. We believe more
consultation with the public is required at a time when people are able to safely participate in a public forum and have
the capacity to do so.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS8944

1266879

LEHUBY MAI-WAH

Yes

There are many reasons why i object to this development plan for new housing in Dacorum but mainly i believe the plan
for the numbers of houses to build is far too high. The added homes will put pressure on the infrastructure - water, doctors
surgeries, school place for the children living in those houses, the traffic on the London road and around Boxmoor which
is already very busy pre pandemic will be even worse!



Included files

The area is classed as an area of outstanding beauty with lovely views and trees and the moor - we walk there every
weekend and the Boxmoor trust do a fab job of keeping it well maintained. Its a beautiful area and i have lived in Boxmoor
for 15 years- it's my home and if there are more houses and less greenery it will not be the same at all.

All this will add to the environmental challenges we already have and will not help with the aim to drive down Co2
emissions.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS9005

1266980

Ms Janine Smith

Yes

As a local resident | am very concerned about this plan and would like the council to reconsider a number of issues.
Please could you confirm that you have received this response.

Whilst new homes are needed for local residents, the number of homes in this plan is far too high. The plan should be
about Hemel being a nicer place to live, not about how to meet government building targets.

| live in Boxmoor, it's a lovely area and | am a regular walker particularly around the moor and canal and between the
station and Berkhamsted. It is beautiful green space that enhances our lives. The views are simply stunning and there
is a great deal of wildlife and natural habitat.

Large areas of greenbelt land will be used as part of this plan and it will then be gone forever. Once it has been released,
developers will have a lot of flexibility about what they want to do with it, and this might not be what the people of Hemel
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need or want. To be able to build this huge number of homes, Dacorum Council will need to release greenbelt land and
this should only ever be done in exceptional circumstances. These are not exceptional circumstances.

To fit in this number of homes, many tall buildings will be built and this will make Hemel feel like a city rather than a rural
town

Only 70 of the homes proposed per year are expected to be social housing, how does this small number support local
residents.

Dacorum Council have declared a climate emergency, but this goes against your environmental ambitions as this amount
of building will generate vast amounts of CO2 and it will remove green space, which soaks up CO2.

There will not be enough water for this increase in population and the water companies have not set out a plan for how
this will be dealt with.

Building on greenbelt land will make Hemel even larger and so will increase car use.

Any building plans should take into account how life has changed since Covid19 and Brexit — people are commuting
less and working from home more.

The greenbelt land is what makes Hemel a precious space to live, but if this plan goes through it will be lost and we will
never be able to get it back. Future generations will need housing, but they also need us to create a place where they
will have good quality of life and these plans will result in Hemel being a worse place to live rather than a better one. |
urge the council to reconsider.

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS9046
1267059

Fiona Fulford



Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

* Onthe Hemel Gardens scheme, my understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel
Garden Communities strategy on legal advice that it would not be 'found sound'. This then rather brings the Hemel
section of this joint strategy within this plan into question.
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Agent Full Name
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS9089

1267072

Anja Ganley

Yes

The number of homes that are supposed to be built is clearly too much. We haven't got the infrastructure (schools, roads,
hospital) to cope with this large number of proposed housing. | like it that Hemel Hempstead is a smallish town within
very easy reach of the countryside. Lots of places are walkable and accessible. In rush hour, the roads around Boxmoor
do not cope, especially Fishery Road towards the station. We cannot build more housing without addressing these needs
first. Are we going to build more schools? Are we going to have the West Herts hospital which was suggested? | would
like to see these things addressed first.

Furthermore, Boxmoor has got this lovely villagey feel with the moor. If high-rise buildings are built by the station, it would
completely destroy the character of the village.
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Included files

| wish these issues could be discussed once the pandemic is over. It feels like the council is trying to rush these plans
through while everybody is dealing with Covid, working from home and homeschooling. | guess the council thinks they
will get away with it while we are busy with the pandemic. It is such a shame.

Please have a re-think and give the town time and proper plans to discuss.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9119
Person ID 1267082
Full Name Marie C
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Having lived in Hemel all of my life | have to say that seeing these plans is both disappointing and very sad. We have
lots of green space in the area and yet already this town is being destroyed with ugly flats and houses appearing
everywhere. We don’t have a hospital, but why don’t we put in thousands of houses and flats and wreck the town even
more?! It's a disgrace. | seriously worry For future generations as places like Hemel, Berkhamsted and Tring are being
ruined but | guess money talks! Where’s the infrastructure? Are there enough police, schools, medical care?! Getting in
and out of the Industrial Estate is a joke Crime seems to be on the increase as do people who play the benefits system.
What’s being done about this?

| am not proud of this town anymore but | guess you won't listen to the residents, no doubt we will see a hike in taxes
soon as well.

| thought the Green Belt meant something?

Title
ID

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS9161
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Person ID 211352

Full Name Mr Andrew Sanderson
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Please see what BRAG have said about windfall numbers.
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9171

Person ID 1267153

Full Name SUZANNE HALLS

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | am a local resident with a family that lives in Hemel Hempstead.
Communities Delivery

Strategy comment ) ) , .
| wanted to say the level of housing proposed is very worrying for a number of reasons and should not be permitted on

green belt or squeezed in to a rapidly overdeveloping town.
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Included files

*Environmentally - Local water supplies are inadequate to support this level of housing and will cause major issues to
current supplies. The additional demands on the landscape of these homes will not reduce the towns carbon footprint,
it will make the situation worse increasing global warming and climate change.

*Scale and Size - this amount of additional housing in Hemel and the surrounding areas will create the town into a city.
The scale of this build is outdated, there is not the demand for this amount of housing or type of housing. Flats and
apartments are taking over the area and are a short-term housing solution. People want houses with gardens, parking
and space for a family, not more luxury apartments. High rise developments are also becoming unpopular due to cladding
issues and what we have learned about germ spread during the pandemic.

*Local Services - The current infrastructure, roads, hospitals, schools will not cope with the added pressure of these new
homes.

*Brexit - Reduction in EU migration will see the need for housing fall dramatically and the 2021 census population figures
will demonstrate this. We need to consider the latest data to inform our decision making. We will end up with many empty
buildings and half built structures if the demand for the housing does not exist.

| therefore see problems with the proposed local plan and wish these issue to be noted and considered very carefully

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9209

Person ID 1267203

Full Name Ms Eileen Martin

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No

*

*
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Question 4: Do you have specific comments about any of the Delivery Strategies?

Yes It is not a properly representative, accessible Consultation.

| believe only a small percentage of people have accessed the Consultation so it is of questionable validity. Your advertising
has not been thorough enough for people to know about it.

This is a period of upheaval to our lives, work and family household management. The Consultation is based on pre
Covid experience. Going forward there may be changes that should be considered, like less commuting, fewer offices
required, brownfield land coming available, changing life styles. We need to take time to form a Plan that fits with this.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS9216

1264449

Marion Anthony

Yes

| am writing to object to the plans for housing in and around Hemel Hempstead as laid out in the plans.

As an already large town we have no hospital as such in hemel Hempstead plus the doctors surgeries are already very
busy and | worry that | will have difficulty in getting seen by my doctor, | have a rare illness called sarcoidosis plus | have
autism.

The roads around where | live (address removed) are already very congested without new homes being built.

We need our green spaces for our mental health and well being yet by looking at the plans they are going to be used
for housing, where will the people go? Where is the room for children in schools and doctors and dentists?
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Included files

| feel that once the planners finish and leave this wonderful town will become a concrete city with no space left for wildlife
and nature will be moved out. The small businesses that are currently in place will have to move out for housing, we will
loose a lot of trade and jobs.

| know that the country has to build new homes but at what cost to the people that already live here, have we no rights
to the life that the countryside gives us, becoming an area of vast overpopulation will damage the wellbeing and mental
health of us for years to come and only when it is too late and the NHS will be overwhelmed with people who become
depressed and their mental health deteriorate will they realise that it boils down to living in a concrete place with hardly
any green areas and no local community as the jobs will disappear as no commercial areas are left.

Thank you fir taking the time in reading this letter of objection.
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS9423
1264988

Michelle Shearer

Yes

| wish to share my formal response to reading the Dacorum Local Plan (2020-2038) growth plan. Whilst | can appreciate
change is inevitable the sheer level of development over the next 18 years is almost impossible to comprehend.

Specifically Hemel Hempstead, as this has been my hometown for the past 17years, has plans for approx 10,500 new
dwellings during this period of the proposed total 18,000. | moved from London to leafy Hemel Hempstead and totally
loved the balance of buildings and green space. There was one noticeably tall building, previously referred to as The
Kodak Tower nestled amongst the backdrop of greenery and mix of old and new buildings from Hemel’s historical past
and development into a new town in the 1950s.



To fulfil the governments building targets | cannot help to feel that Hemel lose much of it’s individual rural town charm
and instead look and feel more like a city due to the tall buildings, sheer size and density of its ultimate growth which will
consume many green areas in doing so. Local towns will lose their identities as their distinct boundaries will almost
merge, where one once ended will be where another begins.

The proposals will attract more commuters and therefore bring little substantial positive change to the issues of demand
for social housing, affordable rents, housing prices, healthcare and education which have been increasing for many
years already and not meeting its residents needs.

It is a shame that the wonderful town | chose to call home in 2004 will have changed so much that not only will it be
unrecognisable for me but also my two sons who would have grown up and remember it so differently too.

Please take the time to review projections and proposals of this plan as we will never have this opportunity again to retain
our greenbelt lands and rural balance, only regrets of many for things to have been done differently if this irreversible
plan goes ahead in its current capacity.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9546

Person ID 1267432

Full Name David Fox

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden « Onthe Hemel Gardens scheme, my understanding is that St Albans have withdrawn their involvement in the Hemel
Communities Delivery Garden Communities strategy on legal advice that it would not be 'found sound'. This then rather brings the Hemel
Strategy comment section of this joint strategy within this plan into question.

Included files
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Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9567
Person ID 1267440

Full Name Mick Maloney
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

It's important that we have an infrastructure that can support any new developments. We don’t have enough doctors,
dentists or schools. We don’t have a hospital. Our roads can’t cope with the amount of traffic — the tailbacks at the
current roadworks at Box Lane are long even though many people are working from home and children aren’t at school.
Any roadworks through Apsley or around Durrants Hill or Red Lion Lane causes chaos as does any problem on the M25
which means all the traffic comes through Hemel to get to the M1.

We should look to provide a SENSIBLE number of homes, per year and develop areas that are already built on, for
example the town centre and the hospital site, who in their right mind would build a hospital UP a hill making it difficult
for the infirm to get to?!

All developments should be in keeping with the area, no tower blocks or high-rise buildings. We are a TOWN. Smaller
developments, with green spaces, good size gardens and local facilities are essential.

Finally after such a terrible year | think it is VERY important to consider mental health. | feel that locally we are lucky
with all our green spaces and green belt land. If we continue to build developments such as those at Chaulden and
Marchmont Fields, let alone the tower blocks suggested near the station and Two Waters we won’t have much left. How
would the Council like to be remembered?

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9750

Person ID 1264471

Full Name Ashley Hall

Organisation Details
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Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
Title
ID

Person ID

The plans are based on out of date data from 2014 that no longer reflects the current housing need. Using the 2018 data
would halve the amount of housing that is actually required.

The condition of the highways are in a poor state and congestion at peak times are already overwhelming for the towns
infrastructure. This proposal would hugely overwhelm congestion and severely impact on pollution and air quality.

The town has no proper A&E department nor birthing facility and the Hemel Hospital site has been campaigned for over
many years to no avail. Doctors surgeries are already overwhelmed with too many patients.

Hemel has no police station.

Our streets are already heavily congested with parked vehicles. Recent approved housing developments have had
insufficient parking facilities for its residents.

Covid lockdown has proven the need for public open green spaces and with many new developments including large
numbers of flats and apartments the need to keep our green spaces is hugely important for the wellbeing and health of
the community.

The impact on local wildlife that would lose their habits would be enormous.

Following the fuel depot fire many years ago at Maylands avenue it is concerning the amount of development that is
being planned and has been built so close to the site.

Will there be sufficient water supply for so many additional dwellings? The fact that water would need to be extracted
from the chalk aquifer will damage the boroughs chalk rivers which are classified as priority habitats by the natural
environmental and rural communities act 2006.

| am opposing the plans set out. The scale of this project is far too excessive and our town would be crippled by such a
huge development with little infrastructure to support such an increase in population, pollution and the impact of loss of
our green land would be astronomical.

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS9761
1267517
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Full Name Mr Kevin Hutton
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden I've lived in Boxmoor/Felden all my life. Please keep any development 4-storeys (or less) around the moor in line with
Communities Delivery other domiciles & businesses. It's a lovely area & a higher rise development would spoil what we have & the additional
Strategy comment traffic would cause unacceptable congestion at peak commuter times.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9840

Person ID 1267728

Full Name STEPHANIE PARKES

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | am writing to you to voice my concerns over the planned proposal of new homes being built in Boxmoor which is
Communities Delivery destroying to the village and wildlife surrounding the area.
Strategy comment

Firstly the amount of homes being built is very concerning and clearly just the government hitting their own future targets
rather than caring about Boxmoor being a nice rural part of Hemel Hempstead and keeping this beauty. | wake up every
morning and stroll through the moor and around boxmoor as this is an outstanding beauty which | care so deeply about.
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This will ruin my personal lifestyle and experience | have living in Boxmoor and the new plans goes against the reason
| chose to live here.

There is so much nature and green belt land that will be destroyed in the process which we will never get back. You
have to realise that we are in a rural community and not a city!!! This clearly goes against environmental issues as this
amount of building will generate huge amount of CO2 and taking away the green belt land will soak up more of this.

| go against everything in the plan for these new homes as your taking so much away with it. This is an area of outstanding
beauty and high storey buildings will destroy this and environmentally is extremely concerning.

One of my other concerns is that Boxmoor high street is starting to really feel like a community with the shops working
hard through COVID-19 and then to potentially hit an obstacle with more shops added near the train station.

| really hope you listen to these views and I'm sure that | am not the only one who feels so strongly about this.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9910

Person ID 1267772

Full Name JULIE COURT

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden My Parents moved to HH from London in the 50s.
Communities Delivery

They were part of the ‘New Town’ idea - satellite towns around London to accommodate families from London and
Strategy comment

possibly it’'s slums.
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They loved their knew life in the ‘country’ along with my brother and sister both under 10 years old. They knew that no
matter what, as this town was surrounded by ‘green belt’ it would always stay a small town in the countryside- what better
way to provide a good life for your children and future generations?

They had a shiny new hospital built, shops, schools, parks, doctors surgeries... it was idyllic for them.

My sister has since told me how the original Hemelites hated the newcomers and what they did to their small town...
ripping down buildings and ‘developing’ areas.... | do not blame them and can empathise with them completely.

One only has to look on Facebook to read how people now mourn the loss of such beautiful buildings and places... and
cannot understand why places like Berkhamsted, Tring and St Albans have retained their charm and character managing
to remain pretty, yet functional places to live.. they love the community we have but are sad for the loss of the beautiful
town we could have been...

Hemel is now soulless. | was born in 1964, and | grew up in Hemel Hempstead- | loved my town yet as the years have
passed | am more and more disillusioned with the planner’s poor decisions- | do not understand what you are trying to
do to our town?

History is repeating itself but now, it's not the beautiful old buildings being ripped apart it’s our beautiful green belt- our
surrounding countryside, our green space that my parents were told would ALWAYS be protected. Their legacy is being
trampled on, they came here for a new life for themselves and their children yet, now | am saddened to find | don’t want
this awful town for my children and grandchildren, or indeed myself... as soon as we are able we are leaving Hemel
because the town planners do not listen or are not interested in what the people of Hemel Hempstead want.

We need schools, a hospital, pretty little shops, department stores, proper police station.... the list is endless yet DBC
charged extortionate rent/rates and plan more housing in a town with absolutely no infrastructure to support it. Yes | am
aware that HCC and other government bodies are responsible for done of these things but building more housing will
only add pressure onto the already crumbling infrastructure... and Dacorum BC, it’s councillors, it's MPs should all be
focused on fighting on behalf of their townsfolk to retain the green belt, stop new buildings planning and improve/reinstate
the facilities we do desperately need.

| do not understand why or how anyone would feel it is in anyone’s interests to build more housing on our greenbelt land
when it cannot support properly those already living in the town.



Included files

Please reconsider this terrible plan, the town is dying and you are killing it off.

| do not support the plans and object to the programme 100%.

Let’s try to make Hemel Hempstead a nice place to live - together. Please do not destroy my parents legacy.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS9991
Person ID 1267852
Full Name MATT JUDD
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

As a lifelong resident of boxmoor, | am disgusted to see the level of housing that is being proposed as part of the growth
strategy. Hemel is already lacking the infrastructure needed to support its current residents....the road system is stretched
and town centre itself is as good as dead. One of hemel greatest selling points is the fact that is has many areas of
beautiful parks, canals and greenbelt areas. The level (and type) of housing being proposed is not sustainable and will
certainly not benefit the residents of hemel.

The online portal is not user friendly, so pls accept this email as an official response of concern to this proposal.

Title
ID

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS10038
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Person ID 218427

Full Name Mr Bruce Kent
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden My conclusion is that development should concentrate on the existing location of Hemel Hempstead, where facilities
Communities Delivery already exist or can easily be expanded, pending a further review when the full impact of recent events can be properly
Strategy comment assessed.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS10099

Person ID 1268043

Full Name JOANNE HAYDEN

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden OBJECTIONS
Communities Delivery

Strategy comment
HH13 Frogmore Road

170 dwellings in yet another small space is ridiculous. It's all very well putting a pedestrian bridge in, but when it's vehicular
access that is a major issue, it will exacerbate the problem by adding volumes of new vehicles.
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Included files

We already have three new monstrosities on the front end of the site - NO MORE. Build some houses so you still have
homes but will be more in keeping with the area overall.

HH15 Ebberns Road

30 dwellings (and will probably end up being more) on Ebberns Road is a nonsense. Once again, there is one way in
and one way out and even the CPZ will not make any difference to this. Any homes MUST have spaces for 2 cars as
there's not enough space now. We need houses down here, not more tower blocks that cram people in to meet targets.
Keep buildings below 2 stories - this road was a Victorian style terraced area that had character to it but with the modern
buildings going up, it has changed the area dramatically.

You're ruining the area with huge blocks that look like prison blocks and putting them in areas with little to no thought
about the parking or traffic jams.

You need to do traffic surveys at peak times, not mid-afternoon on a Sunday when people aren't rushing to get to work
- or at least trying to.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS10147

1208053

Nick Wilson

Yes

Road Infrastructure/Congestion

There seems little information in “The Plan’ with regards enhancement of road infrastructure. With the considerable
numbers of new houses planned, the existing road system around Dacorum will not be able to cope, specifically in Hemel
Hempstead where | live.
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Included files

The sheer numbers of houses planned, both surrounding the town and in the centre are too many. It’s naive to imagine
that the majority of people will move around the town by foot or bicycle — and with our proximity to the A41, M1 & M25,
many will be vehicle commuters.

Already, the Link Road onto the Redbourn Road sees busy commuter traffic, as does Maylands Estate onto the M1 and
Two Waters Road & Boxmoor onto the A41. Traffic numbers will not decrease. People are not going to walk, cycle or
take the bus. The canal & railway line bisects the town, separating road users from the A41 and creating traffic bottlenecks
at key locations across the town. Congestion will increase.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS10171

1268078

Corran & Mark Griffin

Yes

Hemel Hempstead Garden Having read through the Dacorum Local Plan we have the following feedback and observations:

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

122

1 We understand the need for more family homes and support regeneration of the area. Much of Hemel Hempstead
in particular is tired and the road infrastructure is appalling, with long queues in all directions at peak hours, leading
to the “magic roundabout” bottleneck. A plan which sympathetically provides high quality family housing, open
spaces and better infrastructure is welcome.

2 What is not welcome however is the destruction of 2,000 acres of greenbelt. Once this is built on it will never be
reclaimed. Building on green belt should be the absolute LAST RESORT, when there are no other options available.

3 Allowing Dacorum to sprawl, swallowing up pretty hamlets and villages in an area of outstanding natural beauty
(AONB) should also be avoided. The proposed housing developments will have a significant and detrimental input
on the natural environment.



Included files

We consider the Local Plan has not explored the regeneration of brown field sites sufficiently, especially in light of
how shopping and working practices have altered as a result of the coronavirus pandemic. The use of existing
town centre sites needs to be explored more thoroughly.

We consider the calculations behind this plan to be flawed and based on obsolete data. Why does Dacorum need
25% more homes? The Local Plan should be based on the ONS figures from 2018 NOT the out of date 2014 ONS
figures which appear to have been used.

As per point 1, the roads in and around Dacorum are already congested. It frequently takes 20+ minutes to do a
5 mile trip across the borough. Adding 25% more cars is going to make this situation worse. The proposed new
link road doesn’t actually appear to link to anything at all. All the feeder roads to the new link road from Tring and
Berkhamsted are narrow and or single lane. This is going to result in worse traffic and queues, in effect exporting
Hemel’s traffic problems out to the surrounding villages which are not equipped to deal with more cars.

The proposed area for the Hemel Garden Communities (HCG) housing is in the wrong place. The area doesn’t
have any existing transport infrastructure. The station, the M25, the A41 and the M1 are all to the south or south
east. Therefore HCG residents in this area are going to have to travel through the centre of Hemel Hempstead to
gain access to the key transport hubs. Apart from the aforementioned link road, which doesn’t actually seem to
link anything, there is no explanation in the Local Plan of what the transport plan is going to be. HCG should be
re-located to the east of the borough and ideally a new M1 junction (8A?) should be built to keep pressure off
Junction 8 which is already extremely busy.

The Local Plan omits any reference to a separate 400 house development already submitted under planning
reference 21/00171/SCE. 21/00171/SCE seems to be trying to sneaked in under the radar separately, rather than
being considered as part of an overall cohesive plan. With the 5,500 homes proposed in the Hemel Garden
Communities under the Local Plan and the 400 under21/00171/SCE, it is actually another 6000 new homes being
propsoed in the same small area north of Hemel Hempstead.

In summary we STRONGLY OPPOSE the Local Plan in its current form. It needs a major re-think on what the
overall objective is. The fundamental question that needs to be answered is why does Dacorum need 25% more
houses/people/cars/pollution/water usage/crime?

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS10178

1268083

TIM WOOD
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | would like to submit my opinion that the current plan is not suitable for the Hemel Hempstead and boxmoor area.

Communities Delivery  \1 hoints of objection include:

Strategy comment
The proposed number of dwellings is too high and will be detrimental to both the local environment and the quality of life
for both current and future residents. The qualities of this town are that there is a good mix of both accommodation and
local green and natural spaces that can be enjoyed by all. With both the loss of some of this green space for development
and a substantial increase in the number of residents the ability to enjoy these spaces will be diminished.

If tall buildings are allowed to be built that are not in keeping with the current architecture and environs this will set
precedent that will destroy the look and feel of the town. Building at boxmoor station will detract from its location at the
edge of the naturally significant and valuable boxmoor trust land that borders the station area. As large amounts of green
belt land within Dacorum are proposed sites for development, to mar the look of areas that border green spaces would
be very displeasing.

The environmental impact of more homes on the water supply and drainage of the local area is a subject that does not
appear to have been sufficiently addressed in the plan as stated.

Any proposed area of housing development must provide buildings and services that would allow local social groups to
meet, be it the young such as scouts and guides etc to the elderly with space for meeting and social interaction. To
build large numbers of housing without significant social facilities and planning for how they can be maintained would
be a disservice to the local communities that Dacorum borough council serves.

In short there are too many houses planned with too much proposed development that will detract from the communities
within Dacorum and the plan does not appear to accomplish the objective of helping the current social housing shortfall.
The environment and social impact on the current residents and local area would be significant and detrimental.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS10289
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Person ID 1268242

Full Name MR & MRS A FERGUSON
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden We have just read through the above planning strategy for Hemel Hempstead and surrounding areas.
Communities Delivery We can only say that we are truly appalled at the amount of areas being considered for development in particular the
Strategy comment area around Two Water and Boxmoor.

There are obvious areas that require improvement such as the Symbio site, which is an eyesore, and the station which
could do with improving but to consider high rise buildings of 10 - 16 storeys high is dreadful. Plus of course, the traffic
around the area is bad enough already without adding yet more in the numbers that can only be assumed but realistically,
the addition of vehicles whether they be private or business, would be extensive and do little to improve air quality in the

area.
Whilst we understand requirements for building, we oppose this plan in its current format and would like said opposition
recorded.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS10372

Person ID 493957

Full Name Mrs Anne Galewski

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes
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*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden These large sites are north and east of the town, HH1 and 2 totalling 2000
Communities Delivery

Note that 450 are on the current hospital site HH3, despite the plan to revamp the hospital facilities, query will there be
Strategy comment

space for that too?
Already allocated sites are HH21 West Hemel (1150) and HH22 Marchmont Farm (385)

The numbers of proposed houses are mind boggling, in particular the huge swathe to the north of Hemel. Starting with
the Marchmont Farm area impinging on Piccotts End, a small and historic conservation area village. HH1 4000 dwellings
-The Hemel Garden Communities is then being considered, providing a band around the rest of North Hemel. This
development is close to and will be visible from the AONB and of course it is all GREEN BELT! The increased pressure
on our beautiful Ashridge, Gade Valley Water Meadows etc will be immense in terms of traffic, pollution, visible intrusion
and wildlife impact.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS10464

Person ID 1268450

Full Name JOSEPH STOPPS

Organisation Details DACORUM GREEN PARTY

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Hemel Hempstead bears the majority of the development across the borough with no legal commitment to social and
Communities Delivery environmental areas.

Strategy comment Areas of serious concern:

Hemel Hempstead would be affected in a similar way to Tring . The pressure on crucial infrastructure it is difficult to
justify. The increase in traffic around the existing road network would cause major issues and increases in emissions
(contravening SA Objectives 4 & 5)
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Whilst it is recognised that development of this scale would require water extraction that would have a serious impact
on the land and environment, it is also true that once the development is approved the water companies are required by
law to provide water and waste provision. There is nowhere in the local plan that recognises this serious environmental
impact.

The largest block of development to the North of Hemel Hempstead is on Green Belt land that is vital to absorb rainfall,
which in turn mitigates future flooding. There is inadequate recognition of the effect of run-off water to the delicate
protected chalk stream of the Gade that the plan would bring. Similar concerns have been ignored in the LA3 development
which predates the new Local Plan.

The development stops short of building on areas recognised as being of outstanding natural beauty but fails to recognise
that it is within the view of the aforesaid area of natural beauty which would impair the value of what is left.

The assurance that developers would replant after the destruction of existing mature forest and Woodland does not
recognise the pressures that rewilding would require during development and furthermore does not give any compulsory
use of locally sourced saplings that would mitigate the risks of introducing arboreal disease that has been prevalent in
other replanting that has been sourced from the continent (meeting SA Objective 1).

Increasing public transport needs to be a compulsory ironclad guarantee within the development, with any infrastructure
such as roads recognising the need for bus routes to be considered . Despite the production in on the ground retail
opportunities within housing developments, there must be ‘village centres’ that are a hallmark of the rest of the previous
development of Hemel Hempstead. These should include places of worship .

To avoid natural spaces that have been referred to as ‘landscaping’ becoming purely dog walking spaces, there must
be minimum dimension spaces to allow for natural growth and biodiversity which also includes woodland.

Existing cycle paths in Hemel Hempstead are not joined up, starting and stopping in strange places. This only encourages
leisure cycling and discourages cycling as a safe form of transport. A guaranteed commitment to a fully integrated cycling
network must be part of the plan for Hemel Hempstead.

The final large concern is that with an increase of housing/population that is being suggested, there is inadequate Hospital
provision. Even if the plan is adjusted to recognise the government’s own data of a reduced volume of housing, an
extension to the local plan must include some form of Hospital and A&E provision.
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Included files

New blocks of development are separated from the rest of the town by the industrial zone or by having no natural routes
to connect with existing areas without serious disruption and unreasonable pressure on exiting infrastructures.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS10542

1268671

Mr Mike Jennings

Yes

The delivery strategies are inappropriate because the premise of the housing need / development growth is not sustainable
and lacks justification because the council has over estimated the requirement for growth, exceeding the Governments
requirements. Dacorum is a Borough with a large area identified as of environmental importance. The present demands
on the environment are causing a deterioration in the environment. Hence the proposed growth will further damage the
environment, especially around Tring and Berkhamsted. Mitigation measures are required that will result in Net
Environmental Gain NEG (as identified in the NPPF). A high quality environment surrounds these towns, albeit deteriorating
due to current recreational pressures. Sufficient measures to provide NEG are not feasible within the local environment.
Offsetting the impacts elsewhere will not compensate for the impacts on the local environment. This will inevitably lead
to unacceptable adverse impacts on the SAC, SSSlI's and local areas of importance to biodiversity.

These adverse impacts do not comply with the local policies and national legislation.

Delivery strategies in the plan need to take into account the latest information with respect to carbon, nitrogen and nutrient
neutrality issues (In Practice December 2020, Page 6 Nutrient neutrality; Air pollution Pages 7-10; Nitrogen pollution
Pages 11 - 14). The reference provided has other articles that are also relevant in the context of all local plans.



Title

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID
Person ID

Full Name

EGS10614
1268731
CHRIS LUTHER

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

| am writing to register my opposition to the proposal for the plan to create almost two thousand houses in Hemel
Hempstead by the year 2038.

Such a huge development would have a catastrophic impact on the local area and surrounding villages. It appears to
me that no consideration has been given to local residents and their quality of life that the extra traffic and accompanying
pollution would bring.

What is the point of designated green-belt areas if they can be built upon?

These areas of outstanding natural beauty should be preserved, not desecrated. They should be allowed to flourish, as
should the wildlife that lives within.

The effect of the pandemic will bring many challenges, not least to the mental health and wellbeing of many people.
Being in nature, and enjoying local green spaces is of great benefit to all, in particular those fragile and vulnerable people
with mental health issues.

The narrow roads around the villages will find the extra traffic difficult to cope with in the extreme, should the proposal
be implemented. The beautiful villages of Water End and Piccotts End would be ruined, the resident's peace shattered
by this proposed development.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS10687

Person ID 1161079

Full Name Melanie Llewellyn
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

Please see what BRAG have said about windfall numbers.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS10878

Person ID 1149755

Full Name MR CHRIS PICHON

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Yes

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Your definition of 'Growth' needs to be completely redefined considering the effects of Covid and Brexit. Growth will not
necessarily be just based on jobs. Home working, the growth of the internet and the introduction of High Speed Broadband
will completely change the working dynamics. This Plan is totally based on 'out of date thinking and forecasts' It lacks
the vision of the future where for instance town centres will be very different concepts than just retail.

Title
ID

Person ID

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS10930
1059452
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Full Name Mrs Angela Whitehead
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Trying to get in and out of Hemel in the rush hour is becoming more difficult by the day, how is this number of houses
Communities Delivery going to help.
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS10965

Person ID 1268889

Full Name Ms Clair Sears

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden One of the best things about Hemel is it's green space and rural feel. It is a town, not a city, and | do not want it to turn
Communities Delivery into an overcrowded area full of high rise buildings which is what is proposed in the Plan.

Strategy comment

The greenbelt land is hugely important and should not be released unless for exceptional reasons. Building too many
properties, which will not benefit more than a fraction of those requiring social housing, is simply not an exceptional
reason.
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Removing green space whilst generating harmful CO2 is not environmentally responsible behaviour and completely
goes against the environmental statements Dacorum Council have made regarding the Climate emergency in the past.
Furthermore additional homes brings additional cars and further impact on the environment.

| live in Boxmoor and am lucky to enjoy beautiful views of the Moors, river and Canal from my house. Every day my
family enjoys our immediate green surroundings- it is so important for our physical and mental wellbeing to have these
green spaces around us and not more dwellings. We have a huge array of wildlife in Boxmoor and a very green landscape.
This is an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and should be maintained, not destroyed which is what will happen if this
Local Plan is approved.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS10966

Person ID 1268889

Full Name Ms Clair Sears

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden There is no information as to how the infrastructure will cope with the additional number of homes proposed. How will
Communities Delivery utilities fulfil this many new houses? How will schools, doctors and other services cope?
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS11327

Person ID 1269003

Full Name Mr Nick Banks

Organisation Details Regional Director (South East)
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Richborough Estates
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Growth Area HHO01: North Hemel Hempstead (Phases 1 and 2)
Communities Delivery

Further to my letter, February 2020, | would like to express Richborough's ongoing interest regarding the subject - land
Strategy comment

(registered with title no. HD430584 and HD485668} which we understand has been proposed as a residential allocation
within Dacorum Borough Council's emerging Local Plan.

Richborough Estates is a specialist strategic land promotion business founded in 2003 to assist landowners in maximising
the value of their holdings through the planning process. Typically, our projects are urban extensions of between 50 to
2,000 dwellings. We are currently promoting approximately 30,000 dwellings across the United Kingdom and control
over 100 sites.

Included files Richborough Estates - Nick Banks - Postal Full page photo_Redacted.pdf
Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS11544

Person ID 1149269

Full Name Harriet Twigger

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Comments on the New Dacorum Local Plan 2020-2038
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5822983
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Dacorum Borough Council (“DBC”) has invited its residents to submit comments on the New Dacorum Local Plan
2020-2038 (“the Local Plan”).

| am writing to say that | am very concerned about the proposals set out in the Local Plan, particularly the excessive
housing development planned for North Hemel (Phase 1).

The amount of housing required seems to be completely out of proportion to local requirements and according to the
countryside charity CPRE (Campaign to Protect Rural England) Hertfordshire the plan has been calculated on outdated
data from 2014.

The continued concentration of house building in the South East also seems to be at odds with the current Government’s
expressed desire to “level up”.

| have seen nothing in the Local Plan that convinces me that there are “exceptional circumstances” that justify building
on green belt land and a nationally important area of natural beauty.

The River Gade is a chalk stream, a globally rare and vulnerable habitat. As the Herts and Middlesex Wildlife Trust says:
“Chalk streams are the UK’s equivalent to tropical rainforests. They support a huge variety of rare and vulnerable wildlife.
Some of our most iconic and well-loved species like the Water Vole, Wild Brown Trout and Mayflies, depend solely on
these rivers to survive in Hertfordshire.”

The upper section of the High Gade Valley lies in the Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (“Chilterns AONB”)
and is protected. However, it is extremely important that the section of the Gade Valley, which lies between the Chilterns
AONB and north Hemel Hempstead, is also protected for future generations.

DBC, itself, has identified this as an important local habitat to conserve and strengthen. The 2004 DBC paper “Landscape
Character Assessment of the High Gade Valley”, recommends the following policies (amongst others) in relation to this
area:

 restrict further built development within the valley and develop a strategy for mitigating existing
+ resist development that could lower the water table within river valleys and affect wetland
+ promote the expansion of woodland ... and hedgerow



Included files

It seems that, not only is DBC now proposing to build 1,550 houses in this area, but it also plans to turn part of this
beautiful habitat into a recycling and refuse depot.

The amount of new housing will put immense pressure on local infrastructure, especially water supply. Over-abstraction
of water is a significant threat to chalk streams and the surrounding environment. As noted above, this risk factor was
identified by DBC in 2004.

DBC is drafting an Infrastructure Development Plan to explain how the increased demand for water will be met and also
how the other pressures on local infrastructure will be met. However, it seems that the answers are not currently available.
It cannot be right that the Local Plan should be approved, without solutions to such fundamental issues having been
identified.

George Eustice, the Environment Secretary has expressed Central Government’s concern to “front-load ecological
considerations in the planning development process”. As, he said on 20 July 2020: “This

Government’s pledge is not only to stem the tide of loss, but to turn it around - to leave the environment in a better state
than we found it.”

| would like to see DBC do more to put this Government pledge into action and to protect our environment. An important
step towards this would be to withdraw the proposed Local Plan for North Hemel.

Title
ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No

*

*

Yes
No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS11600

1269148

SIMON AND ANNA BARNARD

Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Hemel Hempstead

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Hemel Hempstead is almost entirely surrounded by Green Belt with the original town located on the valley floor, with
steeply rising slopes, now with creeping development up the valley sides.

The scale of development proposed is excessive and will result in the loss of a significant area of open countryside
especially in the Gade Valley, a beautiful, relatively undeveloped valley with steep sides. All the proposed development
is up the sides of the valley thus it will be seen from long distances and crucially from the Chilterns Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty. Not only seen from but will be built up to its boundary which is clearly not acceptable, especially as this
area may become a National Park, the most important landscape designation in the country.

There are no exceptional circumstances to remove the sites from the Green Belt. Two sites within the Green Belt, land
west of Hemel Hempstead and Marchmont Farm have already been granted planning permission resulting in the loss
of some 75ha of Green Belt land and the provision of some 1485 dwellings.

Development should be concentrated in the existing urban area of the town and concentrating on brownfield sites and
the reuse of shops and offices and other conversions.

The additional water usage would be likely to have a detrimental impact on flows in the River Gade, which is one of the
Chilterns’ internationally important chalk streams.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS11736

1269229

NITA MOSS

Yes

Hemel Hempstead Garden | am writing to strongly object to the New Dacorum Local Plan for Dacorum.

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

136



| have been living in Hemel Hempstead for the past 30 years and see it going downhill in that time in terms funding of
the essential infrastructure needed for a town this size but yet money is found to fund more and more houses in the area,
ruining the essence of the town itself.

The police and hospital have not been supported over the years and are now disappearing altogether. More and more
houses and flats are being built in areas that are already full to the brim and inadequate car parking for these properties
means that cars get parked on any little available space all along the roads, blocking pedestrian access and causing
congestion on the roads in the morning.

| am going to specifically refer to the Frogmore Road and Ebberns Road new build plans because from personal experience
there are already horrendous traffic jams on Durrants Hill down the one way hill towards London Road and onto London
Road which is an issue everyday. These new properties on the plan will just add to nightmare we face day in day out.
Ebberns Road is one massive car park as inadequate parking provisions from property built there already in the last few
years has pushed people to park their multiple cars on the road blocking pedestrian paths and there is no way two cars
can pass on the road causing people to stop and start all along the road to pass one way or the other casuing noise and
pollution all day long. Both Frogmore Road and Ebberns Road are close to the canal and home to wildlife which has
been pushed out and no regard paid to its preservation. Durrants Hill and London Road in Apsley gets flooded every
time there is a bit of heavy rain and has been dug up more times in the past year than we can count on our hands. The
pollution levels in this area is horrendous with constant cars in queues on Durrants Hill and London Road spewing out
fumes. Durrants Hill is an inadequate road for all this extra traffic to be using.

Hemel Hempstead has lovely greenbelt areas which we were once proud of but all you see now you drive down any
road are flats after flats and house after house. The skyline will be ruined with all the high rise flat plans listed. Every
household has two or more cars nowadays but that is not being considered at all.

Why are we being asked to approve of these plans when you have no consideration to the people that live in Hemel
already and need use of the essentials - we don’t want to go to Watford through congestion and traffic when a town the
size you want it to be eventually should have its own facilities.

| urge you to rethink the number of properties that are being in Hemel and not make Hemel a town that everyone that
lives in it now want to move away from.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

138

EGS11893
1269277
DEFINE PLANNING AND DESIGN LTD

Yes

BHL supports the production of a delivery strategy for the Hemel Hempstead Garden Community and the Council’s
recognition that the Hemel Garden Communities project has the potential to act as a “major catalyst for the transformation
of the town.” It does, however, have differing views in relation to the timing of development, as discussed in more detail
in response to Question 5 below.

POLICY SP14 — DELIVERING HEMEL GARDEN COMMUNITIES:

BHL supports the reference made within Policy SP14 that Hemel Hempstead should be “the focus for the majority of the
Borough’s growth” and that “this expansion presents a major opportunity for the transformation of the town.” In addition
to that, BHL supports the importance that is placed on the Garden City Principles and the principles of the Hemel Garden
Communities Charter.

POLICY SP15 — DELIVERING GROWTH IN HEMEL HEMPSTEAD:

BHL supports the focusing of growth to the North Hemel Hempstead Growth Area given the importance placed on the
Hemel Garden Community project within the plan, as well as the focusing of growth elsewhere in the town. Indeed, that
approach to development within the town reflects DBC’s inherent recognition that the land to the north of Hemel Hempstead
(referred to as sites HHO1 and HHO02) are suitable for development, be that in the current plan period or the next plan
period.

However, it is BHL'’s position that HHO2 should be released for development within the upcoming plan period (i.e. between
2020 and 2038) as part of this local plan review.

Indeed, BHL'’s representations to Policy SP2 noted that the Council’s minimum housing need is incorrectly calculated
and should be 18,450 dwellings, but that the Council should seek to identify c. 20,000 dwellings within the plan period
to allow for a buffer over that value to ensure flexibility in the Borough’s land supply. To demonstrate a supply of 20,000
dwellings, DBC would be required to identify a further 3,101 dwellings in the Borough. Those sites should be primarily
identified in the key settlements of Hemel Hempstead, Tring and Berkhamsted, given their position in the settlement
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hierarchy. Therefore, given that site HHO2 has clearly been demonstrated as being suitable, it should be allocated (or
at the very least part allocated) for development in the current plan period.

POLICY SP16 — NORTH AND EAST OF HEMEL HEMPSTEAD GROWTH AREAS:

BHL supports the broad scope of this policy, and the Council’s commitment to bringing forward development in the Hemel
Hempstead Garden Community / Growth Areas.

However, requirement 4 requires development to contribute “towards the 60% modal share aspiration for North and East
Hemel Hempstead Growth Areas by 2050 and 40% for the rest of the town.” However, that requirement is ambiguous.
For that requirement to be consistent with NPPF paragraph 16d further information required to allow for easy interpretation
of planning applications; namely, what the Council’s ‘modal aspiration’ is, whether the 60% refers to a 60% increase or
60% total, how the 60% modal share is measured (i.e. is it 60% of all journeys, 60% of passengers, etc.?), and what is
considered to be a sufficient contribution to the model share aspiration.

Furthermore, requirement 5 requires developments to “contribute to net-zero carbon emissions, in line with other policies
in this plan.” BHL have responded to the requirements of Policies DM23 and SP10, stating that DBC must ensure that
“the total cumulative cost of all relevant policies will not undermine deliverability of the plan” (Ref. 10-002-20190509),
and those comments remain relevant here.

In addition, requirement 6 requires developments to “facilitate or contribute to circular economy principles.” Whilst BHL
recognises the importance of eliminating waste / promoting the re-use of materials, the wording of this policy is unclear,
and fails to state what a sufficient ‘contribution’ to circular economy principles would be. This requirement should be
clarified or removed as a result.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS11971

1264526

Peter King

Water End & Upper Gade Valley Conservation Society
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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* Hemel Garden Community

This Community, to be built on green belt agricultural land bordering the Upper Gade Valley ANOB, is a massive increase
in the population which currently exists in the surrounding villages and hamlets. Sustainability is supposed to be achieved
by having a tree planted per person. The Plan does not detail the science behind this , what types of tree etc. It would
appear to be no more an imaginative wild thought to try and justify what is a totally unsustainable development. Proposals
relating to Garden communities are supposed to include consultation with existing local communities. To the best of our
knowledge this has not happened, certainly this Society had not heard of it until it came out in the Plan. The concept
appears to be one of the planners trying to justify building on the Green Belt
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS12032

1207341

Mr Adam Wood

Growth and Infrastructure Manager
Hertfordshire Local Enterprise Partnership (and Herts 1Q)

1264277

Rob

Shipway

Lead Consultant
Civix

Yes

23.6 — 23.9 Hemel Garden Communities (HGC) Delivery Strategy

The LEP is a partner in HGC, fully supports its vision and objectives and will work with other partners to secure its delivery.
The references in the ESG Delivery Strategy entirely accord with our view of the initiative.

23.10 - 23.13 Governance and oversight issues

The LEP is wholly supportive of governance arrangements and the Mission Statement, providing as it does a commitment
to agreed principles and strategic issues.

23.14 — 23.16 Joint working with St Albans



The LEP notes the commitment of both authorities to work together to deliver the HGC Spatial Vision and, within it, a
comprehensive and seamless masterplan across the two local authorities, and strongly welcomes such arrangements.

23.17 — 23.19 Herts 1Q

The agreed partnership arrangements to deliver a range of high value businesses, covering expansion of the Maylands
Business Park and 55 ha of employment in St Albans, is strongly supported by Herts LEP.

23.78 - 23.81 and Policy SP17 Key Area Strategy — Hemel Hempstead Town Centre

The LEP recognises the role the town centre plays in the borough's social, cultural, educational and retail hub, and that
within this its critical role in providing employment and entrepreneurial opportunities. In the light of this the measures in
the ESG intended to promote environmental improvements, ensure better accessibility and a provide for more varied
range of employment activities are very welcome, particularly in the light of the pressures town centres across the UK
are currently coming under.

23.82 — 23.90 and Policy SP18 Key Area Strategy — Two Waters

The LEP welcomes the focus the ESG gives to this area, and the opportunities for employment space along the A414/A41
junction, with investment in major transportation infrastructure including a multi modal interchange being the key driver
to future investment.

23.91 - 23.94 and Policy SP19 Key Area Strategy — Maylands Business Park

The LEP supports this, and welcomes the policies that pioneer the green economy, embed sustainable development
through the use of low carbon materials, deliver sustainable energy infrastructure, create opportunities for the circular
economy and for localised supply chains, and the piloting of zero carbon transportation innovations and smart construction
(the LEP would however welcome the definition 'smart construction' in place of 'modern methods of construction').

23.114 — 23.115 and BKO1 in Policy SP20 Berkhamsted Employment

Whilst it might have been desirable to create significant additional employment opportunities within Berkhamsted the
LEP acknowledges that there are other better opportunities in the borough and would not wish to raise any concerns.

23.148 — 23.149 and TRO1 in Policy SP23 Tring Employment

The LEP accepts the justification for the loss of the Akeman Business Park and welcomes the proposed creation of a
5.4 ha new employment site within the Dursley Farm proposed major extension.

23.221 - 23.222 CY01 and CY02 in Policy SP29. Extension to Bovingdon Brickworks and Bourne End Mills The LEP
supports these designations.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Mr Tim Duggleby

Associate Director Redevelopment Programme
West Hertfordshire Hospitals NHS Trust

1269359

Mr
Tom
Rudd

BDP
Yes

The Trust recognises the important role that surplus land on the Hemel Hempstead Hospital site could play in the Hemel
Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy, in particular the development of Hemel Hempstead Town Centre,
and supports identification of the site as a key growth area on page 210 of the Emerging Strategy for Growth.

The Trust is currently developing a business case to support its strategic intent to redevelop the current hospital site as
a specialist centre for the provision of planned medicine. Inclusion within Phase 1 of the Government’s Health Infrastructure
Plan provides the opportunity to secure funding in order to deliver the redevelopment during the period 2022—2025.

At this stage of the process the Trust recognises the importance of releasing surplus land in order to meet the aspirations
identified for Growth Area HHO3 (Hospital Site). However, as discussed further in response to Question 5 below, the
Trust will only be a position to confirm the size and location of land available following approval of its Outline Business
Case, expected to be in late 2021.
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Mr John Mardell



*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Concerns that too much housing happening in Hemel Hempstead. Roads and parking already at capacity.
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS12351

Person ID 1269489

Full Name STEVE HILL

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden The Berkhamsted Residents Action Group (BRAG) has responded in full to the consultation. To avoid full repetition of
Communities Delivery the extensive points made in the BRAG response, | request you accept this as confirmation that | wish DBC to duplicate
Strategy comment BRAG's responses under my name.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS12458

Person ID 1269510

Full Name Neil Iredale

Organisation Details Head of Planning and Enabling

Homes England
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Homes England is the government’s housing accelerator. We have the appetite, influence, expertise and resources to
Communities Delivery drive positive market change. By releasing more land to developers who want to make a difference, we’re making possible
Strategy comment the new homes England needs, helping to improve neighbourhoods and grow communities.

Hemel Garden Communities is part of the Government’s Locally led Garden Communities Programme and Homes
England supports the Council’s ambitions at Hemel Garden Communities in seeking to transform and grow Hemel
Hempstead.

Homes England is already providing support to the Council to help progress the project towards delivery and an on-going
commitment to quality and innovation is an important part of the Government’s Garden Settlements initiative.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS12608

Person ID 1269554

Full Name Ellen Satchwell

Organisation Details Sustainable Development Lead Advisor - Thames Solent Team

Natural England
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Delivery Strategies
Communities Delivery

Policy SP14 - Delivering Hemel Garden Communities
Strategy comment

As the main Policy for the Garden Town, we recommend addition to SP74 to require all associated development to
conserve the biodiversity on site and provide biodiversity net gain throughmultifunctional green infrastructure. This is
supported within the NPPF (paras. 170, 175 (d). and will bring the Policy in line with Policy DM30.

Included files
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Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy

ID EGS12631

Person ID 1207604

Full Name Thames Water Planning Policy
Organisation Details C/O Savills

Thames Water Planning Policy
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Site ID
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Site Name

Water Comments

Waste Comments

Additional Comments

42612

Frogmore Road Industrial Estate Frogmore Road Hemel (Approved)

On the information available to date we do not envisage infrastructure concerns regarding wastewater network or
wastewater treatment infrastructure capability in relation to this site/s. It is recommended that the Developer and the
Local Planning Authority liaise with Thames Water at the earliest opportunity to advise of the developments phasing.
Please contact Thames Water Development Planning, either by email Devcon.team@thameswater.co.uk tel: 02035779998
or in writing Thames Water Utilities Ltd, Maple Lodge STW, Denham Way, Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire, WD3 9SQ

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS12743
Person ID 1250257
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Full Name Kate Harwood
Organisation Details The Gardens Trust
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Development of Hemel Hempstead
Communities Delivery

Although the Draft Plan states in its Mission Statement (23.11) that Garden City Principles will be followed in development
Strategy comment

plans, the expansion of Hemel Hempstead as proposed is against both Garden City Principles and against the New
Town Principles laid out by Jellicoe and others. These require communities to be within easy reach of green open space
for health and recreation. In the New Towns including Hemel, this was achieved by having discrete neighbourhoods
separated from each other by green open space.

HHO1, HHO02, HHO5, HH22 destroy those principles by building on the open land at present available to residents of the
communities adjacent to the proposed development areas.

The heritage of the 20th century is increasingly being recognised, including addition of 20th century parks and gardens
to the HE Register. Dacorum’s 20th century heritage as one of the first New Towns should be conserved and enhanced
in line with NPPF Chapter 16.

The proposed employment development area west of the M1 should have policies to control buildings’ height and
lighting. The Registered Park and Listed mansion of Gorhambury lies to the east of the MI and the setting could be
harmed by ill-considered proposals.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS12750

Person ID 1250256

Full Name Herts Gardens Trust

Organisation Details Herts Gardens Trust
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*  Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Development of Hemel Hempstead

Communities Delivery  ajthough the Draft Plan states in its Mission Statement (23.11) that Garden City Principles will be followed in development

Strategy comment plans, the expansion of Hemel Hempstead as proposed is against both Garden City Principles and against the New
Town Principles laid out by Jellicoe and others. These require communities to be within easy reach of green open space
for health and recreation. In the New Towns including Hemel, this was achieved by having discrete neighbourhoods
separated from each other by green open space.

HHO1, HHO2, HHO05, HH22 destroy those principles by building on the open land at present available to residents of the
communities adjacent to the proposed development areas.

The heritage of the 20th century is increasingly being recognised, including addition of 20th century parks and gardens
to the HE Register. Dacorum’s 20th century heritage as one of the first New Towns should be conserved and enhanced
in line with NPPF Chapter 16.

The proposed employment development area west of the M1 should have policies to control buildings’ height and
lighting. The Registered Park and Listed mansion of Gorhambury lies to the east of the Ml and the setting could be
harmed by ill-considered proposals.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS12789

Person ID 1269630

Full Name Christopher Lyne

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden That you want Hemel to have a vibrant town centre is of course good. However, have you thought through the wider
Communities Delivery post-pandemic and post-Brexit trends that are clearly starting to emerge?
Strategy comment
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Specifically, the lack of any cultural venue (thank you, Borough Council) will not help attract people into the town. Your
plan for a retail-led development of the former Market Square in Hemel is risky and blind to currently changing retail
trends. You cannot really want a litter-strewn take-away paradise by the water gardens, can you?

Please stop and think through the provision of cycle lanes and pedestrian routes. That on Station Road just has not
worked and is hazardous to both cyclists and those on foot. The lessons from that need learning before setting future

policy.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS12862

1269661

Ray Guirguis

OSD Healthcare

1269662

Nick
Baker

Planning Director
Lichfields

On behalf of our client, OSD Healthcare (OSD), we enclose representations to the above (Regulation 18) consultation.
These representations have been prepared with regard to relevant policy in the National Planning Policy Framework,
including the ‘soundness’ test at paragraph 35. Where relevant we have provided references to these policies below.
For ease of reference, we have also identified the consultation questions in the enclosed form which our comments
address.

Introduction

OSD operates the One Stop Doctors healthcare facility on Boundary Way, Hemel Hempstead (the OSD site). The site
lies within the Maylands Business Park (draft Policy SP19) and is within the associated General Employment Area
designation (Policy DMXX — presumed DM16) on the Policies Map which forms part of the draft plan.

OSD is an innovative private hospital which provides a range of primary and secondary care services including diagnostic
imaging, consultant services and day case surgical procedures. These services are provided within their purpose-built
facility which has been installed with the latest medical equipment and technologies and is open to patients 365 days a



Included files

year. Itis evident that COVID-19 has had a huge impact on frontline NHS services; and OSD has been helping to alleviate
some pressure on NHS waiting lists for diagnostics and outpatient services in the community under contractual agreements
with their neighbouring Trusts. However, OSD is limited in the capacity in which they can assist with some procedures

as they lack the ability to keep patients in the facility for overnight care, due to the Health and Safety Executive’s (HSE)
Consultation Zones surrounding the Buncefield Oil Terminal “advising against” a medical use which provides overnight
accommodation.

OSD is keen to work with Dacorum Borough Council (DBC), welcomes the direction of the emerging Local Plan and
considers that this emerging document represents a positive step for planning in Dacorum. Our observations and
comments are provided within this context, which include the identification of some areas of the emerging Plan that we
suggest should be amended to ensure that the emerging Plan is found sound at Examination.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS12864

1269661

Ray Guirguis

OSD Healthcare

1269662

Nick

Baker

Planning Director
Lichfields

Policy SP15 — Delivering Growth in Hemel Hempstead

Although OSD supports the growth aspirations of this Policy, it is considered that the growth and renewal areas (outlined
in Tables 32 and 33) will be restricted by HSE Consultation Zones in their current, outdated state. OSD requests that
Dacorum, as the Hazardous Substances Authority for the Buncefield site, pro- actively engage with the operators of the
Buncefield site to potentially reduce the scope of the existing Hazardous Substances Consent in order to enable
much-needed business and housing development around the site.

Policy SP19 — Maylands Business Park
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OSD supports draft Policy SP19 in principle and its objective of securing the Maylands Business Park’s position as a
key employment centre for the wider South West Herts area. OSD also supports the aspiration to maximise integration
of Maylands with the Herts 1Q Enterprise Zone to the east. However, it is unclear how this will be achieved in the current
context of the HSE Consultation Zones surrounding the Buncefield Oil Terminal, especially as neither the Policy nor the
accompanying text make reference to the Terminal or the constraints it presents.

We note that the Zones do not appear to clearly relate to the current installation (storage tanks). The area which was
the focus for the explosion and fires in 2005 appears cleared and grassed on current aerial mapping, however there still
appears to be an allowance for this area in the Consultation Zone. Therefore, for the benefit of the wider Maylands area,
we request a review of both the quantum of the hazardous substance and where it is installed on the site as part of the
Local Plan preparation process.

We note that adopted Local Plan Policy CS34 states that an East Hemel Hempstead Area Action Plan (AAP) would
provide further guidance on how the Business Park would function alongside Buncefield, but this AAP appears to have
been abandoned after an Issues and Options consultation in June 2009. OSD consider that important benefits of this
AAP and its preparation process remain valid but have not been picked up in this draft Local Plan, in particular the
proposed possible reconfiguration of the Buncefield facility which would assist the Maylands Business Park. OSD requests
that this is considered, as Dacorum BC is the Hazardous Substances Authority responsible for the Hazardous Substances
Consent (HSC). It is acknowledged by OSD that the operator of Buncefield requires some flexibility in the operation of
their HSC, however seeking to safeguard the potential to store more hazardous materials at the site should not come at
the detriment of economic development and other business activities in the surrounding area.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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1269665

Mr Martin Hicks

Yes



Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Policy SP15 - Delivering Growth in Hemel Hempstead Growth Area HH12 proposes development and POS. There will
be no room for any meaningful POS on this area of what remains historic common land. The diagram of key development
in Two Waters is also misleading, showing Open Space where there isn't - between the canal and the Bulbourne; it is a
restaurant, old nursery site and new multistorey development. The impression that this will be retained as open space

is therefore wrong and misleading. Loss of this land will isolate and fragment the river corridor even further at this point
and in this respect Policy SP18 is therefore not sustainable.

H21 West Hemel Hempstead. The extension to Shrub Hill Common is supported. Where is this to be? The development
proposals will also effectively isolate the LNR ecologically. Consequently, its long-term viability is threatened and
consequently, the proposals are not sustainable.

H22 Marchmont Farm. The development will essentially isolate Howe Grove and is therefore not sustainable.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS13088
1264779

James Froggatt

Yes

Affordability and Quality of housing

My opinion is that there has not been one decent house built in Hemel Hempstead for the last 50 years. This is because
the only parameter which had truly been considered is the profit margin of the builders constructing the houses or flats.
It is there important that any new housing:

* is made of durable, good quality materials with useful life of at least 200 years

« is sufficiently large with 40 cubic metres per person

* has high ceilings of at least 9 feet or 3 metres; and

* is serviced with adequate parking of one car per expected adult and child of driving age

the margins of the builders must be strictly controlled with clawback by the council and severe penalties for shoddy
building and strict remediation clauses to make things right.
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The current Dacorum Council definition of “affordable” is out of the reach of most Hemel residents and a significant
number of low wage earners will still not be able to afford their own home. | would request that the affordability criteria
are reviewed and a further consultation be carried out on this.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS13091
1264779

James Froggatt

Yes

Preservation of the Green Belt

| am opposed to building and houses/buildings on the Green Belt.

The assertion that there is not sufficient Brown field sites to build on is in my view incorrect. It may be cheaper and easier
to build on green field sites rather than redevelop brown field sites but the assertion is borne of a lack of imagination,
not reality.

Apart from the town centre (and even here consideration should be given to incorporating natural green spaces) the
housing developments in Two Waters, Hemel Garden communities and the rest of Hemel Hempstead should not go
ahead.

Instead these areas should be converted to managed nature reserves, forests and orchards for the enjoyment of residents.
The planting and creation of new trees would be central to this policy.

The homes should be built in areas earmarked for new employment and empty retails sites including the still born M1
retail site and other sites of which there should be many with the onset of Covid and internet shopping.

| feel that the town planners have not grasped the permanent shift from Bricks and Mortar retail to online which requires
much fewer retail sites in Hemel Hempstead.

Also there appears from the document to be no consideration of the renovation, further development and renovation of
the existing industrial areas around Cupid Green, between Maylands Avenue and the M1; and the area around the
Buncefield Oil Terminal. Most of these buildings are old and not fit for purpose and need redeveloping which would lead
to an economic regeneration.
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Again, we should use the sites we already have and put in a facility for new tech companies. | do not see this anywhere
in the plan.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
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Yes

A possible Solution Doughnut living.

To build the required number of homes in the plan in Hemel Hempstead and not use green space will require building
good homes on top of one another in a series of storeys.

Homes should be built around a green space of about two football pitches. Think of Wembley Stadium but with houses
instead of seats for spectators.

There will be car parking in the basement, amenities (shops Gyms, meeting halls religious places and anything else
required) on the ground and possibly first floors.

Above this, will be the homes. | do not have in mind brutalist tower blocks here but rather penthouses — spacious, well
appointed and with strong sound proofing. These can go up multiple storeys and this configuration should easily
accommodate the 11,000 homes required for Hemel Hempstead.

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS13095

Person ID 1264779

Full Name James Froggatt

Organisation Details
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Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Yes

Conclusion

My conclusion is that with a little imagination and a change of approach. Hemel Hempstead can get the housing it needs
without the sacrifice of the surrounding and vital Green Belt.

Building vertically is the solution rather than horizontally.

There should be a concentration and rebuilding of retail and commercial buildings and the spare space left should be
efficiently utilised.

Amenities such as Fitness centres, Swimming pools. A new Hospital, library and police station should be included in the
plan.

Green belt land which would be built on should be reforested and turned into nature reserves.

There is a chance to pioneer a new and better way of living and | ask the council to grasp this opportunity.
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*  Yes
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS13189

1265149

David Lillywhite

As a resident of Dacorum as part of my personal submission regarding the Dacorum Local Plan (2020-2038) | would
like to fully endorse all the comments and suggestions made in the following report (attached) entitled:



'Healthy Hemel - planning interventions for local climate action and well being' document dated 19th February
2021 and compiled by my good friend Mr Tim Hagyard MRTPI.

These planning ideas for Hemel Hempstead seek to enhance the experience of the town; they are unconstrained by
conventional wisdom of what is possible and allow this particular planner to dream a little. Three key questions are posed

* What if our well-being were the overriding aim of our plan- making?
+ What if planning were fully aligned with urgent action on climate goals?
+ What if planning were based on the priorities of actively engaged citizens?

Healthy Hemel is a series of proposals to address these questions. For a happier, greener alternative vision for Dacorum’s
Principal Town; ideas that will help to inform the future Dacorum Local Plan.

The ‘Emerging Strategy for Growth’ and the ‘Hemel Garden Community’ focus heavily on ‘horizontal growth’, edge of
town dispersal into open countryside; as a spatial strategy it is not compact, doesn’t prioritise regenerative place-making
or align with climate action.

Healthy Hemel aims to channel the dynamic of development within the existing urban fabric, renewing and reimagining
its existing neighbourhoods, the town centre and boosting the community and social resilience of the town.

[SEE EXTENT OF HEMEL GARDEN COMMUNITIES (PAGE 3) OF THE ATTACHED PDF]
To prioritise well-being planning, integrated with transport planning, needs to address four major life-harming issues

Air pollution - a major cause of which is petrol and diesel engines

Carbon emissions from petrol and diesel vehicles, now the UK’s main contributor to climate change

Sedentary lifestyles — compounded by car dependent environments

Social inequality —the impacts of Covid-19 on poorer communities brought our social, economic and environmental
inequalities into stark relief

A OWODN -

We need to find sustainable ways of living but also regeneration; to correct for past unhealthy and unsustainable patterns.
We need to heal, to restore our health and the damage caused to the natural world.

At its heart ‘Healthy Hemel is a vision for people’s, especially childrens’, well-being; enabled by sustainable movement,
green infrastructure, collaborative design and a focus on social and economic needs. Planners, architects, urban designers
and policymakers now have a substantial body of evidence1 that show what constitutes quality in place. For instance,
all of the following elements support well-being and happiness

* greenness,

* mix of uses,

* low levels of traffic,

« walkability,

» bikeability,

» compact and coherent patterns of development,
* public transport connectivity
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Included files

There is broad agreement that our decision-making, including current planning and transport systems, has not consistently
delivered such successful places, even while our understanding of what makes for quality and excellence in urban design
has increased.

In 2019, the UK Parliament declared a Climate Emergency; this and the experiences of the Covid-19 pandemic make
2021 a time to rethink and reform. We can see several campaigns such as #BuildBackBetter #GreenNew Deal
#PlanTheWorldWeWant. Dacorum declared a Climate Emergency in Summer 2019; but the ‘Emerging Strategy for
Growth’ seems to pre- date both this and the pandemic. It is driven by a familiar but narrow concept of ‘growth’ and a
stress on questionable top-down housing numbers.

Healthy Hemel - Final - 19 Feb 2021.pdf
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS13385

1270226

Mr SAM W

| have lived in [ADDRESS REDACTED] East Adeyfield Dacorum for almost 30 years. | am constantly shocked at how
many trees that have been removed or cut. Trees improve air quality, improve mental health and ease flooding. My
biggest issue is there is not enough green space in my area, it has been constantly removed and used for other purposes.
| would like to see some natural green ‘wildlife suitable’ space allocated in the area bordered by Maylands Ave, Breakspear
Way, Boundary Way, Cherry Trees Lane and Swallowdale Lane. There is one small area shown as ‘open-space’ on
Buncefield Lane on page 9 of ‘Summary for Local Plan’ — this is mostly a cemetery — not somewhere | would choose to
go. | believe there is a very small area to walk a dog but | am told by dog walkers it isn’'t big enough and they don’t use
it.

Due to the latest removal of wildlife space in the area described above (due to the Winvic warehouse development), we
have now lost the owls and bats that used to live here. | could hear the owls at night and now | cannot and | saw the


https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5829907

bats every year in my back garden and now they no longer come. Your proposed building is overly cramped with no
green space allocated for this area.

| am also against any building on areas so close as you are showing, next to the M1, leaving virtually zero space for
nature to retreat into. Please leave a larger area for them to live in. | am against building on the green belt. | am against
the creation of employment space in the countryside, please leave it for nature.

Please, please consider the Covid pandemic and how important nature really is. Have we learnt nothing?

We should be looking at finding ways to reduce human population instead of constantly looking to increase housing and
consequently, services. | f we don’t do this then nature will find a way to enforce it on us.

| really hope that the government does change things so that nature will play a larger part in any further developments
as | believe it is critical to our survival. We must do more for nature.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS13519

Person ID 1270286

Full Name TAMZIN PHILLIPS

Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Here are a few ideas for the town after reading about the plan for Hemel.
Communities Delivery

Connecting communities
Strategy comment

Pathways
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Included files

Different walkways could be created around and across the town. These could be circular routes or ones that link areas.
As we've all been in lockdown people have rediscovered their local areas more. Could more interconnecting pathways
be established and enhanced to highlight routes for exercise and recreation. There are many existing pathways that
could potentially be used already. Maps could be created to show the different routes.

Local community centres for social engagements and activities There are minimal events socially as a community now
the pavilion has gone. Could more be made of the local community centres to encourage orchestras, art exhibitions etc
Gadebridge Park could also be used as a summer venue for concerts in the park.

Historical connection

The Bury at one end of Gadebridge Park could be used as a museum of Hemel and the surrounding areas. There is so
much hidden history that could be displayed. A cafe could also be included.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS13681
1270353

Kevin Hammersley

Yes

Having just looked at the proposed planning for the development of housing in Hemel Hempstead for around 500+
dwellings it raises a few concerns.

| do understand the need for housing and also understand there is only so much brown field land that can be used, but
my concerns are for the infrastructure that is also needed.

| believe that Dacorum has a population of around 150.000, we have no hospital, our water supply is limited , our roads
are glogged and our schools and GP surgerys full.

Could | please have these points been raised, and are they being taken on board if they have?



Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS13686

Person ID 1207133

Full Name Chilterns Conservation Board

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Chilterns Conservation Board

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

Hemel Hempstead Garden Community Delivery Strategy, including policy SP16

Object. pp.191-220

The CCB welcomes the fact that a strategic vision and approach has been taken with regard to the expansion and
regeneration of Hemel Hempstead, in particular that neighbouring St Albans Council have been positively engaged with
its interest in adjoining land. Despite this, the founder of the Garden City movement, Ebenezer Howard, would be spinning
in his grave, since he stated that a garden city that expanded into its surrounding Green Belt would, in his eyes, no longer
be worthy of the name — a principle that has been forgotten by the TCPA as current custodians of the “Garden City
Principles”.

The CCB is, however, deeply concerned that this section of the plan fails to mention the Chilterns AONB specifically,
despite the many parts of the town’s expansion that extend into the setting of the AONB, including right up to its boundaries.
The extent of the AONB is not even shown on the “key developments” maps on pp.193 and 206. This is a serious omission
and could be seen to demonstrate evidence that the Delivery Strategy has not taken due account of the duty under
section 85 of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000.

The CCB specifically objects to policy SP16 which fails to recnotes that the site of the Amaravati Monastery is located
in the Chilterns AONB, and the policy should therefore include a reference to the Chilterns Buildings Design Guide.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS14095

Person ID 1269147

Full Name TIM HAGYARD
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files Healthy Hemel - Final - 19 Feb 2021.pdf (1)

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS14154

Person ID 1163439

Full Name Lindy Weinreb

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden | note the several comments throughout the Draft Plan that underpin the decision to distribute the housing allocations in
Communities Delivery the manner set out. This will result in very substantial additions to both the major settlements of Berkhamsted and Tring
Strategy comment with extensive new releases of Green Belt to be designated as ‘Growth Areas’. Although cogently set out in the Plan,
neither towns’ growth will be organic nor ‘sustainable’ — as local employment opportunities at the scale to match resident
numbers does not exist and will lead to additional out-commuting.
Far better to locate new dwellings at scale closer to centres of industry and hence employment. For Dacorum, industry
is concentrated in Maylands and the surrounding area.
| note the proposals for Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities — the land released for Growth Area HHO1 (Phase 1)
to be undertaken 2021 -2038 and the Growth Area HH02 — North Hemel (Phase 2) recorded as being released from

160


https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5836684

Green Belt on adoption of the Plan but safeguarded for 2038 — 2050: this area is designated for around 4,000 homes
etc.

| fail to be convinced that Berkhamsted and Tring should be developed to the extent proposed for 2021-2038: the capacity
to absorb the growth of over 24% and 50% sustainably is questionable. Appending HHO1 and HHOZ2 to the existing urban
network is likely to prove to be the more sustainable solution.

We request the Borough:

1. Reconsider the allocations [which in any case | dispute as being justified see Q 7], and defer the release of BKO1 etc.
from the 2021 — 2038 plan

2. Re phase the implementation of HHO2 to bring forward to 2021 — 2038

This would bring forward some 4,000 homes which will be better located for employment opportunities.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS14375

Person ID 1270640

Full Name Geoffrey Llewellyn

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Please see what BRAG have said about windfall numbers.
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS14421

Person ID 1270662

Full Name MAX GOODE
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden LCR and NR note the reference to draft allocation HHO8 within draft Paragraph 23.36 and is generally supportive of this,
Communities Delivery although considers that this should be led by demand for this type of floorspace at the time a planning application is
Strategy comment submitted, especially in light of the current situation with COVID-19 and remote working.

At a general level, we consider further reference should be made to the importance of the delivery of the multi-modal
transport interchange identified for delivery at draft Allocation HHO8. This is mentioned in passing between draft Paragraphs
23.20 and 23.60 but its importance to the wider development aspirations of Dacorum is not considered to be clear.

LCR and NR consider that Table 32 should reflect the suggested amendments to the wording of draft Allocation HHO8
included within these Representations.

LCR and NR support draft Policy SP18 (Two Waters Opportunity Area) and consider there is opportunity to make clear
that landmark ‘tall buildings’ would be appropriate, subject to masterplanning, within Growth Areas within Opportunity

Areas
Included files
Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS14427
Person ID 1270664
Full Name ASHLEY COLLINS
Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
*  No
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Our Client is strongly supportive of the proposed Two Waters Opportunity Area and agrees that this area is one of the
most sustainable locations within the borough and the potential for redevelopment of underutilised and inefficient sites
should be maximised.

additional housing to meet the Borough need. Paragraph 23.84 recognises that the area is dominated by industrial land
and large retail units which detract from the character of the area and yet no consideration has been given to these

existing retail sites, of which a majority are located in out of the town centre. Questions also need to be answered whether
the retail units are required at all given the turbulent retail market in the short, medium and longer term; and/or whether
they would be better positioned elsewhere in the area, where they do not occupy such prominent and sustainable sites.

Our Client’s site, for example, is located in an optimum location for housing, with a canal frontage, adjacent to the train
station, walking distance to the centre of and sub-regional centre of Hemel Hempstead, and in close proximity to Heath
Park and a number of local facilities such as schools, doctors surgeries etc. If redeveloped for housing, this site could
deliver upwards of 400 units making a meaningful contribution to the housing supply whilst also supporting the existing
Local Centre by bringing a new residential community to a highly sustainable location.

AA8994 - Apsley Retail Park_Rep Update Ir.pdf
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS14562

1270698

Ms Elizabeth Hamilton

This proposal appears to have been formulated without consultation with local communities, which is contrary to

government guidelines, and | note that the Crown Estate is ‘a significant stakeholder as a major landowner’. Paragraph
23.8 describes this proposal as ‘greenfield development’ but fails to mention that is proposed for land which is currently
designated as Green Belt and it would lie immediately adjacent to the Chilterns AONB. As such the proposal does not
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https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5838424
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comply with national policy in respect of the protection of land lying in both designations, or proposed NPPF policy and
existing Chiltern Conservation Board policy regarding the setting of the AONB.

It is inappropriate for the Crown Estate to profit from development which is contrary to national policy.

Paragraph 23.8 proposes that the Hemel Garden Communities Spatial Vision will ‘act as a major catalyst for the
transformation of the town’. | have set out already some reasons why this proposal does not conform with statutory
requirements concerning climate change mitigation, national and Chiltern Conservation Board policy concerning the
Green Belt and the Chilterns AONB and NPPF policies regarding sustainable development. There may be no water
available before the very end of the 2030s to supply this area and the feasibility of providing appropriate wastewater
infrastructure, including expansion of receiving waste water treatment works, is a major uncertainty and could be prohibitive
on cost grounds. This is set out clearly on page 67 of the Water Cycle Study Scoping Study, referring to Hemel Hempstead,
as follows (this 2010 Study refers to the growth scenarios in the then draft regional plan but the growth levels proposed
in Scenario 2 are similar to those in this Strategy):

Both scenarios have the potential to significantly increase the risk of sewer flooding throughout the existing settlement,
especially the potential growth sites to the northeast and northwest. TWU will need to assess the possibility of trunk main
flooding further down the catchment. The total increase of flows throughout the catchment is likely to increase flood risk
downstream of the Maple Lodge WwTW discharge. SC1/2: The sensitive nature of the habitats downstream of the Maple
Lodge WwTW may constrain growth, particularly Scenario 2 levels, as the existing Maple Lodge WwTW process is
operating at BAT regarding nutrients.

Major constraint to development, requiring extensive infrastructure improvements to allow development (possible
showstopper at this stage but may be reclassified following further investigation).

| have major concerns about the plan on page 193 of the Strategy, showing the Key Developments in the whole of Hemel
Hempstead, and these concerns apply to the other plans in this chapter and elsewhere in the Strategy referring to delivery
strategies in other locations. The plans are deficient in a number of respects: there is no scale and neither the Green
Belt nor the Chilterns AONB are shown.

Furthermore the Leighton Buzzard Road is labelled as the A4146. All of the maps in the Draft Dacorum Infrastructure
Delivery Plan showing proposals for Hemel Hempstead infrastructure are similarly misleading, such as Map 7 before
paragraph 18.1. The road adjoining the western edge of the proposed Hemel Garden Communities area is labelled as
an A road (to Leighton Buzzard). It was actually downgraded to a B road (the B440) some years ago.



The proposed new road around the north side of Hemel Hempstead, through the proposed Garden Communities, would
disgorge its westbound traffic onto the B440 and thereafter it is unclear what would happen to this traffic. Just to the
north of the junction are two Grade Il listed bridges over the River Gade at Water End, one of which has a 7.5 tonne
weight restriction and single-line working. Currently the single-line working on the northern bridge means that long
northbound traffic queues form at peak periods to cross the bridge, and rat running to avoid these queues is common.
Other options for traffic to avoid this bridge, apart from turning south into the town centre, are all narrow unclassified
rural lanes, mostly running into or adjacent to the AONB, some only single width, serving and running through the
middle of small rural settlements.

The impact of the traffic leaving the western end of the Hemel Garden Communities, where 20,000 homes are proposed
to be built by 2050, especially as it is likely that most of that traffic would be trying to go north or west, would be massive
and completely unacceptable. It would appear that the proposals for the development of this area, and this road, have
been put together as a desk-based exercise in the belief that the Leighton Buzzard Road is an A class road. The reality
of the local road network on this side of Hemel Hempstead should be studied fully and in detail on the ground, to include
proper consultation with the local communities which would be hugely impacted by this proposal. There is literally no
room in many of the villages located along these routes for any road widening and | suggest that for this reason alone
the whole Garden Communities proposal should be scrapped.

The current restrictions on the northern bridge on the B440 at Water End including the 7.5 tonnes limit mean that lorries
at present are travelling from the Leighton Buzzard Road into Berkhamsted to try to access the A41. Traffic heading
west from the Hemel Garden Communities would also end up going down into Berkhamsted by means of one of the
steep and narrow routes into the town, which have restricted width crossings of the railway, before arriving at the town
centre which is already over-burdened with

traffic. This is also unacceptable and it would appear that no thought at all has been given to the consequences on
Berkhamsted of the Hemel Garden Communities proposal and its proposed road.

Furthermore, the transport proposals elsewhere within Hemel Hempstead will also have serious consequences for
Berkhamsted, the AONB and the rural areas. In particular the proposal to downgrade the dualled A414 between the A41
and the M1 junction 8 to accommodate the proposed improved public transport and active travel connections is alarming.
The proposed new road through the Hemel Garden Communities in northern Hemel Hempstead is predicted in the
Strategy to be used by traffic from Tring and Berkhamsted accessing the M1 rather than, as at present, using the A41/A414
route through Hemel Hempstead. This would be an appalling outcome for Berkhamsted, the AONB and the rural areas
for the reasons explained already.
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Included files

In summarising the main findings of its 2020 report Garden Villages and Garden Towns: Visions and Reality, the
organisation Transport for New Homes said:

Garden Communities are envisaged as sociable, green communities, each with a centre that is easily walked to and a
transport system built for sustainability. Our new report found that the reality threatens to be very different. Transport for
New Homes examined plans for 20 Garden Communities in detail, as well as the funding and policy landscape behind
them, and found that — in their current form — they will generate high levels of traffic by condemning their residents to
car-dependent lifestyles. Most are planned in the wrong locations, far from town centres and rail stations. They lack local
facilities and their streets are designed around car use. Funding for walking, cycling and public transport is missing.

Just the 20 Garden Communities that we looked at will create up to 200,000 car-dependent households. Non-driving
residents will have to walk up to seven miles to access the nearest town centre or a railway station. Unless this picture
improves, Garden Communities will be completely at odds with the visions presented, worsening climate change and
failing their residents.

Sustainable transport is vital to tackling the climate crisis. Walking and cycling in particular have come to prominence
during the health crisis, as have the benefits of living more locally. But the housing that we are planning threatens to
take us in the opposite direction, locking us into car-dependent lifestyles for decades to come.

https://www.transportfornewhomes.org.uk/the-project/garden-villages-and-garden-towns/
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS14590

1270707

Ms Debbie Wilson



*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Having lived in this town my entire life | have witnesses the removal and deconstruction of practically all of the best

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

adult/family entertainment venues in this town - the Pavillion, countless pubs that hosted live music as well as social
clubs, nightclubs, bars, arcades, swimming centres, bowling, pool halls, Quasar, and many others. To compound this,
the population has grown significantly already and the residents are feeling it.

Not planning to provide social activities for residents is highly detrimental to people's mental, physical and social health.
Planning to increase the population of the borough by an additional 50,000+ people without planning for these
improvements will compound this issue even further.

Residents need to be provided with a wide variety of options for things to do. There's only so many times you can go for
a meal and head to the cinema.

High streets should no longer be focused purely on shopping, which is being driven out by online shopping, and instead
should offer a range of entertainment venues for residents. This will provide jobs and bring high streets to life. Entertainment
venues should be suitably sized. The Old Town Hall has a capacity of around 100 people. This is not suitable to cater
for a growing town which will soon have a population to rival cities. Entertainment venues can cater for local groups such
as amateur dramatics, local music festivals, open mic nights and then have the potential to draw in larger acts in terms
of comedians, musicians and bands, theatre productions, etc.

After COVID, people will be craving and valuing these facilities more than ever before.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS14844

325470

Gardener Family Trust

Gardener Family Trust

1270807

Mr
Alistair
Brodie
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Agent Organisation Henry H Bletsoe & Son LLP

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Please see the comments set out in the following section, dealing with Question 5.

Communities Delivery  \yg note the ambitious plans to work with St Albans City & District Council, in the delivery of over 10,000 new homes,

Strategy comment as part of a new Garden Town. Whilst this is commendable, the scale of development is very large and in part reliant
upon the provision of major new infrastructure and a close working relationship between two neighbouring, planning
authorities. From my early career working at Telford Development Corporation | am well aware of the long lead in times
associated with development on this scale. It is a complicated and time consuming process frequently involving differences
of opinion between two local government bodies. In Telford there was a constant tension between Telford Development
Corporation, as the delivery vehicle and Wrekin District Council, as the planning authority.

| have also been involved recently, in development to the north of Houghton Regis where substantial housing development
is now beginning to take shape, largely designed to meet the housing needs of Luton Borough Council, but on land which
falls within the control of Central Bedfordshire Council.

The whole process has been hugely delayed as a result of differences of opinion between the two authorities, which
eventually ended up being contested in the courts.

Therefore, with the best will in the world, and whilst | commend the ambitions set out in the housing delivery strategies,
I must express concern over the ability of two independent planning authorities, to embrace the Hemel Garden Communities
principle and positively work through a Memorandum of Understanding in order to coordinate the policies required
between the two bodies.

Given the long lead in time required to bring forward the scheme at HH21 for 1150 dwellings (which still does not currently
have planning consent, after years of going through the local plan process and the planning application process) | am
concerned that this large and complex scheme will not deliver the required housing numbers, within the anticipated
timeframe. Smaller, more manageable schemes are easier and quicker to bring forward.

In addition, the number of houses proposed on sites in Hemel Hempstead, is partly dependent upon the redevelopment
of brown field sites. Again experience suggests considerable uncertainty must exist over when such sites will come
forward for development and, in some instances, there must be a possibility that some sites will fail to come forward for
redevelopment.

Included files

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS14907
Person ID 1270828
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Owen Ellander

Head of Property Development
Greene King Brewing and Retailing Ltd

1270829

Mrs
Helen
Binns

Walsingham Planning

Yes

Land to the north of the Red Lion Public House, London Road, Hemel Hempstead should be included within the Two
Waters Opportunity Area - see letter of representation from Walsingham Planning.
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS14976

1207224

Chris Padley

Environment Agency

Yes

The supporting text recognises that there is a desire to improve cycling and walking routes along the River Gade but not
the importance or the desire to improve the River itself here. We would like to see the River given greater prominence
in the strategy, not just as a transport link but also for its flood risk, biodiversity and health benefits it brings to the town
centre.
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The Policy refers to sustainable energy and power infrastructure. We would like this expanded to include water
infrastructure.

We would like to be consulted on the specific Development Briefs that is mentioned within your policy.

We are glad to see that the policy includes the protection and enhancements of waterways and key wildlife habitats. The
area also has large flood risk issues which will need to be recognised and managed in this policy.

Title
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Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS15046

1250021

Hallam Land Management Ltd

Hallam Land Management Ltd

1265070

Stacey
Rawlings

The inclusion of the Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Strategy within the DBLP to 2038 is not appropriate. The
draft Plan seeks to allocate 1500 units as a first phase of a potential 11,000 dwelling mixed use development including
land within St Albans District that is yet to be published in a new draft plan, consulted upon and examined. The MOU
Mission Statement suggests HGC will comprise 11,000 new homes and 10,000 new jobs. This should be deleted as it
is not capable of being examined through this plan.

The inclusion of the Key Developments in the Whole of Hemel Hempstead diagram at pg 193 is misleading and
should also not form part of the draft Plan. The wider context and potential development areas beyond the DBC boundary
are not available for scrutiny and examination.

For the areas within the DBC boundary, the full evidence base is not yet available for the proposed allocation for 1500
homes or the land to be removed and safeguarded from the Green Belt for up to 4,000 homes in this draft plan. The



Included files

Hemel Garden Communities Spatial Vision, Concept Masterplan and Transformation Plan are not available for review.
Accordingly, draft Policy SP14: Delivering Hemel Garden Communities is not justified, supported or effective.

Draft Policy SP15 — Delivering growth in Hemel Hempstead is not effective or sound for the following two reasons:

1 It extends to the two North Hemel Hempstead Growth Areas. This suggests it includes the safeguarded land as
well as the proposed allocation for this plan period. This is unclear and unjustified.

2 Reference to growth East of Hemel Hempstead within St Albans District should be deleted. This land is outwith
the administrative area of Dacorum Borough and therefore beyond the remit of the draft Plan.

The housing delivery Table 31 of draft Policy SP15 is not justified or properly evidenced. The subsection 2 includes
Site HHO2 (phase 2 of HGC) for 4,000 homes as part of an overall pot of 10,915 dwellings from the identified Growth
Areas. Again, there is no consistency of approach. The delivery of the 4,000 homes is not required during this plan period
and the Phase 2 land is not proposed for allocation. A separate policy dealing with ‘Safeguarded Land’ is required.

The Key Developments in North Hemel Hempstead diagram at pg 206 is also misleading and should be
adapted/excluded.

Draft Policy SP16 — North and East of Hemel Hempstead Growth Areas also requires modifying to reflect the plan
requirements.

Generally, the Council switches between ‘Growth Areas’ and ‘Strategic Allocations’ when defining growth locations in
this section of the Plan. This is confusing and should be simplified to ensure the reader (and decision-taker applying the
future plan policies for planning applications) are clear as to what constitutes a strategic allocation and what constitutes
a housing allocation. Taking the Hemel example, the range of ‘strategic allocations’ includes sites for 10 dwellings up to
4000 dwellings.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS15065

1270849

Ms Jessica Lindfield

St William Homes LLP

210999

Mr
Martin
Friend

Director
Vincent & Gorbing
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden DELIVERY STRATEGIES — HEMEL HEMPSTEAD

Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

St William support the overall development strategy for Hemel Hempstead. The scale of the development envisaged at
Hemel Hempstead is clearly significant and the greenfield growth areas will clearly take some considerable time to come
to fruition and will need close co-operation with the City and District of St Albans. It is clearly imperative to ensure that
the plan does not fall foul of duty to co-operate requirements in this regard, and that the overall viability of the greenfield
growth areas is fully tested.

St William consider that the DESG should take a cautious approach to the timescale for the delivery of the growth areas,
and ensure that the allocations within the built up area are encouraged to come forward quickly and in a way which
maximises their potential.

Policy SP15, which lists all of the allocations, should identify the yield from these sites as minimum rather than ‘around’,
given that the overall housing requirement is expressed in this way. It is noted that in discussing specifically the Two
Waters area, the DESG identifies the area as accommodating “a minimum of 1500 units plus windfall development”
(para. 23.88). As highlighted above, it is considered that the overall amount of windfall development is likely to reduce
in the future, emphasising the importance of optimising the yield from allocations within the Two Waters area, including
the National Grid site.

As noted above in respect of comments on the National Grid site allocation it is considered that the reference to “public
open space” in Table 32 is not necessary and is potentially misleading in suggesting the provision of open space as a
land use in its own right. The open space provision within the site will be guided by the other policies of the plan (particularly
policy DM63).

Two Waters Opportunity Area

St William support the overall approach of policy SP18 — Two Waters Opportunity Area, including the recognition that
this is one of the most sustainable locations in the Borough where higher density development will be supported.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS15120

1222814

Alex MacGregor

Senior Planner
Quod Ltd (ON BEHALF OF PIGEON INV MAN LTD)



Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

Pigeon Hemel Hempstead Ltd supports the HGC Spatial Vision that is set out on page 199 of the Local Plan. HGC
provides the potential to provide a high quality new integrated community in a highly sustainable location that will support
healthy lifestyles, biodiversity, climate resilience, environmental sustainability and the wellbeing of local communities.
The cross-boundary collaborative approach with SADC and other delivery partners is also welcomed since this is
considered essential to the effective delivery of the HGC Growth Areas.

Furthermore, Policy SP16 recognises the importance of all growth areas that make up HGC and sets out strategic
principles that the whole of the HGC should follow, including the growth areas to the North of Hemel Hempstead in DBC,
and the growth areas to the east of Hemel Hempstead that lie within SADC. Pigeon Hemel Hempstead Ltd welcomes
the strategic and collaborative approach that is being established across the whole HGC.

However, for the same reasons as set out in the response to Question 2, Pigeon Hemel Hempstead Ltd does not support
the safeguarding of land at North Hemel Growth Area (Phase 2) to deliver 4,000 post 2038 as proposed within Policy
SP15.

It is unclear what evidence DBC is using to justify preventing any development coming forward within this land until after
2038. DBC states in its Housing Topic Paper at para 7.35 that the delay is necessary to allow for necessary infrastructure
to be delivered, but delaying an allocation by over 17 years to allow for infrastructure to be developed does not appear
to be sufficiently justified based on current evidence. There is no information on phasing for HGC infrastructure currently
provided in the IDP to justify the post 2038 delay. The detailed infrastructure requirements and associated phasing and
delivery considerations remain subject to further assessment and discussion as part of the progression of the HGC
Framework Plan and should not be pre-determined or unduly constrained. Even once this work is complete, it will be
important that the Plan provides sufficient flexibility to enable this long-term scheme to be delivered whilst adapting to
any changes in circumstance.

Furthermore, as highlighted in our response to Question 2, housing and infrastructure need to be delivered together,
therefore, artificially delaying Phase 2 may also further delay the provision of necessary infrastructure. Bringing forward
development is much more likely to support the deliverability of the new community. The phasing of the North and East
of Hemel Hempstead Growth Areas should be flexible to enable, rather than hold back delivery.
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Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS15295

Person ID 1161497

Full Name Mr Robert Sellwood

Organisation Details The Crown Estate

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden Chapter 23 : Delivery Strategies
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

The principles of the ‘Delivery Strategy’ for Hemel Hempstead are supported, but with the following caveats:

+ Paragraph 23.23 : Elsewhere, North Hemel is referred to as delivering “a minimum of 1,550 homes by 2038”. The
references should be consistent, using this figure. The post 2036 growth in the former St Albans Local Plan was
split, 1,000 homes to the north of Redbourn Road (S6(iv)) and 200 to the south of the former S6(iii).

» Paragraph 23.47 : Paragraph 23.47 gives an incorrect definition of the 60% mode share target. It defines it as a
60% “change in modal share” whereas the aspiration (as set out by the TCPA) is for a 60% modal share. Proposed
revised wording is set out below which would then be consistent with PolicySP16 :

“ —a 60% sustainable mode share for North and East of Hemel Hempstead Growth Areas and 40% sustainable mode
Share for the rest of the town — both targets to be achieved by 2050.”

« Paragraph 23.48 : In relation to Para 23.48, it is not yet determined at what stage the significant improvement to
Junction 8 of the M1 will be required (ie. before or after the end of the plan period). Therefore, the first bullet point
should not be a firm

« Paragraph 23.50 also refers to “the transport corridor to the north of the town”, although this is not listed in para
48.
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Paragraph 23.51 : TCE has seen no evidence to justify the proposal for three Secondary Schools across the whole
of Hemel Garden Community. Two of these are proposed to be located in Phases 1 and 2 of the North Hemel
Growth Area, whilst the third would be in the SADC part of

Policy SP14 : Delivering Hemel Garden Communities

As a major freeholder of land within the Garden Community, The Crown Estate (TCE) strongly welcomes and supports
the proposal as a viable and deliverable allocation.

Policy SP15 : Delivering Growth in Hemel Hempstead

HHO1 on page 201 : It is considered that the reference to provision of the Strategic Link corridor (part) should be
replaced by: “Safeguarding of land within HHO1 for a Multi Modal Transport Corridor that would link Leighton
Buzzard Road to Redbourn Road and be constructed in phases as land to the North of Hemel Hempstead is built
out.”. It would not be appropriate to require construction of the whole corridor until growth areas to the east of HHO1,
which fall outside this Local Plan period, are allocated and Safeguarding is envisaged in para 23.74.

(first bullet) The capacity of Phase 1 should be referred to as “a minimum of 1,550 homes” to be consistent with
other

(sixth bullet) TCE has yet to see any evidence which justifies the need for a new Secondary School in association
with a development of 1,550 dwellings in this initial phase.

HHO2 on page 201

(third bullet) It seems unnecessarily precise to refer to “three local / neighbourhood centres”, since this should be
determined through the masterplan process

(fifth bullet) TCE has yet to see any evidence which justifies the need for two Secondary Schools in the North
Hemel Hempstead Growth Area.

Paragraph 23.70 : It is suggested that the reference in Para 23.70 to “being easily accessed on foot’ should also
include by cycle.
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Included files

Paragraph 23.71 : This refers to improvements to Junction 8 of the M1 and a new strategic transport corridor from
Hemel Hempstead Station to Maylands being delivered by North and East Hemel Growth Areas. The Junction 8
scheme will serve all development coming forward in Hemel Hempstead and therefore the reference should be to
“contributing to” rather than “delivering”. This also applies to off-site It is also unclear what the HH station to Maylands
new strategic corridor is, as it does not appear to be referred to elsewhere.

Paragraph 23.75 : This policy states that Phase 1 “will deliver’ certain pieces of However, this should be amended
to “facilitate or contribute”, which is consistent with Policy SP16(4). This is because Phase 1 cannot deliver (for
example) the whole of the link road or the ‘figure of 8’ quietway.

Policy SP16 : North and East Hemel Hempstead Growth Areas: In SP16(4), it is not clear what the reference
to “60% modal share” actually relates

Transport Topic Paper

(paragraph 75) TCE agree that this paragraph usefully summarises the masterplan issues surrounding the form,
nature and alignment of the North Hemel Link

TCE support the overall approach to examining options for developing the Transport Strategy within the Transport
Topic Paper. TCE generally concurs with the long list of options although consider there may be others to also
consider. TCE also generally concurs with the “Next Steps” set out at paragraph 9.31 and agree that a deliverable
and robust set of interventions are needed that need to be derived from the long list of options available. For
example, TCE does not consider that it has been determined from the work to date whether the M1 Junction 8
improvement would be needed within the Local Plan period to 2038. TCE looks forward to working with DBC and
the other authorities in developing the strategy.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
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1271103

GRAHAM RITCHIE

FAIRFAX STRATEGIC LAND (HEMEL) LTD



Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

SEE ATTACHED RESP

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Hemel Hempstead Garden
Communities Delivery
Strategy comment

Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
EGS15568

1271585

Kim Harding

Asset Protection Specialist
Affinity Water Ltd

Yes

Our investment plans are highly regulated and set on a 5 year cycle. Our funding is based on this. These plans can be
seen in our Water Resources Management Plan (also attached). Site based infrastructure is funded by developers.

The main issue for us in planning to supply water to new development is the uncertainty in implementation timeframes.
We would like to see an Integrated Water Management Statements included as part of your Local Information
Requirements (Validation). This would ensure that the developer approaches us in good time, and would go some way
to help address any issues associated with having to supply developments at short notice.

The performance of our network has been assessed under 2 different scenarios:

e Current demand — to establish the baseline
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* Future demand (including future developments in AW records and Dacorum sites listed in the table on slide 2&4).
All developments are in place at the time specified.

All the assessed scenarios have been scaled to reflect peak summer demand conditions.
According to the simulation results:

* The demand increase due to LP Reg 18 4 Dec - DRAFT LP Housing Growth Proposals (domestic) will be
approximately 5.45 Ml/d (12,116 domestic units).

* The demand increase due to LP Reg 18 8 Dec - DRAFT LP General Employment Areas (only one site) will be
approximately 0.12 Ml/d.

* The pressures at the critical points in the network due to the new developments are such that major reinforcements
in the network in the Dacorum area will be required. This normally means new pipelines although in some cases
new pumping stations will also be required. There is sufficient water supply in the region. Transfer capacity and
reservoirs balance would need to be studied.

All the proposed reinforcements will aim to recover the current level of service and the loss of capacity in the network
due to the additional load imposed by all projected development.

Our current plan considers reinforcements to be installed in the following years, and the new infrastructure will be available
for the initial housing planning that may be used to absorb some initial phases of total growth.

However, the North Hemel is major development, and together with other big projects occurring in the area the
overall scheme design and construction programme will depend on the location and phasing of these. This
means our current plan may need to be reviewed due to the big increase of demand in the area. Any early
information concerning this (phasing domestic/employment demand and industrial use) will help our planning.
This is subject to developers and customers reducing their PPC (Per Capita Consumption) according to our WRMP
(Water Resources Management Plan) through the development of water-efficient buildings; and encouraging customers
to save water.

Our WRMP can be viewed at the link below:
https://www.affinitywater.co.uk/docs/Affinity_Water_Final WRMP19_April_2020.pdf

Dacorum allocated growth sites with employment assessment February 2021.pptx


https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5844208

Affinity_Water_Final_WRMP19_April_2020.pdf

Title Hemel Hempstead Garden Communities Delivery Strategy
ID EGS15579

Person ID 1271579

Full Name

Organisation Details BOYER PLANNING ON BEHALF OF W LAMB LTD
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Hemel Hempstead Garden

Communities Delivery «  We strongly support the aspirations of the Hemel Garden Communities and the four foundation pillars. The

Strategy comment requirement to deliver a 60% modal shift (although not referred to in this section of the Plan) is clearly key in relation

to these

Local Plan Reg 18 Representations | Land at Shendish Manor, Apsley

* We strongly support Policy SP14. The principles have been incorporated into the Vision Document and lllustrative
Masterplan for Land at Shendish, contained in Appendix 2 and 3 of these

* We object to Policy SP15 as it does not make sufficient housing provision to meet the Borough’s housing need in
line with the standard method

* Inthe interests of the soundness of the Plan, it is recommended that the focus for the shortfall in housing numbers
must be allocated to Hemel Hempstead as set out in section 4 and 5 of these representations, and the allocation
of Land at Shendish would assist in meeting with this strategy, as the most sustainable site being proposed within
the Borough. The other towns are already seeing significant levels of growth and any further allocations could lead
to an imbalance and would not accord with the settlement hierarchy

* In the interests of the soundness of the Plan, it is recommended that Policy SP15 should be amended to include
specific reference to Land at Shendish as a Growth
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23 Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS37

Person ID 1158931

Full Name Mrs Juliet Chodzko

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Yes

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| wish to object to the scale of this proposal, with particular reference to para. 23.99. At present Berkhamsted still retains
much of the character of an ancient market town. If this development goes ahead it will become another urban sprawl. The
large Green Belt areas are important for health, recreation and access to the wider countryside. The plan refers to public
open spaces but these are too fragmented, and also to wildlife corridors but these are too small to be of much benefit.

It is appreciated that more housing is required but not on this scale and without the essential supporting infrastructure.

(address removed)

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS39

741960

Mrs. Anne Davies

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation



Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| am writing in strong protest at the proposals put forward in the local plan for Dacorum. ONS figures do not support the
large numbers of houses that the local plan is proposing. It is not acceptable for the Borough Council to proceed with
plans to build on any green belt land.

The proposals for the Northchurch area would inevitably affect Berkhamsted High Street and cause. huge congestion
problems. Most of the streets leading from the A 4251 are narrow and increased usage of these side roads would cause
enormous problems. There is insufficient infrastructure to cope: it is not reasonable or right to expect Berkhamsted to
absorb the large numbers of proposed houses.

| repeat. BERKHAMSTED CANOT ABSORB MORE RESIDENTS ON THE SCALE PROPOSED FOR THE NEXT 18
YEARS.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS53

Person ID 1254476

Full Name Richard Moriarty

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

We wish to object strongly to the proposal to build 60 homes on the Lock Field site BkO7. Building houses here will
create serious detriment to traffic on New Road which is already very dangerous given the narrow path between St
Mary's school and Bridgewater Hill.

Included files

Title

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy

ID

EGS61



Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1253620
John Howard

Yes

Policy SP20/21

23.107 with regards to further residential allocations that are proposed within the urban area shows Berkhamsted Civic
Centre and land to the rear of High Street listed. This will remove a venue used for entertainment, plus the carpark for
DBC workers vehicles. If so where are the replacement/ alternative sites that can be used? 23.131 around 1,000 homes
(including provision for older people)are planned how many will be ARCH owned and will they be at social affordable
rent

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS95

1255447

Andrew Sparrow

Yes

| prefer this plan to significant development to the Bourne End side of the town.



Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS112

Person ID 1255605

Full Name Vivian Watson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

Bk06 Dars Lane - Potential for a community / church building to be the new home for Northchurch Baptist Church.

Included files

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS180
1174360

Bruce Morris

Yes

Delivering Growth.

The draft Local Plan includes 2236 new dwellings in or around Berkhamsted. This a very significant increase to an already
densely built up historic town. The plan acknowledges that a significant proportion (1870) will be brought forward as
urban extensions. The plan sensibly acknowledges the impact of this on the Chilterns AONB and attempts to minimise
the impact by focusing on the South and to the West. It says these will delivered as a planned new neighbourhood.



Included files

Given a requirement to build new dwellings the approach is logical. | would like to make my support of the exclusion of
the lvy House Lane proposal from the Local Plan clear. It indicates that significant issues with access and infrastructure
matter and that the beauty of the valley is being maintained where possible. | would argue that this piece of land be
added to the AONB.

My concerns however relate to whether the council are in the position to make such significant changes to the town as
a whole and are as follows.

1) These large decisions appear to be being made in advance of the revised government guidance on housing numbers.
Greenbelt may be needlessly allocated for development and never returned if not necessary. | believe that it would be
better to wait for the real housing numbers and make the decisions once this is known.

2) A key issue with creating new neighbourhoods is having both a workable and funded infrastructure plan. | believe that
this is still in draft form, much to the annoyance of many councillors | have watched debating the Local Plan. Allowing
the development of so many houses before it is confirmed that the infrastructure is adequate is rash.

In conclusion it appears that in a rush to finalise a Local Plan, Dacorum Borough Council risk the destruction of valuable
greenbelt land. This is unlikely to ever be returned and cannot be supported by me, hence my objection.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS188
1257070

Peter Williamson

Yes

The strategy as a whole .

Berkhamsted market town built in a valley which historically makes enlarging a huge problem, already has very limited
space available. Whether it is land to build on or infrastructure ie Doctors, Dentists, local Hospital and schools, services
such as gas, water, electricity and sewerage.



Included files

To build above the valley of the town will cause many difficulties regarding traffic, parking and transport to and from the
town centre especially where the only road is Shooters way from the bulk of the expantion indicated.

The site of Bankmill will also have to negotiate many problems including flooding, close proximity to the canal, river
Bulbourne and the railway. The increase in traffic will see an obvious increase in pollution beit noise or particulates.

Your strategy states that growth will need to be carefully managed, no account of traffic increases transport inprovements
footfall in an already crowded town centre and pollution seem to be adressed only the outline to build more estates that
have no infrastructure of there own only to increase pressure on existing fascilities.

Gas, electric and water services are at a premium and the drainage system in situe is woefully lacking. For instance, if
there is heavy rain the drains o/s the Esso garage on London Road often overflow, leaving waste on the verges. This
an eyesore on entering Berkhamsted, that children have to walk through on their way to Swing Gate Lane Primary School.

The plan informs that there are few opportunities for new road capacity and then it is stated the edge of town locations
need to ensure that these fascilities are enhanced. All growth areas will provide on and off site measures to alleviate the
problem. This being so do you expect residents to walk to and from town or will a bus service be provided ?

In the past new housing has resulted in more traffic using poor road conections to the town and increasing parking and
congestion. This is the reality of over crowding a small market town to become a large congested town with little
infrastructure and even less hospitality.

To build more on green belt and farm land will lead to an increase in pollution and more congestion also a reduction in
produce from our already shrinking farm land.

The impact on drainage from these growth areas will be a huge problem as more land is built on,the run off areas will
be lessened resulting in more water unable to drain naturally.

Title
ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No

*

*

6

Yes
No

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS245
1258857

James Robinson

Yes



Berkhamsted Delivery Delivering Growth

Strategy comment This all seems like a massive increase to what is obviously an already highly populated historic town.
One of the main reasons for choosing to live in Berkhamsted is it's unique mix of quiet countryside alongside the benefits
of a historic market town. | am concerned this increased development will impact on the feel of Berkhamsted, especially
with all the pressures on infrastructure already.
| can appreciate that the plans pappear to be focused to the South and West sides as this will have less impact on the
Chilterns and it's AONB.
| would like to add my support to the exclusion of the Ivy House Lane proposal as that would obviously have significant

issues with infrastructure, | would like to see the natural beauty of the valley being maintained as much as possible. |,
as others have noted, feel this should be included as an AONB.

| sense that the plans for developments are being rushed through, possibly in a bid to finalise a local plan, before the
decisions are taken higher up. This, in my opinion will ultimately lead to the destruction of valuable green belt land. As
this is unlikely to ever be returned | cannot support these proposals.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS293

Person ID 858896

Full Name Mr Paul Wardle

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No



Berkhamsted Delivery | wish to object to the council’s proposals for releasing and developing Green Belt land around Berkhamsted for significant

Strategy comment housing development which would be detrimental to the character of Berkhamsted and the lives of those who already
live in Berkhamsted. These proposals are no different to the consultation carried out in 2017 and therefore should not
be adopted.

Specific areas of concern.

1 Berkhamsted is already overstretched for things such as access to doctor’s / NHS dentists and availability of school
places is limited, especially secondary school provision. This consultation does not take any of this into account
in a proactive way and Berkhamsted would need significant pre-investment in infrastructure and facilities before
any land should be considered for release for development. Infrastructure works should be carried out first and not
be promised after the event. If it is promised as part of approvals it will probably not happen, due to things such as
budget cuts.

2 The Dacroum area NHS facilities i.e. Hemel Hempstead Hospital continues to be run down at the same time the
number of people living in the area is being increased. Issues around this need to be resolved before providing
opportunities for increases in residents to ensure that there is an adequate service to support the increased
community.

3 Traffic volumes within and around Berkhamsted will be significantly increased.

1
2

3
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Traffic through Berkhamsted has already risen to the levels similar to those before the A41 bypass was built.
Whenever there is a road closure on the A41, all traffic comes through Berkhamsted which means it can take
up to 2+ hours to get from one end of Berkhamsted to the other, since we only have a single main road.
Just adding more traffic lights is not a solution and in most cases these make traffic congestion worse than
before they were added.

Will increase the levels of pollution.

Suggesting that people will make more use of buses and cycling from the proposed sites is a pipe dream.
With most of the proposed sites being on the edge of the Berkhamsted and up a hill people will use cars to
travel into Berkhamsted.

The idea of having cycle ways in Berkhamsted is not viable since the roads are not wide enough to support
losing space to bicycle lanes.

The majority of people of working age in Berkhamsted commute out of Berkhamsted to work. Berkhamsted
cannot and will not support the work opportunities for all these new residents. Therefore, the proposed
developments would significantly increase the number of journeys out of and into Berkhamsted both via car
and train. With the trains on the West Coast mainline already full at peak times.

The majority of properties in Berkhamsted own more than 1 vehicle so perking in residential areas without
drives is already congested.

Any traffic surveys should be based upon traffic volumes pre the COVID-19 pandemic. Any surveys undertaken
during this period are flawed.

4 All brown field sites across the Borough should be considered and developed before any green belt land is released.
5 More properties should be allocated to Hemel Hempstead which will be more affordable.
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1 With the high number of empty retail units in Hemel Hempstead, and the shift in retail to online, consideration
should be given to reducing / compacting the size of the Hemel Hempstead shopping area and converting
the space into accommodation.

Empty derelict / properties should be targeted.

Building on the green belt land close to the A41 will have significant disadvantages for any new residents from the
point of view of air and noise pollution due to the close proximity to this major A road. It also results in the loss of
habitat for animals.

One of the proposed areas can only be accessed by narrow single track country lanes.

Affordability:

1 Most, if not all of the land parcels mentioned on the consultation are areas next to mainly detached houses.
So, | would hope that any new developments should be building houses of a similar stature/style, in keeping
with those around. In which case those houses will not be affordable.

1 A quick search of Rightmove shows 2 bedroom properties in the region of £200K - £680K, 4-5 bedroom
£500K to over £3+milllion.
2 Even the current building work at Bearroc Park lists houses from £450K - £910K.

. * Average UK House prices according to ONS October 2020 was £256K. Berkhamsted average is almost
3 times this figure at £705K.

1 1 Developers will target Berkhamsted with a housing mix to maximise their profits, without any consideration
for the area or local people.

Berkhamsted is one of the most expensive places outside of London to live. Additional housing will just attract
people from London to move to the area, since they are the only ones that can afford it and therefore this will push
house prices up. Not make them more affordable.

Even if developers promise to build “affordable” homes all that will happen once they have planning permission is
that they will claim that the site is not economically viable to support the level of affordable homes promised and
will look to change their commitments so that they can make more profit.

People buying the “affordable” homes will look to sell them as soon as they can, at market rates not at affordable
rates.

Any development granted should ensue that all new properties are developed in a sustainable manner and support
sustainable transport. |.e all properties to have electric charging points, solar power, rain water collection, ground
heating.
Although not directly part of this consultation | would also like to add that | object to the Bulbourne Cross proposal.
This proposal will:

1 Remove a large area of Green Belt land.

2 Join Berkhamsted to Bourne End.



Included files

3 Increase traffic since it is not in close proximity to either Hemel Hempstead or Berkhamsted railway station
and shopping facilities and would result in a large increase in traffic journeys. So not a green solution as the
developers claim.

4 Moving the sporting facilities away from the centre of Berkhamsted would also result in more traffic journeys,
especially if this involved younger children who would have to be driven rather than walked to facilities.

5 They are proposing to build a school close to the A41 which would result in high pollution levels around the
school.

6 The proposed access point to this development is the A41 service area junction at Bourne End. The is an
extremely dangerous junction with very short slip roads and it is common for accidents to occur here.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS328

1259852

Imogen Wagstaff

Yes

Bk01 South of Berkhamsted - | am opposed to this proposal because it involved building on green belt land, will increase
traffic on roads which do not have capacity for this. The location of the development with necessitate that most home
owners will need to use a car to access supermarkets, etc in the centre of town. This is not compatible with sustainability
targets.

BkO03 - Haslam Playing Fields - | am opposed to this proposal. This development will involve felling trees which will
negatively impact on natural ecosystems and natural flood defences for the town. It will increase traffic significantly on
Cross Oak road which is already unable to cope with current levels of traffic because parts of it are single track and large
parts do not have pavement and yet it is a route which many secondary school pupils have to walk along to go to
secondary school. The increased construction traffic and general car traffic once the houses are built will be a hazard
for pedestrians and impact negatively on the environment.



Included files

Bk06 - East of Darrs Lane - | am firmly opposed to this development as it is on greenbelt land and will significantly
increase traffic on roads which do not have capacity for it. The land should be kept as a wildlife area to support natural
ecosystems and to help protect against the impact of climate change.

BkO7 - Lock field, Northchurch - | am firmly opposed to this. My understanding is that this area is currently used for local
allotments and food growing which should be encouraged and expanded in the local plan, not reduced.

Bk08 0 Rossway Farm - | am opposed to this development, it will increase traffic on roads which do not have the capacity
to support this and the proposal is for too many houses, the number of houses should be reduced significantly and more
space devoted to rewilding, local food growing and sustainable community practices.

BK13 - Gossoms End/Billet Lane - | support dwellings on top of a food store, but instead of a commercial large food
store (such as Lidl which is proposed) | would prefer the food store to support reducing food miles to the area and
suppport local farmers... a covered market for local businesses to sell locally grown food and locally produced essentials
would be more sustainable in the long term environmentally and would show greater vision and commitment to achieving
Dacorum's stated goals of addressing the climate emergency.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS381

Person ID 1260058

Full Name Redbourn Parish Council

Organisation Details

Agent ID 1260042
Agent Full Name David
Mitchell
Agent Organisation Redbourn Parish Council
Yes / No No
*  Yes
*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title
ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS413
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

405224
Mrs Jennifer R Honour

We are told that we need 2,230 more houses in Bekhamsted to be built by 2038. My point is that this averages at 123
houses per year. Surely Bearroc Park is enough of our quota for a few years.

The local infrastructure is totally insufficient to support any more large GROWTH development. The water supply, sewage
facilities, local roads, schools and virtually non-existent local hospital provision such as A+E and maternity services are
either severely strained or not viable.

We saw on the television news how Watford Hospital was completely overwhelmed by Covid 19, and was sending its
seriously ill patients to Nottingham and other towns. This is UNACCEPTABLE.

Our three beautiful Hertfordshire county towns have sacrificed TOO MUCH.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS415
1260359
Mr & Mrs Tim & Gemma Trailor



Berkhamsted Delivery I’m writing in strong objection to the plans to materially expand berkhamsted through the building of hundreds of new

Strategy comment homes to the south and east of the town. | have attempted to submit comments via your portal but can’t seem to find a
way to submit them (see attached screen recording of my attempts). If there is something I'm doing wrong and | need
to submit my views differently then pls advise.
The South-East is already extremely built up. The area is heavily populated and facilities are struggling. There is a lack
of NHS dental and GP services and the nearest hospitals are in Watford, Luton and Stoke Mandeville - all of which are
some distance away, and very much struggling with capacity. Travel links, particularly into London are at bursting - often
(pre-covid) it was impossible to get a seat on peak time trains and the revised timetable introduced last year was a
disaster causing frequent delays, so sever that London Northwestern agreed to freeze some ticket prices this year.
When facilities and commuting capacity is already this stretched it is lunacy to attempt to cram in hundreds, let along
thousands, of additional homes. Furthermore recent developments - such as the one at Bearroc Park were grotesquely
over-dense - to the extend that roads were so narrow they had to be made one-way, and parking on the side of the road
is totally impossible without needing to park on the curb - resulting in a very over-built and stressful environment. The
planned development density | suspect is materially higher than that of the existing Hall Park estate and approving any
plan, let along such a dense plan, is wholly inappropriate.
At present the planned building site is beautiful fields with lovely walks which deliver material health benefits to the local
community. My family and | frequently walk around the footpaths and through the wooded area to the south of Berkhamsted
between the Hall Park estate and the A41 and really value the green space available there.
| cannot understand why such a major plan would even be countenanced on such a beautiful green-filed site in such an
already overbuilt area with such stressed services. | struggle to see how any public servant acting in the best interests
of their constituents would ever support such a plan.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS416

Person ID 1260361

Full Name Ms Anne Khazam

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| am a visitor to Berkhamsted, though | also hope to live there one day with my partner who is already a long time resident.
| wish to record my response to the Dacorum local plan.

| am writing because | am rather concerned to hear about the plan to build 800 dwellings between Upper Hall Park and
the A41.
| have often walked in that area, and | think it will be a great shame to build on what is green belt land, and on a green

space which is clearly valuable for the current residents. | also wonder if Berkhamsted will have the infrastructure to cope
with so many new residents? | wonder how this will affect traffic in the area and also the train service.

If you do need new homes though it seems to me that it is worth re-assessing the situation once we are passed the
effects of the coronavirus. There may be quite a bit of office space in the town centre that could be converted into flats,
rather than building in the countryside.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS471
Person ID 1258240
Full Name Adele Giles
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

The whole amounts to over-development. At this rate there will be a linear conurbation from the M25 along the length
of the A41 to Tring. The proposals seem to take advantage of this largely wealthy commuter town to the benefit the
property development companies rather than the needs of the community.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS516

Person ID 1260803

Full Name Rollo Prendergast
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

The lack of a holistic approach to the opportunities Berkhamsted offers, which encompasses environmental and recreational
needs, is coupled with unrealistic assumptions of affordability and transport solutions. There is also a need to assess
housing needs post-Brexit, falling national birth rate and the likelihood of viral pandemics becoming the norm.

Please see overall commentary attached: Local Plan Response Submission

Local Plan Response Submission.docx

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS561

1260936

Peter Hadden

Yes

By its historic nature, having been built in part before the invention of the motor car and in other parts before widespread
ownership of cars, Berkhamsted town centre's roads are already massively overloaded before the proposed addition of
thousands of new residents and their vehicles. The densely built-up nature of the town and its narrow streets also makes
road-widening close to impossible.

Regarding the proposed infrastructure improvements (new schools and health & medical facilities for example), the
current facilities are not adequate for the current population so large parts of the infrastucture improvements would need
to be operational before any significant change in the population.
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https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5796780

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS611
Person ID 1261122
Full Name Mark Slade
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS638

1261183

Oliver Fairfull

No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

16

Growth at any cost is not the answer. The "vision" mentions sustainability throughout, but none of this growth is sustainable.
Overloading areas with a population it cannot support will be detrimental to the countryside, farm land, green space and
the lives of those who have chosen to live in the area. Steady and monitored growth means strategic thinking and



adapting to changing conditions. Build the infrastructure and only then, grow in line with that. The policy as it stands is
to build at a rapid rate, seemingly at any cost.

My experiences are of living in Tring, but it is likely the sentiment is echoed all through the Borough. For example, it is
already hard to get a doctors/dentist appointment. Increase healthcare capacity, then grow the community.

The employment growth you are forecasting is simply a proposal and not a reality. We simply can’t know what the
economic situation will be — some of your plan may succeed, but others will likely falter. Build the economy, then build
the housing.

Tring is a commuter town and a (significant) proportion of new inhabitants will likely commute to London on a trainline
already at capacity. Station car parks are full before rush hour is over - where is the proposal to increase that capacity?
You mention building a better link between Tring and the station, build it first and demonstrate that it works. What is
currently in place is dangerous for pedestrians, cyclists and drivers. A small cohort will cycle in any weather, many
(including me!) will not and will resort to driving. You also can't change the existing road infrastructure; Tring high street
is extremely narrow. A single vehicle stopping (eg deliveries, mail van) backs up traffic. Increasing housing in Tring by
such radical numbers will result in far more congestion and pollution — flying directly in the face of your environment plan.
It's easy to demonstrate now that people drive to the town and do not walk, and an increase in population will result in
increased traffic, particularly as the green belt sites are some distance from the town centre.

Residents in this area should not be made to pay for short sighted thinking. The proposal to build vast numbers does
one thing; makes developers very rich. They will build the standard "cookie cutter" houses, with minimal space between
properties, minimal parking and a minimal green space. Once they have been paid, they will leave and having irreparably
changed the face of the town, we, and future generations will be left to suffer the consequences.

These new estates seen all over the country are the modern equivalent of tower blocks build in the 60s. We will look
back in 50 years and wonder why anyone thought they were a good idea. The example to the west of Tring is a key
demonstration of this. Decorating the house that face the main road with a pretty stone fagade is just that, a fagade.
Look within the roads and you see narrow houses, squashed in at the edge of town, forcing people to drive to town.
Maximising profits for developers, ignoring the real needs of the town inhabitants.

In the original "vision", | believe the proposed number of houses in Tring was between 600 and 1100, which seemed
absurdly high. You have now raised this to 2,731 (an odd number, how can you be so exact? Presumably because this
was calculated by a formula rather than rationale thought) but cannot see any justification for that alarming increase. |
made the same points then, grow the infrastructure and then grow the housing stock, not the other way around. Targets
are not the answer. Destroying green belt and farm land is not the answer. Once you have made these mistakes, we
cannot go back.

This may be mandated from Westminster, but your job as our local representatives is to fight back. | am not anti-growth
— our population is expanding, but we need to grow in a sustainable, controlled way, not mandating the growth of a town
by 40-50%. | spent many hours reading through the 2017 documents and responding. Now to find out that you are

“doubling down” on expansion at such a rate is very disheartening. Many people do not have the time to read through
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such lengthy document and reply but their lack of response should not be taken as de facto approval. We love where
we live. Please, take the time to make the right choice and not put this monstrosity of a plan into action.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS695

Person ID 1256588

Full Name Wendy Silcock

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery The predicted number of houses and school places required flies in the face of current and predicted population figures.

Strategy comment Dacorum needs to demonstrate that there is an actual demand for new housing and schools on the scale used in the
draft plan.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS720

Person ID 1261251

Full Name Lesley Ashden

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Please see previous comments

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS850
334408

Mr Charles Toner

Yes

ROADS / TRAFFIC

The town has been enlarged steadily over the 4 decades that we have lived here. Then, there was a problem with long
queues of through traffic along the High Street. The opening of the A41 by-pass almost 30 years ago substantially relieved
this problem. Since then the population has grown steadily to over 21,000, and traffic congestion is again a major problem
in the town itself and through traffic has grown again too. There has been no improvement in many aspects of the
infrastructure of the town , in particular in the roads connecting the heart of the town. Shootersway/Kingshill Way is a
semi rural , narrow road which runs parallel to the High Street on the south side of the town . These two roads, High St
and Shootersway, are also used as through roads. There are four roads which connect them. All are steep, two very
narrow, and with parking allowed in many parts, because of old terraced houses without drives. All of these roads are
inadequate for today’s town traffic volumes. In addition they have to carry large heavy goods vehicles some of which
serve the town , and some of which are through vehicles. Traffic congestion and hold ups in the town centre are normal
. The lack of proper road maintenance (and this is not temporary) has made a bad situation worse. Traffic is constantly
avoiding potholes or being held up by temporary traffic lights while short term road patching is carried out. Footpaths for
some of these roads , particularly Shootersway, are narrow, inadequate and unsafe for children walking to school.

| have highlighted these problems of the roads because they are the most obvious of several inadequate aspects of the
town’s infrastructure which are obstacles to some of the proposed developments .

| could go into similar detail about the unacceptable standard of others : schools, drainage, domestic water supply and
water pressures - and more, but the main problem is that the roads are inadequate NOW for the levels of present usage.
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Included files

A holistic infrastructure plan is needed, coordinated with the County, in the way that you have been encouraged to do,
rather than obtained piecemeal by contributions from individual developments. No such infrastructure plans have been
put forward in this consultation.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS864

211406

Ms Jennifer Habib

Chiltern Society Planning Field Officer for Dacorum
Chiltern Society

Yes

There are approximately 5,000 new houses proposed, just for Tring and Berkhamsted, which would increase their joint
population by half as much again. Every house will hold at least four people and two cars,some houses many more,
roughly 20,000 people and 10,000 cars to be expected over time.

1

No allowance has been made for extra Doctors, more School places at each level including the sixth form college,
nor transport services [new bus routes, existing road widening, new roads, new larger car parking areas for the
shops] in the plan, but these will undoubtedly be needed and there is no budget for them. The cost of these will be
many millions and there is no way they can be paid for by house building contractors.

There is already a shortage of public open space within the towns especially Berkhamsted so any new building
should incorporate far more than is shown. This will put too much pressure on the Ashridge National Trust area
and the surrounding Countryside. Due to Brexit our farmers will be able to farm all their land, as the EU quota
system no longer applies, so we need the farms to grow our meat and vegetables and should not build on them.
The plans seriously impinge on the existing and supposedly protected Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and
is actually proposing to build over an existing Cricket and Football pitch, despite the fact that Berkhamsted is
officially lacking in public open space. The Government is putting more stress on protecting green spaces as well
as the Green Belt.




Included files

The Government is also stressing the need to protect wild life and the natural environment, but these plans eliminate
the wild life corridors and areas of special interest at present protected, will the destroy huge areas of habitat,
create light pollution from all the new street lamps, plus human disturbance which will destroy wild life.

If these proposals go ahead the entire character of both areas will change beyond repair. The planned housing
touches the borders of the AONB and has completely removed the protective areas of Green Belt around them
and also the Green Belt separating the towns. [which is the main reason for the Green belt] The Government has
recently stated that Housing is not a reason for losing Green Belt areas and also that AONB areas are precious,
their character is irreplaceable and must be retained together with the valuable wild life spaces and travel corridors
previously planned.. The Government also said that the first principle of new housing is that it should be built on
brown field sites, also that affordable housing is a local priority, there is no mention of brown Field site use.

If these plans are built there will be a great need for new sources to be found for the water supply. The Chalk
Streams of the Chilterns are a National Treasure. The water companies already take more water than is advisable
from them , yet still we have water shortages every hot summer and calls for hose bans. A new reservoir for the
area, capable of supplying the extra 60,000 gallons per day which will be needed, together with a new water
treatment plant and water collection from the street drainage will be needed, but there is no budget or suggested
plans for this.

Similarly the current sewage disposal system for the two towns is already overloaded because of the volume of
new housing already built in the last 5 years. For this level of new housing a new sewage treatment plant and new
main sewers will be needed, also not shown.

To keep up with the need for much more electric power to be made available to support electric cars and support
our government’s plans for climate change, [the reduction of gas use for heating and cooking] other ways must be
used.

Every new building should be heated by heat exchangers underground and roofed with photovoltaic cells, which
are available in roof tiles rather than in ugly black panels.. This has been done with great success by several leading
architects and should now be made compulsory for all new housing.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS893

1261484

Simon Wraight
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

"23.117 The retail foodstore allocation at Gossoms End"

This has been vacant since 2016, how can we rely on the development of a shop when the only thing built on the vacant
land in over 5 years is a fence?

"23.123 Network Rail has highlighted that growth in the town will require improvements to the station capacity, including,
for example, new cycle parking and the upgrading of buildings."

The station already has enough capacity to overwhelm the train capacities. Expanding a station does not deal with over
crowded trains. How will the extra passenger numbers be addressed by the train companies themselves? Can extra
train capacity be guaranteed?

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

22

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS926

1264329

DOMINIC MILLER

Yes

There are approximately 5,000 new houses proposed, just for Tring and Berkhamsted, which would increase their joint
population by half as much again. Every house will hold at least four people and two cars,some houses many more,
roughly 20,000 people and 10,000 cars to be expected over time.

1 No allowance has been made for extra Doctors, more School places at each level including the sixth form college,
nor transport services [new bus routes, existing road widening, new roads, new larger car parking areas for the
shops] in the plan, but these will undoubtedly be needed and there is no budget for them. The cost of these will be
many millions and there is no way they can be paid for by house building contractors.

2 There is already a shortage of public open space within the towns especially Berkhamsted so any new building
should incorporate far more than is shown. This will put too much pressure on the Ashridge National Trust area




Included files

and the surrounding Countryside. Due to Brexit our farmers will be able to farm all their land, as the EU quota
system no longer applies, so we need the farms to grow our meat and vegetables and should not build on them.
The plans seriously impinge on the existing and supposedly protected Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and
is actually proposing to build over an existing Cricket and Football pitch, despite the fact that Berkhamsted is
officially lacking in public open space. The Government is putting more stress on protecting green spaces as well
as the Green Belt.

The Government is also stressing the need to protect wild life and the natural environment, but these plans eliminate
the wild life corridors and areas of special interest at present protected, will the destroy huge areas of habitat,
create light pollution from all the new street lamps, plus human disturbance which will destroy wild life.

If these proposals go ahead the entire character of both areas will change beyond repair. The planned housing
touches the borders of the AONB and has completely removed the protective areas of Green Belt around them
and also the Green Belt separating the towns. [which is the main reason for the Green belt] The Government has
recently stated that Housing is not a reason for losing Green Belt areas and also that AONB areas are precious,
their character is irreplaceable and must be retained together with the valuable wild life spaces and travel corridors
previously planned.. The Government also said that the first principle of new housing is that it should be built on
brown field sites, also that affordable housing is a local priority, there is no mention of brown Field site use.

If these plans are built there will be a great need for new sources to be found for the water supply. The Chalk
Streams of the Chilterns are a National Treasure. The water companies already take more water than is advisable
from them , yet still we have water shortages every hot summer and calls for hose bans. A new reservoir for the
area, capable of supplying the extra 60,000 gallons per day which will be needed, together with a new water
treatment plant and water collection from the street drainage will be needed, but there is no budget or suggested
plans for this.

Similarly the current sewage disposal system for the two towns is already overloaded because of the volume of
new housing already built in the last 5 years. For this level of new housing a new sewage treatment plant and new
main sewers will be needed, also not shown.

To keep up with the need for much more electric power to be made available to support electric cars and support
our government’s plans for climate change, [the reduction of gas use for heating and cooking] other ways must be
used.

Every new building should be heated by heat exchangers underground and roofed with photovoltaic cells, which
are available in roof tiles rather than in ugly black panels.. This has been done with great success by several leading
architects and should now be made compulsory for all new housing.

Title
ID
Person ID

Full Name

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS957

1266581

HELEN YOUNG
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Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| live at (address removed) and | write to put forward my objections to the proposed developments set out in the local
plan, particularly in relation to those that will affect Berkhamsted.

Firstly, the size and sheer scale of proposed development in Berkhamsted is entirely disproportionate to its existing (and
desirable) size. The already congested main route through the valley floor will not be able to cope with the influx of extra
traffic, nor will its amenities.

The erosion and development of green belt land is utterly wrong, and cannot be reversed once done. It will entirely
change the landscape of Berkhamsted.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS964

1261560

Mr Andrew Gray

Yes

The scale of proposed development in Dacorum and in particular Berkhamsted/Northchurch is quite preposterous. No
doubt the fault of the Government!

However the plans were developed before the pandemic.



Included files

Over one percent of the uk population have died and we have not yet reached the top of the spiral of infection. Planning
must recognise short as well as long term expectations and population growth over the next decades is likely to grow
much more slowly than was assumed up to the end of 2019.

Whatever the figures, insufficient thought seems to have been given to the facilities of education, traffic or doctor’s
services.

Education. Darrs Lane is as it says, a lane with single lane traffic almost throughout its length. ~ Walking on it is well
neigh impossible.

Traffic. The plan recognises that there is no way to increase road access on the south side of town.  Parking in the
town is likely to become quite impossible if the plans are accepted.

Medical and doctor services are at capacity. No plans to extend appear in report?
Please place on record my objection to the entire proposal.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1007

Person ID 1261651

Full Name Linda Hussey

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

Northchurch
| object to removing land from Green Belt.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1032
Person ID 399849
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Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Mrs Beryl Edwards

Yes

Land designated GREEN BELT is sacrosanct to me. It is needed to prevent dwellings covering the countryside willy-nilly
and, maybe, eventually joining outlying villages with the nearest town.

All the areas you have detailed are designated Green Belt, except for Berkhamsted Civic Centre and the Lidl/Jewson
site.

Except for the two on the A4251 all the areas are at the top of the hills making access difficult: too steep to walk or to
cycle.

The UTILITY SERVICES are not up to standard to provide for new houses. Sewers are mainly Victorian, and the water
supply is already under threat.

The average HOUSE PRICES in Berkhamsted and Northchurch are higher than average. This precludes essential
professionals like doctors and teachers from buying and, in this way, providing a service to the town. We are extremely
short of doctors, making getting doctors appointments very difficult even before the current situation.

FINALLY, Berkhamsted and Northchurch have had considerable numbers of houses built in the last few years: notably
Royal Keys at Hall Park, the Wellcome site, Castle Village, the Police Station site, the corner of Swing Gate Lane, Bearroc
1 and Bearroc 2. No extra infrastructure has been created to provide for these new residents. | consider we have done
our share of providing new dwellings in the Dacorum area.

| hope you will understand my predicament and accept my comments, as | cannot be the only local resident who has
difficulty and, presumabily, it is our comments you want.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1258
1253932

Gareth Scrivens



Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

BKO1 + Berkhamsted Retail and Education. Beyond my concerns about the loss of GreenBelt land that will happen if
these proposals go forward in current form, the Delivery Strategy for Retail does not outline anything new in addition to
plans are already in place; there's no plan for new infrastructure or shops to support the growth. The new carpark already
exists, the site for a new supermarket already exists. Nothing new is planned in this Strategy to support 2000+ homes
and inhabitants.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1287

Person ID 1259116

Full Name Tring in Transition (TinT)

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

No

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1313

Person ID 1261996

Full Name Colin Howe

27



Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
Title
ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Yes

» Berkhamsted Civic Centre and land to the rear of High Street

» Clarence Road road has 19 dwellings and is a cul-de-sac

* Has anyone (from the council/developer) stopped to monitor the traffic including council vehicles, police cars,
couriers, dental patients, commuters plus residents who use this road; it is two-way but there is no room for two
vehicles to pass each other at the same time

» With 16 more dwellings how is this going to work satisfactorily?

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1341

1145350

Mr Edward Murray

Yes

Increasing towns bpopulation by 20% is not accpetable.

There is one high street, which already has issues with traffic. Parking at the station is inadequate, so that means the
surrounding areas will have cars thrown all over the place.

Unacceptable



Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1348

Person ID 1261962

Full Name Claire Crouchley

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Yes

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

The proposed number of new homes in Berkhamsted is not supported by the more recent ONS figures. Although there
is a clear need for substantial amounts of additional housing, the justification for such a large amount of development
on existing Green Belt land is simply not there.

23.99 and 23.112 The valley nature of Berkhamsted is recognised by the document but insufficient account is taken of

what this actually means in terms of the limited options for improving roads and other transport links and of the inevitable
loss of the current openness and views that would result from developing the valley sides.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1351
Person ID 772477
Full Name Mr. Roy Warren
Organisation Details Planning Manager
Sport England
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation
Yes / No Yes
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*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Paragraph 23.111 — Haslam Fields

Support is offered for the requirement for the playing pitches associated with the Haslam Fields Growth Area to be
replaced at Berkhamsted School’s Haresfoot campus and for the proposal to make a linked allocation for the replacement
sports facilities. This approach helps provide certainty that the replacement facilities are deliverable in practice, and
therefore the development allocation on existing playing fields can be justified and meet Government policy on the loss
of playing fields.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1368

Person ID 398857

Full Name Mr Paul Tinworth

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

| disagree strongly with the Local Plan and the housing numbers proposed. | consider the plans to be excessive in extent
and would change the character of the area completely. | can see no justification for this degree of housing expansion
in Berkhamsted.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1371

Person ID 221909

Full Name Mr Stephen Doughty
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

| wish to object to the development proposals for Berkhamsted as outlined in the Dacorum Local Plan (2020-2038) and
also to the unsolicited Thakeham proposal for Bulbourne Cross.

The algorithm on which the consultation is based has been withdrawn by the Government. The algorithm which has
replaced it uses out of date data. To continue until a new algorithm is established is a waste of public money. The reason
for insisting on continuing to develop a plan based on unsound assumptions demands an answer as quite candidly it
falls below the expected governance standard and is open to challenge on that alone, especially given the potential legal
cost exposure. What is the reason please?

Government policy is now to rebalance the economy of the UK to support the development of the Midlands and North
where brownfield sites exist and thereby take the pressure off greenfield sites in London and the South East. Releasing
greenbelt land in London and the South East undermines this so-called ‘Northern Powerhouse’ policy.

Greenfield sites need to be retained for agriculture in a Brexit and climate change environment where the UK needs to
be more self-sufficient than previously. Reliance on imported foods is becoming increasingly unwise in view of the need
to reduce carbon emissions from transport sources and the need to guarantee food security in an increasingly unstable
world political environment.

Water supplies in the aquifer in the south of England are unable to meet current demand, increasing the possibility of
water shortages. This is particularly acute in the chalk areas of the Chilterns.

The location of Berkhamsted within a narrow valley makes access difficult, especially in view of the existing housing
stock on through roads near the centre of town which has limited off street parking provision. The steepness and
narrowness of many of these residential roads, often with alternating directional traffic flow, makes cycling and walking
relatively unattractive leading to high levels of car use within the town. Residents of new housing developments on the
edge of town are even more likely to use a car to reach the centre of town due to the distance. There is no evidence that
existing public transport services have been able to provide a realistic alternative to use of the car, so it is unrealistic to
believe that new services linked to new developments will be sustainable. In view of the developed nature of the town
centre, there is no ability to improve traffic capacity or flow, let alone provide cycle lanes or off-street parking for residents.
Increasing the size of the town is therefore fundamentally unsustainable and fails to meet plan objectives, despite evident
window-dressing.

The evidence of recent developments such as Bearoc Park in Berkhamsted is that the new housing provision has largely
been of the style and price that is most profitable to developers. Minimal social housing obligations mean that these
developments have had little impact on meeting the housing needs of existing local residents and has only served to
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attract new people from outside the area. While that may help local maximise authority income, it fails to meet local
needs and pays lip-service to sustainability goals.

In summary, the Local Plan proposals are fundamentally unsound being based on discredited algorithms and out-of-date
data and do not address the underlying inconsistency with central government development strategies. These issues
must be addressed and resolved with Central Government prior to any further consideration of the Local Plan proposals
or there can be no confidence in the objectivity of the process or in those responsible for delivering it. Until that is done,
there is no point in providing detailed comment on specific aspects of the draft Local Plan.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1385
1262052

Ms Severine Robitaille

Yes

My objections are on several grounds:

* Neither Berkhamsted nor Tring could cope with such a large increase in population. In the case of Tring doubling
the size seems a ludicrous idea

» The loss of character of both towns; people live here for its countryside green appeal, which would be highly
impacted. This will decrease value of these towns significantly

» There would be a strong ecological impact with water not draining properly through existing fields and creating
flooding

» The infrastructure of the towns could not accommodate it: the roads are already congested with high pollution
levels

* There is no talk of increase of public transport and cycle ways

*  What would be put in place to replace the loss of green land?

* It currently takes 2 weeks to get a gp appointment, we would need to employ new doctors; there is no serious
proposal for this



Included files

* |tis going against government policy and building on Greenbelt; as you are required too, you should look at
brownfield sites first

» The level of new cars would bring a rise in pollution levels and the destruction of the green barrier between A41
and Berkhamsted town would have a high impact on Air Quality. It would also be quite unpleasant to live there

In short | object on ecological grounds as destruction of natural habitat, large increase in pollution levels, destruction of
town character. | believe that option of brownfield sites should be looked at primarily and a smaller scale plan considered.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1386
215946

Mr lain Manson

Yes

As a +30-year resident of Berkhamsted, | have taken great interest in the development of the town and particularly how
it has grown to meet the housing needs within the borough. Therefore, | would like to record my views regarding the
proposals contained within the "Emerging Strategy for Growth (2020-2038)" which | understand is designed to set out
DBC's approach to accommodating further growth across the borough, outlining which sites are proposed for development
and the policies that will cover the delivery of these developments and other developments within Dacorum.

I would like to register a very strong objection to the choice of several of the development sites that are contained
within the Plan. Given that | live in Berkhamsted, the prime objection is to the proposed developments within
the Berkhamsted area. My objection is made upon three fundamental strategic grounds that | have set out below:

1 Incorrect Assumptions for Housing Provision. Whilst accepting that there is an undeniable need for more
housing, in particular for more genuinely affordable housing, | have serious concerns regarding the sheer scale of
proposed development in Dacorum. The Council appears to have failed to take account of National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF), paragraph 11, footnote 6 which allows local authorities to restrict the scale of development
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due to other planning constraints including impacts on the Green Belt and AONB. Indeed, recent Government
guidance on calculating housing need has been, at best, confusing. The algorithm method for calculating housing
need which has been used by the Council is not the correct means to calculate the housing needs of the Borough.
The correct calculation of the housing needs in Dacorum should be based on the most recent and relevant data,
which is currently the 2018 based Office for National Statistics (ONS) projections. The Council has wrongly based
its calculations on the outdated 2014 based ONS data which will result in a significant overestimate of
housing needs and brings into question the soundness of any local plan which is based on them. | would
remind the Council that on Wednesday 16 December the government published its response to the local housing
need proposals on the consultation on changes to the current planning system. This sets out important changes
to the standard method which has been amended so that the 20 most populated cities and urban centres in England
(none of which are in Dacorum) see their need uplifted by 35%. The Government also said:

* "More broadly, we heard suggestions in the consultation that in some places the numbers produced by
the standard method pose a risk to protected landscapes and Green Belt. We (Government) should be
clear that meeting housing need is never a reason to cause unacceptable harm to such places.” and they
went on to say "Within the current planning system the standard method does not present a ‘target’ in
plan-making, but instead provides a starting point for determining the level of need for the area, and it
is only after consideration of this, alongside what constraints areas face, such as the Green Belt, and
the land that is actually available for development, that the decision on how many homes should be
planned for is made. It does not override other planning policies, including the protections set out in
Paragraph 11b of the NPPF or our strong protections for the Green Belt.”

1 Impact on Green Belt and Other Designated Land. The Council states that a key objective is “minimising and
managing the requirement for development on Green Belt land and the impact on the Chilterns AONB". However,
it is evident that in meeting the declared mission to provide at least 100% of the "over-inflated" housing need, the
Council proposes that, as a necessity, development must, therefore, take place on Green Belt land or land that is
specially designated for other purposes. 85% of Dacorum is rural, 60% is Green Belt, and 33% of the countryside
is within the Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty; these are for many people the prime reasons that they
have chosen to live in this area. | remind the Council of the stance of our local Member of Parliament, Gagan
Mohindra, on Green Belt land, which was included in an email response to me dated 17 November 2020. This
appears to set out the Council's duty to plan for housing provision and protect our Green Belt and specially designated
land:

+ "l stood on a platform of protecting the Green Belt and will continue to fight that battle on a national
level. | have previously written to Minister Rt Hon Chris Pincher at MHCLG about my concerns. At a
local level, we must as a community come together and agree a way to sustainably ensure new homes
are built for local residents. The only way to do this is through Dacorum Borough Council finalising its
Local Plan as soon as possible".

1 Failure to Provide Adequate Supportive Infrastructure. Specifically, | look at the proposed developments on
Green Belt land around Berkhamsted and state categorically that there is insufficient consideration in the Plan for
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Included files

the provision of new or of upgrading the current infrastructure to support the scale of the proposed developments.
Berkhamsted is already a Town which is at capacity in terms of schooling, road services, water supply and wastewater
disposal.
| trust that my objection can be taken fully into account and | am sure that you will see many more similar objections
from other residents of Berkhamsted that the proposed developments within the town are wrongly premised, should not
take place on Green Belt land and do not make proper provision for improved infrastructure for the town to accommodate
such large developments.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1389

Person ID 1262053

Full Name Ms Sandra Lawman

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| object to the scale of the proposed development and particularly the impact on all types of infrastructure, not least
railway provision.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1395

Person ID 1262056

Full Name Sue & Graham Holland

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| write to put forward my strong objections to the proposed Local Plan for Berkhamsted with the construction of 2236
houses in the coming future, particularly those developments planned for Shootersway and Kingshill Way.

My reasons are listed below:-

1. Traffic

The traffic levels along Shootersway and down our road (Cross Oak) are off the scale now. With school run vehicles
and delivery vehicles, people going to work etc, the traffic is nose-to-tail morning and late afternoon. There is only one
speed restriction which has little effect, and in our opinion Cross Oak Road should be a limited access road because of
its use as a cut through /alternative to Kings Road. With the obvious proximity of Bearroc Park, which is increasing in
capacity, traffic will be at maximum levels by the end of the year anyway. The local roads are not designed for high
levels of traffic, tarmac regularly breaks down, and the narrowing with no pavements puts pedestrians at risk.

2. Infrastructure

Berkhamsted’s facilities are bursting at the seams NOW. Doctors surgeries are over-subscribed and not able to take
more patients, schools are full. With the added injection of 2236 new households (potentially 6,500 + people) | fear the
town will implode on itself.

3. Preservation of Berkhamsted as an historical town.

Berkhamsted is a market town with a lot of history. It needs to remain and retain its identity in the future.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1401

1262061

Ms Pamela Clegg

Yes



Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Berkhamsted local plan to build 2236 houses

| am writing to lodge my disagreement to the proposed plan to build this number of house in Berkhamsted. The number
is excessive and well above the forecast for the borough calculated by the ONS.

The impact on West Berkhamsted is disproportionate. There has been a recent, major development ‘Bearroc’ which
already impacts the infrastructure | strongly disagree with the local plan to build this number of dwellings.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1403

Person ID 222926

Full Name Mr. Keith Skinner

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| wish to state my very strong disagreement to your local plans for the Berkhamsted area.

The housing numbers are excessive, not only because they are based on incorrect statistical assumptions, but also
because Berkhamsted has no capacity to absorb the housing numbers proposed. There is already a lack of support
infrastructure, in terms of schools, medical facilities, road/traffic capacity, etc. etc., but also your plans will lead to yet
more pressure on local amenities, thus making the quality of life in Berkhamsted poorer.

This COVID pandemic has shown us all how important space is, and yet your proposals will reduce that. Overcrowded
areas are not healthy, so your plans will also have a detrimental knock-on effect on the wider Dacorum area.

| have been a resident of Berkhamsted since 1985 and | have personally seen the negative impact on the towns’s
infrastructure, environment, and the well-being of its residents, resultant from all the developments that have taken place
in the last years. So your new plan will only make the situation worse. Please do not go ahead with it.

Title
ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1405
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Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1262063
TIMOTHY BAILEY

Yes

As a resident (address removed), and having to cope with ridiculous traffic already (often unable to even get out of the
drive) | strongly oppose the proposed housing plan for Berkhamsted especially around Kingshill Way, Shooters Way

and Chesham Road. The numbers are ridiculous and can only make congestion and quality of life worse for local residents
and significantly devalue our properties. With the new housing development in Bearroc Park in Shooters way we have
already seen an increase in traffic. The numbers of houses proposed also are significantly above those required by ONS.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1411

1151668

MR PETER CRACKNELL

Yes

| write in my position as a long-time homeowner in Berkhamsted. My family has lived in three different houses in the
town over a period of 40 years, and in that time we have seen substantial changes to Berkhamsted, measured in
population, house numbers and area.



Included files

The 2013 ‘Core Strategy' plans have been especially significant to us, as we have noticed the town centre struggling to
cope with the constant increase in traffic, making shopping in the town these days a less than relaxing pastime. We did,
however, realise that there is a need for sensible increases to the size of Berkhamsted in order to satisfy that housing
demand.

The latest proposals are so far outside those of the Core Strategy that it’s hard to realise we are still talking about the
same town - Berkhamsted. At this point I'd like to persuade you to come to Berkhamsted on a weekday morning to
experience the overcrowded nature of the town. But of course for the time being Covid would make that a less than
accurate impression. What we can do, as indeed can you or any residents of Berkhamsted, is walk out of the town onto
one of the many stretches of Green Belt, and this we do constantly, not just to fight the possible effects of the pandemic.

The proposed planning ideas put forward by the Council would delete most of those opportunities for most of the residents.
Green Belt was designed to be a benefit to residents who could walk a short distance and wind down, without having to
get in the car or bus to reach the start of the process.

The Core Strategy represented a large increase in the population of the town, but the new proposals go so far beyond
this that Berkhamsted would not be what it currently still is - a medium sized town that can grow at a reasonable rate
without losing all the benefits that attracted families in the first place.

Title

ID
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Full Name
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Agent Full Name
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1413
1262068

Ms Emma Starnowska-Reed

| am aware of the up and coming ideas around the increased housing in our local areas and although | agree that
additional housing would be required the proposals are not well considered and go far beyond the current & future
demand.

| have found information on the subject that concerns me which are as follows:
Greenbelt
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* Nearly all development proposed will be on Greenbelt. — this is against Government policy.

» The land between Shootersway and the A41 has always been considered as the “Green Lung” for Berkhamsted
— absorbing vehicle emissions from the A41. Traffic has increased significantly in recent years. A green buffer is
needed.

» They should look at further Brownfield sites — as they are required to do and consider these areas as a priority,
rather than looking to Greenbelt land at the first instance.

* | live by another area of Greenbelt also being threatened by the move of the Egerton Rothersay school, the DBC
seem intent of leaving us with no Greenbelt land, which makes our area so special. If | wanted to live in a concrete
town, I'd already be living in one

Sustainability

» This is nonsense. Berkhamsted is seen as ‘sustainable’ because it has (some) good facilities, despite the many
constraints (hilly, congested main route through valley floor.) Most of the proposed building is at the top of the hill,
where most people will rely on their cars for travel in and out of town. There are no significant improvements
proposed for Berkhamsted’s traffic situation.

Pollution

» Airquality is borderline in many parts of town, verging on illegal at times. Northchurch has had additional monitoring
for several years as air quality is so poor.

» Our town lies along a valley, with most residential areas along the bottom and up the sides. Air pollution naturally
collects in this area.

* | would strongly argue that the proposed — excessive — developments, will result in poorer air quality.

+ DBC are using an outdated Air Quality Action Plan from 2014-2018. Air quality has not improved since then, and
recently, significantly, air pollution has been legally listed as a cause of death.

Housing numbers

* 24% increase in housing proposed in Berkhamsted (more than 900 houses) 50% increase proposed in Tring

» Council using outdated (2014) housing projections. Half of this number needed in reality (using more recent ONS
data from 2018).

+ DBC should challenge the proposed housing numbers — which are dictated by central Government, rather than
just accept them.

Housing distribution

+ Hemel, Berkhamsted and Tring are all expected to take their ‘fair share’ of housing proposed. Each of these
settlements have their own issues and constraints (topography-how hilly it is/valley, congestions, lack of public
transport, lack of safe cycle ways, etc.) However, DBC seems to just be looking at the numbers — and not taking
these vital issues into account.

Infrastructure



Included files

» The transport study takes noaccount of Berkhamsted’s geography and valley setting. Most building is proposed
along the top of the valley.

» Nosignificant proposals for improvements to roads or traffic flow. All additional traffic created will feed
on to Shootersway, Kings Road to town/station, and various rat-runs to avoid inevitable congestion.

* No proposals have been made to improve walking/cycling/public transport routes.

* No significant improvements to public open spaces(apart from garden-sized suggestions only.)

* The ‘wildlife corridors’ are simply a narrow strip along the A41, and don’t connect with any meaningful habitats (no
proposed tunnels for wildlife to go under A41 to access further green/habitat areas.)

* No additional health services — new surgery at Gossoms End is supposed to be able to cope with ALL the new
developments. A minor extension of Manor Street is proposed.

Water

+ DBC is relying on outdated data, from a study in 2011 — which showed potential problems with water
supply / drainage. It's not clear what impact the development proposals will have on this, as well as sewage —
especially with a greater number of housing suggested.

Please take these points into serious consideration and look at using more current data than relying on the old. What is
being proposed is damaging to these local communities & once in place is not reversible.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
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Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1414

1262067

MOYA WILLIS

Yes

As a homeowner | am very concerned about the effects of heavy rain running down from Shooterway area as we already
have deep puddles in the road after rain. Also the extra sewage could well be a problem.

| would like assurances than | can sue the council if the road is flooded as a result of the extra load on the system.
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Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1417

Person ID 399244

Full Name Mrs Teresa Langridge

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery | am writing to say that | don’t agree with the Local Plan to build houses in Berkhamsted.

Strategy comment The numbers are excessive and in the area West Berkhamsted seem disproportionate, especially given the number of

developments being build at Bearroc Park.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1420

Person ID 1149455

Full Name Peter and Hilary Mills

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

42



Berkhamsted Delivery As a long time resident of Berkhamsted | am emailing you to object most strongly to the proposed development of our
Strategy comment green belt and therefore destruction of our beautiful town with its green surrounds. We will no longer be an area of
outstanding natural beauty.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1422

Person ID 1149455

Full Name Peter and Hilary Mills

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery The town is already groaning under the stress of too many people and too many cars. This is a small town, it does not
Strategy comment have the infrastructure to accommodate more families.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1423

Person ID 1149455

Full Name Peter and Hilary Mills

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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Berkhamsted Delivery We do not have enough doctors, dentists or schools as it is. | implore you to rethink this disastrous plan!
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1427

Person ID 398881

Full Name Mrs Patricia Bird

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery To the planning consultation committee

Strategy comment | am writing to say that | disagree with the local plan under consultation, in particular | disagree with the number of new

houses planned for Berkhamsted, which is already struggling with the existing infrastructure, doctors, congestion, parking
etc. and it would also affect the green belt, pollution and more.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1459

Person ID 1163187

Full Name Janet Sparks

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
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*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

| have read the above draft plan, and would comment below regarding Berkhamsted and your change of policy regarding
Green Belt land.

What happened to the 2013 Core Strategy Vision for Berkhamsted of “maintaining the strong valley and linear character
of the settlement” — now dumped because of the proposed expansion which is clearly developer led and for commercial
concerns?

DBC have been spectacularly unsuccessful in their intention to offer affordable homes in developments in Berkhamsted
and their intention now must be questionable. They accept developer’s monies to fund their other projects and, due to
the massive shortfall in their income due to the pandemic, this will only continue.

The site of the proposed development is well away from existing services and facilities in Berkhamsted. | live at the top
of one of the valley sides in Berkhamsted, and it is impossible to shop and carry that shopping home without using a
car. Yet, you intend to site your developments at this distance and gradient, which will only encourage more cars in a
town already saturated with traffic. Berkhamsted does not have the capability to increase its road infrastructure and your
plans will, therefore, be extremely damaging to the health of the town’s residents.

During the Covid pandemic | have used the Green Belt countryside around me (at the top of the valley) for exercise in
an effort to keep fit, as have very many cyclists, joggers and other walkers. This countryside will all disappear if your
draft plan is ever realised, and | will then have to resort to a car journey to find green space to walk. Your draft plan is
actively encouraging residents to use their cars.

If your draft plan is ever implemented where is everyone going to work who lives in this proposed housing in Berkhamsted?
You have not included proposals to increase employment opportunities in Berkhamsted, so presumably these new

residents will be travelling outside the town to work. Neither the train or the bus will be a viable transport option due to
the siting of the developments on steep valley sides and at the top of the valley, so there will be more cars on the road.

Sewage and wastewater treatment is at capacity in Berkhamsted. If anybody from DBC ever took the time to investigate
the problems which already exist here because of inadequate sewage infrastructure, your draft plan would not glibly
state that the Utility Company and the developer will deliver on this - without providing any evidence.
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| believe that Berkhamsted has reached its limits in housing development. These draft plans indicate an increase of

almost 25% in dwellings and, as stated, are being unduly influenced by developers’ profitable interests to build in the
town. DBC has conceded that Berkhamsted already suffers from congestion and poor air quality, yet your draft plans
can only compound these problems. These plans do nothing for the town’s inhabitants.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1479

Person ID 1262139

Full Name Michael Hancock

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery Just to repeat my previous concern that Berkhamsted town centre will become gridlocked with the growth in housing.
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1522

Person ID 1261876

Full Name Richard Sidwell

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
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*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| write to state that | disagree with the Local Plan and the housing numbers proposed.

Berkhamsted has seen a significant amount of new builds in recent years. Continued development will put undue strain
on its infrastructure. The town already suffers from high levels of traffic and historic parking problems (which will not be
alleviated by the new multi-story car park).

Green belt areas were created for a purpose — they were not for housing development.

Title

ID
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Organisation Details
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1581
1262286

Mr Steven Lucker

| am a resident of Berkhamsted in Dacorum and | am writing to register my concerns about your development plans for
the area titled: Emerging Strategy for Growth 2020-2038.

We should not stand in the way of progress, but within reason.

Your plans appear overly aggressive and will undoubtedly have a hugely negative environmental impact which does not
seem in line with the way the world is changing in light of a climate emergency. This is a real worry for people everywhere.
This level of new housing proposed will also place huge pressure on the already creaking local infrastructure.

Just to plant a load of new housing on otherwise green plots also seems to ignore the changing world with retail sites,
office blocks etc. coming available post pandemic.
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Included files

The pollution this will bring alone will drive many people away and take away what was the original appeal of the town.
We moved our family out of London to Berkhamsted so our kids would breathe better air, suffer less noise pollution and
have more space to move.

New affordable housing is one thing. This does not feel like that.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1588

Person ID 1261220

Full Name Kam Gossal

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Having read the local plan, | disagree with your plan and housing numbers proposed because:

1 a) housing numbers are excessive and wrong relative to forecast calculated by ONS,

2 b) impact on Berkhamsted is disproportionate,

3 c¢) building on green belt does not support "conserving and protecting the natural environment"

4 d) 830 new homes accessible via Shootersway is only going to exacerbate the traffic problems on this road

| disagree with your plan. This is my feedback in response to the consultation.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1598

Person ID 1261849

Full Name Donald Joyce

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

No

This is to let you know that | do not agree with the Berkhamsted Local Plan.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1600

Person ID 1261849

Full Name Donald Joyce

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| believe the housing numbers proposed are excessive.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1601

Person ID 1261849

Full Name Donald Joyce

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| believe the impact on West Berkhamsted is disproportionate and does not consider the existing and recent major
developments in the area (Bearroc). The existing developments are already severely impacting infrastructure, pollution,
congestion, road safety, local ecology and the health and well being of local residents including myself. In particular
shootersway with its narrow pavements is not safe for my children walking to school and there are not enough access
points onto the A41 for cars.

| am a resident (address removed)

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1623
1262282

Lisa Rowe

1262276
Giulia
Bunting

Yes

Policy SP20 Delivering Growth in Berkhamsted
BFI supports the inclusion of the British Film Institute site at Kingshill Way (ref. Bk02) as part of the South Berkhamsted
Growth Area, on the basis this is a deliverable site within the Plan period.

Paras 23.110 - 23.113 Growth Areas
It is intended that the Growth Areas will be brought forward in a comprehensive, cohesive and co-ordinated manner,
including the co-ordination of infrastructure.

Policy SP21 Delivering Growth in South Berkhamsted
Policy SP21 states that the Council will prepare a Masterplan, to be adopted as an SPD, working in collaboration with
landowners, key partners and subject to consultation.



Included files

BFI appreciates the need for a co-ordinated approach to delivering housing growth in Berkhamsted together with
associated infrastructure. However, it is noted that the draft allocated sites within the South Berkhamsted area are not
only in different ownerships but in most cases physically separate from each other and in the case of the BFI site, by
existing built development, roads and open spaces.

In this context BFI considers that any Masterplan needs to recognise that individual owners are likely to bring forward
their sites at different times and that development of individual sites will come forward in a phased manner. Flexibility is
thus required to facilitate this and ensure the delivery of individual sites is not delayed.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1685

1165136

Mr & Mrs J.D Battye

TOPOGRAPHY.

2.13 admits that “the hilly nature of parts of the Borough can deter walking and, particularly, cycling. “ Int.SA p.22 says
"Local topography can influence levels of walking and cycling."

In the particular case of Berkhamsted little account has been taken of the peculiar topography of the town. There is very
little space for development, let alone the provision of adequate public open spaces, sports and leisure facilities in the
valley bottom and the valley sides are similarly constrained; street parking is an unfortunate necessity; there is a single,
semi- adequate direct east-west route and the steep inclines from the centre to both north and south on inadequate
roads mitigate against any proposals for a reduction in vehicular traffic(see also later) in favour of more sustainable forms
of transport. The WCML also presents an obstacle for all traffic to cross from north to south(or v.v.) in the centre of the
town.
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Included files

Any plan to increase the provision of new homes in Tring and Berkhamsted to anything more than a modest degree risks
totally negating the idea of “developments acknowledging local character.” Unlike Hemel Hempstead, Berkhamsted and
Tring are in need of conservation not regeneration and it is in any event totally questionable whether market forces will
allow them to contribute as substantially to the object of the whole exercise-affordable homes.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1689

1165136

Mr & Mrs J.D Battye

Yes

Finally, on a particular point, has any planner tried to negotiate Bell Lane in Northchurch or even Woodlands Avenue in
Berkhamsted as direct North /South routes? Have the cumulative effects of the proposed string of developments(well
over half the total proposed for the town) along Shootersway and at its impact at the junction with King's Road really
been properly assessed? Are not Chesham Road and Darr’s Lane one-way for part of their length? Cross Oak Road
has no pavements in parts, suffers from two existing footpaths egressing at dangerous points, and contends with the
burden of rows of parked cars(a problem shared with Charles St, Shrublands Road, Beech Drive, Three Close Lane and
others) at its northern end and also possesses a one-way section (DM 51,52,53)The Transport topic paper at 6.29-6.33
summarises the problems inherent in Berkhamsted. (for Tring v.6.34-6.36) Notwithstanding the long lists of problems,
only 2 major improvements(out of a total of 26) are proposed-a sure indication of the intractability of the underlying
constraints. In order to provide adequate infrastructure to even start to bring about safe and significant changes in modal
transport in Berkhamsted and Tring it would be necessary to ban street parking in large areas of the towns and widen
some streets and roads.

What is most concerning, however, is that the proposed interventions listed in the IDP fail in most cases to address the
basic deficiencies of many of Berkhamsted’s and Tring’s roads, merely providing ineffective, cosmetic “improvements”
at ridiculously high cost to the public purse. The locations of the required 2 primary and 1 secondary schools(23.112)

need to be settled before any development is sanctioned (23.126).The junction of King’s Road and Shootersway is still



Included files

a dangerous one for traffic turning right from the former to the latter and given that Shootersway is "planned” to be the
access point for nearly 800 houses and a likely route west for some of the proposed 850 houses in South Berkhamsted,
the problem there is critical. The present layout at Northchurch retail area is often chaotic (23.118)

Please note that we are only qualified to write of Berkhamsted but there will be many similar problems and examples
elsewhere throughout the borough and the plan.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1701

Person ID 398895

Full Name Mrs Sheila Bamforth

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| disagree with the Local Plan and the housing numbers proposed, for Berkhamsted.

1. The housing numbers in the Local Plan across Dacorum, and therefore Berkhamsted are excessive and wrong. They
are well above the forecast housing need for the Borough as calculated by the ONS!

2. The impact on West Berkhamsted is disproportionate, does not consider existing and major development in the area
(Bearroc) and severely impacts infrastructure (roads, schools etc.), pollution, congestion, road safety, local ecology,
health and wellbeing of local residents.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1714

Person ID 223955

Full Name Mrs Christine Widdows Doughty

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| am writing to:
Oppose the use of Green Belt land as proposed by the Dacorum Local Plan 2020-2038

Question the need for such a large number of addition houses to be built generally in Dacorum and specifically in
Berkhamsted

Request that in order to prepare a Local Plan fit for use until 2038, Dacorum Borough Council (DBC) rethink the Local
Plan in light of the Covid 19 Pandemic and the recently revised government algorithms used to calculate proposed
housing needs.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

54

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1718

223955

Mrs Christine Widdows Doughty

Yes

HOUSING NUMBERS

The Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy section of the Local Plan praises Berkhamsted as an “aftractive valley town, with a
rich built heritage surrounded by the Chilterns AONB” (Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty). Despite this, the Local Plan
is proposing building massive numbers of new houses.

It doesn’'t make sense to use 7 year old data (ONS Office of National Statistics 2014) to project housing needs when
there is more recent data available (ONS 2018).



Included files

The algorithm used to project housing need was updated whilst the Dacorum Local Plan Consultation document was
being prepared. The projected housing figures could and should have been amended to reflect the latest government
guidelines. Using outdated algorithms and statistics renders the Local Plan unfit for purpose.

Building large new communities in any town changes the nature of that town. Berkhamsted is no exception. Constructing
so many new houses (greatly though some of them may be needed) will destroy the town. It will no longer be the “attractive
valley town” of which Dacorum is so proud.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1727
1147853

Geraldine Benson

Yes

There are many other issues including the sustainable transport issue. Berkhamsted already has a congestion problem
and building on steep valley sides and ridge tops at a distance from the main facilities will exacerbate problems. In
addition, taking away greenbelt land also robs the community of an important health resource, and of farmland that
contributes food supplies to the area.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1732
1147853

Geraldine Benson
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery There are also infrastructure issues which it fails to address, including traffic, water and wastewater all of which are
Strategy comment especially the case in Berkhamsted.

So if all the above reasons | would ask that you reconsider and produce a strategy which is fairer to the people of
Berkhamsted and Tring.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1743

Person ID 1262362

Full Name Inderjit

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery It will destroy the 'Market Town' appeal Berkhamsted has today placing not only a huge burden on the infrastructure
Strategy comment of the town and resources, but also_lower the quality of life for existing residents.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1745

Person ID 1262362

Full Name Inderjit

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery The traffic to get to schools and work in the morning is already out of control and this is adding to the problem. People
Strategy comment live and move to Berkhamsted because of how it is, not the monstrosity you are planning!

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1748

Person ID 1262362

Full Name Inderijit

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery We have had lots of development in the area with all our green spaces being consumed impacting our local ecosytem.
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1749

Person ID 1261938

Full Name Robert Preedy

Organisation Details
Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| would like to raise my disagreement with the proposed plans in Berkhamsted. | don’t believe the proposed plans with
regards to the housing development location will work due to the access to and from. The access now along Shooterway
is currently not able to cope with traffic, with the current resident in the area. Traffic currently gets congested from the
roundabout by Ashlins school to cross oaks and beyond. | believe if there were more residents in the area this could
develop even further and cause even more damage to the road which are already suffering, from the constant use. There
are already a number of large pot holes which have developed over the last few months which haven’t been dealt with.

| believe if more house are developed, this would also bring more pollution to Berkhamsted as more people would be
driving in and around the area.

Parking is already a major issue in Berkhamsted due to not enough space being available, with this only becoming worse
if a large amount of residents were to move to the area.

Access for development would also be limited to the area proposed as there is not large enough roads for big lorries to
be able to enter the sight as well as leave. This would cause a large amount of traffic as they would not only slow traffic
down in and around the area but also would cause more damage to the road, as they are not able to take the extra load
caused but these.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1763

406469

Dr Stephen Douglas

Yes



Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Too many houses

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1771

Person ID 1262372

Full Name Caroline Reffell

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

As a local resident | feel | am able to raise specific concerns to the planned addition of 830 houses into the immediate
vicinity of Berkhamsted.

Pressure of traffic Shootersway/Kingshill Way is already a safety concern as drivers frequently disregard proximately
to pedestrians and cyclists alike.
» Used as a cut through to and from the A41.
+ Traffic is either moving at excessive speed or queuing due to sheer volume
+ Pavements are limited and it is dangerous for the many children that already walk to school or to school
buses.

* Potential parking spill over onto local roads — new developments do not always provide adequate parking.

» Local NHS services, schools and transport links are already under pressure, without the volume of households
envisaged.

* More loss of greenbelt land and erosion of Chiltern Hills Heritage.

« Attack on indigenous wildlife, hedgerows and the countryside and increased pollution to what remains.

Title
ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1773
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files
Title
ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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1262373
MR JONATHAN KINGSHOTT

Yes

| am writing to confirm that | strongly disagree with the proposed housing numbers under Local Plan for Dacorum
and in particular Berkhamsted.

They are well above the forecast housing needs according to the office of national statistics and will severely
impact infrastructures such as roads, schools, trains, car parks, healthcare etc.

| sincerely hope that all objections will be taken into consideration in the consultation process.

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1789

1262380

PAT HOWE

Yes



Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| am writing as a resident of Berkhampsted and find the new plans absolutely awful, it's not going to be Berkhampsted,
eventually it will loose it's small town look, + in time | can see Berkhamsted council/Dacorum will all be renamed and no
locals sitting on the council, as it will be to big, it will be run like any "big business" not being advised what it going on,
and all their glossie look at how "New developments" will look won't come out like that. Sorry if this goes ahead | won't
vote for any candidate in the next election.

Please stop this.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1790

Person ID 1262381

Full Name MR DAVID BAILEY

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| wanted to write as a member of Berkhamsted Rugby Club in response to the draft Local Plan consultation, specifically
Local Plan section 23.1 — Berkhamsted Delivery Plan.

| want to support including the proposals from Thakeham and the BSGCA for an allocation to the east of Berkhamsted.
There is a real need for new sports facilities within Berkhamsted to cater for new and existing residents. The new sports
facilities — including a dedicated Rugby pitch - are an important part of creating a healthy community. It will particularly
benefit local sports groups such as the Rugby Club.

These proposals really deliver something different and special for Berkhamsted , not just houses, and | don’t feel any
other site proposed for the town can do this.

Title

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
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ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

EGS1793
1262385
MR ALAN CLARK

Yes

| will need a reply please. Because lets face it anybody that comes under Dacorum. Not a lot of people trust you to do
anything that is for the good for Dacorum.

Reply please to make sure my voice is heard .
| DO NOT SUPPORT THAKEHAM/FAKEHAM,S/ DACORUMS PROPOSALS IN ANY WAY SHAPE OR FORM.

please reply or do i need to put my response in writing to get a response.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1795

1262386

MR PETER MARTIN

Yes

I'm objecting to the amount of housing proposed for the Tring and Berkhampsted areas, it is a ridiculous amount to add
on to our lovely town, my main concerns are our beautiful land will disappear for good, it will affect the wildlife which is



Included files

already disappearing fast! more housing will mean more vehicles, more pollution, more crime, a picturesque market town
like these should be left alone and not be allowed to be built on green belt land anyway, please reconsider, thank you

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1820
1262358

Jennifer Scott

Yes

| support BRAGs stance on this topic:

Given the housing targets promote a dangerously flawed starting point and DBC'’s vision for
Berkhamsted is contrary to the health and wellbeing of current and future residents, BRAG finds it
impossible it impossible to agree in any way with DBC’s Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy.

In short, this is a strategy that prioritises developer lead demand over protection of the Green Belt
or the health and wellbeing of both current and future residents.

Policy SP1 really isn’t worth the paper it is written on. Thus far the Council has failed to hold
developers to agreed Masterplans to the detriment of both the development and community , while
points 1 to 8 simply rolls out statements that are little more than aspirational catchphrases, such as

“successful new communities”, “best approach to”, “best practice”, “comprehensive green

infrastructure”, “multifunctional space”, “an exemplar in sustainable living” etc. etc. etc.

BRAG particularly takes issue with “5. promote sustainable travel choices by delivering an integrated
and accessible development with walking, cycling and public transport prioritised as well as the
transport outcomes detailed in the Berkhamsted and Tring Sustainable Transport Strategy.”

As highlighted elsewhere, the Transport Strategy is anything but sustainable and merely tinkers at
the edges with minor junction amendments in Berkhamsted, while building on steep valley sides and
ridge tops at a distance from the town centre/facilities that cannot and will not promote walking,
cycling or public transport.

Likewise, “6.an exemplar in sustainable living with a particular focus on reducing energy
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Included files

consumption as well as generating energy from renewable and low carbon sources and delivering
other significant environmental enhancement to ensure climate resilience” is simply an aspirational
mantra with no hard and fast policy to back it up. All new developments need to be carbon neutral
and anything less is failing to display any serious commitment to overall carbon reductions.

And then point 7 assures us that DBC will “deliver the infrastructure requirements set out in the
Dacorum Local Plan Infrastructure Delivery Plan for Berkhamsted”. Unfortunately, there is nothing in
this plan that suggests the infrastructure issues will be addressed and BRAG points to its response to
section 10 (Delivering the Infrastructure to Support Growth).

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1841

Person ID 1144888

Full Name Mr Christopher Wheeler

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

The part of the local reality | am most familiar with (because | live there) is the area around Shootersway in Berkhamsted.
The plan makes appropriate noises about ensuring that infrastructure keeps pace with new residential building, but will
it/can it? Some of the present infrastructure is open to expansion, albeit not always without creating fresh pressure
points, but there are some obstinate physical constraints. Shootersway itself is already, at certain times during the day,
congested (pre- and presumably post-Covid), and the development of Bearroc Park phase Il is still under construction,
still to feed its drivers on to the road. | calculate that the plan envisages nearly 500 new households directly needing to
use Shootersway on a daily basis, and well over a thousand close enough (Haslam playing fields across to the development
south of Ashlyns School) to want occasional use.

| am unpersuaded that the scale and nature of the proposed new development is either appropriate or sustainable. |
cannot support it.

Title
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy



ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

EGS1854
1262477
Olivia Trodd

| am writing to object to the above plan for the following reasons -

1

W N

The plan are building too many houses in Berkhamsted where there are a finite amount of job which will then
increase the need for commuting. This will impact the local environment, roads and also increase pollution and
therefore worsening climate change.

The houses are being built on green belt areas when there are brownfield sites that could be used instead.

The sheer scale of the development in Berkhamsted will dramatically alter the town whilst not providing truly
affordable housing. There is insufficient infrastructure for these including limited local health services and access
to hospitals. There is no significant proposals to improvement to roads and traffic flow when there is always issues
with this.

The number houses was decided before the government changed its strategy and Dacorum have not changed the
plans enough to reflect this.

The countryside will be decimated with these large scale developments. This will affect the local environment and
also the local wildlife. The wildlife corridor will be totally insufficient and lead to a decline in local wildlife when we
should be prioritising this.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1857

1262479

Lyndsey Abercromby
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Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| would like to register my objection to the plan as it stands. From what | can see the plan, while well intentioned, is based
on what appears to be very questionable data and outdated perspectives on the world. Building on green space should
only take place as a last resort (as stated in the plan), and from the information provided | can not see that this is reflected
in the plans put forward. There are local brownfield sites that rumour has it could be developed for housing but these
seem caught up in bureaucracy and red tape, priority should be given to developing these areas (e.g. the proposed Lidl
site and surrounding land in Northchurch). | see insufficient evidence that the local infrastructure can absorb the additional
pressure this number of houses will add, some roads leading to planned developments are only wide enough to allow
cars to pass at certain places, these roads will not accommodate an increase in traffic. | also can not see that any account
has been taken to changes in how we live and work that have, and are projected to, occurred as a result of the current
pandemic. It is clear this is being considered in other areas, and | believe this should be taken into account here.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1859
1262480

Mr lan Johnston

Yes

| would like to object to the proposals to designate additional sites in Berkhamsted for house building on the following
grounds:

1)  Berkhamsted has insufficient water to supply additional houses. The Secretary of State for the Environment has
designated this an Area Under Severe Water Stress. The River Bulbourne regularly dries up during spells of low rainfall,
with a damaging effect upon local wildlife.



Included files

2)  The Economic Statistics Centre of Excellence recently estimated that the population of the United Kingdom has
reduced by 1.3 million since the start of the Covid-19 pandemic, including a 700,000 reduction in the population of
London. This must reduce any need to build commuter dormitories in Berkhamsted.

3) An economic recession is an inevitable consequence of lockdown; it could be severe and prolonged. This could
significantly reduce the demand for expensive houses. Developers might abandon unprofitable sites in a derelict condition,
or unsaleable houses might be constructed and left unoccupied.

In conclusion: | contend that it is impossible in these uncertain times to predict local housing need or demand, but it can
be stated with confidence that Berkhamsted does not have enough water to supply additional houses.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1860

Person ID 1262482

Full Name Mr Adam Townsend

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| wanted to write as a member of Berkhamsted Rugby Club in response to the draft Local Plan consultation, specifically
Local Plan section 23.1 — Berkhamsted Delivery Plan.

| want to support including the proposals from Thakeham and the BSGCA for an allocation to the east of Berkhamsted.
There is a real need for new sports facilities within Berkhamsted to cater for new and existing residents. The new sports
facilities — including a dedicated Rugby pitch - are an important part of creating a healthy community. It will particularly
benefit local sports groups such as the Rugby Club.

These proposals really deliver something different and special for Berkhamsted , not just houses, and | don’t feel any
other site proposed for the town can do this.

Title

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
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ID EGS1893
Person ID 1262540

Full Name Bruce Merrett
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery | disagree with the local plan and the housing numbers proposed. Shootersway is already subject to too much traffic,
Strategy comment often driven at excessive speeds.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1900

Person ID 1154014

Full Name JAMES ROTHNIE
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery | am writing to oppose the Local Plan and the housing numbers proposed. This is in excess of requirements and nex
Strategy comment housing has already been built in the town. The infrastructure and environment should not take any more.

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
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ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

EGS1926
1262553
Henry Wallis

No

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1938

1145427

Mr David Glenister

BK 01 - South Berkhamsted - Swingate Lane
| would like to object to the proposed housing development on south Berhamsted Greenbelt land for the following reasons;
» The proposed building site in South Berkhamsted is situated on arable farmland, levelling plateau above the steep
sided valley. There are no rivers in this area presenting a major sustainability problem with regards supply of

adequate water (potable drinking water & wastewater) for such a large number of proposed houses. Presumably
water would need to be pumped to the areas which is clearly not sustainable.
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A significant loss of Green Belt here would create urban sprawl, contrary to one of the main purposes of the Green
Belt. Currently there is a strong Green Belt boundary which forms a clearly defined and defensible limit to the
built-up area. In its present open and undeveloped condition, this site contributes to one of the primary purposes
of the Green Belt, namely preventing the outward spread of the urban area and safeguarding the adjoining
countryside from encroachment. An imp

Important transition area between the town and open countryside would be damaged.

Road access to the site is not suitable for such a large number of houses. There will be congestion due to schools
at each end of Swingate Lane and limited or no parking area.

Much of the development here would be highly visible, being on a prominent ridge top location. In particular it is
likely to be visible from the AONB, affecting its setting.

Development of this site will result in the loss of cultivated arable farmland. We need all the farmland to grow crops
and be self-sufficient especially now that we are no longer part of the European Union as from 1st January 2021.

The site is greenfield and there would therefore be loss or damage of some habitats. The site also includes Long
Green wildlife site, which could be adversely affected by development. A designated wildlife site (woodland) is
located in the south-eastern corner of the site, adjacent to the A41. There are TPOs located in the north-eastern
area of the site.

This site is located along way (2 km) from the train station, bus stops and town centre though the gradient between
the town centre and the site is likely to discourage walking and cycling, which could result in increased car use and
growth in the level of greenhouse gas emissions. Whilst the site is situated 2km of the railway station there remains
the likelihood that a proportion will commute to work or make their journey to the station by private car.

The site has a poor relationship to existing town centre services and facilities, employment land and the railway
station. The distance from the town centre and the ridge top location would discourage walking and cycling.
Consequently, large-scale development would place significant pressure on the local highway network, particularly
Swing Gate Lane, the Shootersway / Kingshill Way junction and Kings Road, especially given the possible cumulative
impact of existing and other promoted development. Such cumulative development will also have a significant



impact on the A41, which currently experience serious congestion during peak periods at the M25 junction and the
exit at Aylesbury.

The proposal purports to offer an opportunity to create a new planned neighbourhood expansion of the town with
a range of associated local services and facilities. But the proposed local store and pub are likely to prove unviable.
Neither is the proposed development of a size that would have the potential to secure a range of social, leisure
and community facilities. It would form an estate dominated by commuters a high proportion of whom would
commute to work or make their journey to the station by private car, making a limited contribution to enhancing a
sustainable and vibrant market town.

The site is not of a size to deliver larger-scale infrastructure, contributing to the improvement of transport links. The
creation of an east-west link road (connecting Swing Gate Lane with Chesham Road) would not benefit the wider
community. At the Core Strategy Hearing the Inspector accepted that this link was simply required to facilitate the
proposed new development and could not be taken as a benefit for the community as a whole. It would facilitate
access to the A41 from this site and thereby exacerbate the congestion problems on the A41.

The suggestion of a bus loop would not be viable; bus routes in Berkhamsted have declined in recent years.

A new primary school on this site does not fit with the existing provision for new schools in the present Plan.

There would be loss or damage to habitats, such as the Long Green and Brickhill Green wildlife sites. Development
of this site threatens ancient woodland (Long Green).

The density of 35 dwellings per hectare (dph) is too high for the edge-of-town and is incompatible with neighbouring
character areas.

The western part of the site is located in the Ashlyn’s Hall estate which is of local value as a heritage asset with
the Grade Il Listed Buildings associated with Ashlyn’s Hall being in close proximity.

The County Archaeologist has identified that there is potential that archaeological remains are present in the area
between the A41 and Berkhamsted, including the possibility of nationally important remains that may be worthy of
preservation in situ. Archaeological assessment would therefore be required before the submission of a planning
application.
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Development of this site would expand Berkhamsted into countryside on the upper valley side and could impact
on the Green Gateway into the town. There could be a possible impact on the transition area from urban to
countryside. The site is located at the top of a steep gradient and is rated as having moderate-high susceptibility
to landscape change.

The proposed site is very near a busy dual carriage way A41 Bypass and would be very noisy for a housing estate
and present a problem of air pollution, health and wellbeing.

Development of this site would result in a loss of greenfield land and would result in soil sealing. The site is located
on Grade 3 agricultural land.

* Housing development in Dacorum needs to be re-evaluated post COVID-19. Consideration should be given
to brown field sites due to the large quantity of real estate that could be reallocated and converted for the
purposes of housing development. This has not been considered in the plan. It most certainly should be
undertaken before any consideration is given to building on green belt land.

Dacorum Borough Council Urban Nature Conservation Study which includes Berkhamsted (March 2006) recommends
the protection of South Berkhamsted land.

Conclusions of this study support the retention of South Berkhamsted Green Belt for environmental and nature purposes
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“The urban biodiversity of the six major settlements in Dacorum needs to be considered with respect to the nature
of the ecological resources of the Borough as a whole and their immediate hinterland. The ecological networks
and processes that exist at the broad scale are important in helping sustain the habitats and wildlife within the
urban areas and are also important in providing additional resources that can be accessed by local communities.
The pattern of biodiversity resources within urban areas should be developed and maintained. These include those
with statutory and non-statutory designations as well as sites or features of more local importance, including Open
Land designated within the Local Plan.

Sites of Special Scientific Interest, Local Nature Reserves and Wildlife Sites should be protected from adverse
development appropriate to their status. The maintenance and enhancement of these assets will be encouraged
through management. Ultimately these are the most intrinsically valuable wildlife resources and represent critical
capital within the urban context.

Locally valuable ‘Wild space’ areas should be protected, particularly where consistent with Open Land designated
within the Local Plan. Management should seek to enhance their ecological interest. These sites provide the wildlife
corridors, networks and stepping stones that help sustain ecological processes within the settlement. Although
they can vary in size and ecological function, where appropriate the protection of corridor features should include
the standard guidance provided by British Standard 5837:2005 in relation to trees and advice from the Environment



Agency concerning wetlands. The remaining areas of designated Open Land may also be important or potentially
so ecologically.

* Links to open countryside and other recognised sites of wildlife value should be protected and enhanced with
appropriate management where possible. These help to sustain the ecological processes to and from the settlement
itself, as wildlife does not stop at the edge of a settlement boundary.

* New sites should be enhanced or created for their wildlife value where appropriate, especially where consistent
with Open Land. These can help to offset areas of deficiency or improve public accessibility.

» All opportunities for Local Nature Reserve designation should be explored and suitable sites designated to help
towards meeting English Nature’s target for their provision.

» Finer grained wildlife support should be developed and maintained using the ‘Greenspace Factor’ principle and
policies to protect and / or plant trees, hedgerows and other vegetation, which will contribute to the delivery of
sustainable development.

* The principles of sustainable development should be followed across the borough with respect to biodiversity
resources, including opportunities to address deficiencies through planning gain.”

Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government National Planning Policy Framework (February
2019), Section 13: Protecting Green Belt Land (Page 40)

Clause 136 - 139 states "Before concluding that exceptional circumstances exist to justify changes in Green Belt
Boundaries, the strategic policy-making authority should be able to demonstrate that it has examined fully all other
reasonable options for meeting its identified needs for development. This will be assessed through the examination of
its strategic policies which will consider the preceding paragraph, and whether the strategy is;

1 a) making as much use as possible of suitable brown field sites and underutilised land;
b) optimise the density of development .....

3 c¢) discussion with neighbouring authorities on whether they could accommodate some of the identified need for
development “

Latest Central Government guidance - 16th December 2020

On Wednesday 16 December 2020 the government published its response to the local housing need proposals on the
consultation on changes to the current planning system. This sets out important changes to the standard method which
has been amended so that the 20 most populated cities and urban centres in England (none of which are in Dacorum)
see their need uplifted by 35%.

Government also said "More broadly, we heard suggestions in the consultation that in some places the numbers produced
by the standard method pose a risk to protected landscapes and Green Belt. We (Government) should be clear that
meeting housing need is never a reason to cause unacceptable harm to such places." and they went on to say "Within
the current planning system the standard method does not present a ‘target’ in plan-making, but instead provides a
starting point for determining the level of need for the area, and it is only after consideration of this, alongside what
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constraints areas face, such as the Green Belt, and the land that is actually available for development, that the decision
on how many homes should be planned for is made. It does not override other planning policies, including the protections
set out in Paragraph 11b of the NPPF or our strong protections for the Green Belt."

CONCLUSION

The site cannot and should not be considered as either a site allocation in the core strategy nor for a development
proposal of this (or any) size, as it contradicts both existing plans and the emerging core strategy and their assumed
principles of sustainable development.

Government is still working on the Planning Reforms proposed in the recent White Paper 2020: Planning for the Future
and the outcomes of the Public Consultation on that policy. This is particularly relevant to calculation of housing needs,
location of these and protection of Green Belt and AONB. It therefore seems premature for Dacorum Borough Council
to issue a Local Plan until Government conclusions are reached. It would seem that Dacorum Borough Council should
develop a plan based upon 'need' rather than using the standard method figure as a target that must be achieved at all
costs. The implication of this on building on Green Belt Land are therefore of paramount importance.

The housing development of 800 houses will cause congestion, increase in traffic and parking in central Berkhamsted
which is already “bursting at the seams” with traffic build up in both directions of the high street at peak times. Infrastructure
is already at bursting point with already strained local services, in particular schools which are already over- subscribed
but also doctors surgeries, dentists and rail services. Water shortages in the town and the surrounding areas, and of
pressures on the old, existing sewerage system will not be able to cope with such a largescale housing development

The above points must be fully considered to support the recommendation to remove South Berkhamsted from the Local
Plan with respect to a Housing Development. The land should instead be retained as arable farmland for agriculture
and sustainability purposes and maintaining its overarching important role as Green Belt.

Finally, circumstances have significantly changed since the Covid-19 Pandemic, the resulting implications of employment,
place of work, surplus retail & office real estate and the local economy in the Borough of Dacorum needs to be taken
fully into account. The current plan is therefore out of date and needs to be re-evaluated taking these important
developments into account.

Bk09 Land at Bank Mill Lane
This area is a critical flood plain for Berkhamsted. Building house on this land will be catestrophic.
It is also an important natural habitat area for birds and mammals in close proximity oth the Bulbourne River.

Humans should be in touch with our natual ecosytems and denying other species of a natural habitat will cause an
inbalance that will be to the detriment of all in the long term.

Walking along Mill Lane is currnetly a desirable place for walkers in close proximity to the town away from traffic. This
needs to be maintained for health and well being of residents and visitors to Berkhamsted.

Core Strategy rejected this option for the following reasons
= Encroachment of the urban area along the valley bottom and into adjoining open countryside.



Included files

= Distance from the town centre services and facilities, employment land and station.
* Impact on setting of the River Bulbourne.

= Reduction in the degree of separation between the town and Bourne End In addition BRAG makes the following
objections

= Expansion of town to east — would significantly alter Gateway to Berkhamsted = Located in Berkhamsted Conservation
Area

= Impact on adjacent AONB

= Risk of flooding identified in assessment = Distance from town centre — walking or cycling route to town adversely
affected by any additional traffic to/from South Berkhamsted

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS1942

Person ID 1262244

Full Name Estelle Wraight

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

Do not build on Green Land!!! This is destroying Berkhamsted and this whole plan should be done by postal consultation
at a different time that in a country lockdown, when people can honestly think about the impact of it all on their children's
future town!!

Title
ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1969
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Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1262696
Dan Vials

Yes

| wanted to write as a member of Berkhamsted Rugby Club in response to the draft Local Plan consultation,
specifically Local Plan section 23.1 — Berkhamsted Delivery Plan.

| want to support including the proposals from Thakeham and the BSGCA for an allocation to the east of Berkhamsted.
There is a real need for new sports facilities within Berkhamsted to cater for new and existing residents. The new sports
facilities — including a dedicated Rugby pitch - are an important part of creating a healthy community. It will particularly
benefit local sports groups such as the Rugby Club.

These proposals really deliver something different and special for Berkhamsted , not just houses, and | don’t feel any
other site proposed for the town can do this.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS1979

1262704

Anne and Colin Davies

Yes



Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

The proposed targets for building in Berkhamsted are far too high and go beyond demonstrable need.
There is much more need for affordable housing which features very low on the present consultation plans.
Brownfield land away from the Green Belt must be used to provide reasonable development.

Berkhamsted cannot accommodate more traffic which would necessarily arise from the huge numbers of houses being
proposed.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2037
Person ID 1262604
Full Name Ray Smith
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

23.102 Where is the current shortfall in Berkhamsted's green space? Infrastructure shortcomings for the existing population
should be addressed, but making those road improvements and provision of green space dependent on over population
makes no sense.

There is no mention of Northchurch's historic centre, which predates Berkhamsted by a couple of centuries. Dacorum
makes clear that Berkhamsted and Northchurch are being used to fulfil its own ambitions, rather than the actual needs
of local people.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2072

Person ID 493974

Full Name Mrs Gillian Bailey

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| disagree with the Local Plan proposals because:

West Berkhamsted is already being developed by major projects (e.g. Phases 1 and 2 at Bearroc Park) with no provision
for local facilities including schools, roads, medical requirements, pollution levels and road safety and congestion.

Proposed developments are on Green Belt land, or land designated as open space and this green environment MUST
be preserved to prevent Berkhamsted becoming a concrete jungle.

Please protect our town and reject this proposal.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2074

1262743

Roger Hester

Yes

| totally disagree with the proposal to build such a large number of new houses in Berkhamsted. To do so would dramatically
change the character of our delightful, small Market Town. The local infrastructure would be overwhelmed.



Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2097

Person ID 1262784

Full Name MR JEFF PEARSON

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Yes

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

| most certainly do not support this scheme [Thakeham] along with other planning applications to build new houses
in south Berkhamsted, as these projects would totally ruin the surrounding countryside and make local residents lives
an absolute misery for the next 10 years!

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2103

1253932

Gareth Scrivens

Yes

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

I’m writing to record my views and objections to the Emerging Strategy for Growth (2020-2038). I've studied the plans,
and as. long-term resident of Berkhamsted can say that the plans for the town are ill-conceived for several reasons.
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I've submitted my comments via the Consultation portal in addition, but feel it important to collect my objections together
in one statement too:

My first objection is on the basis of ecological and climate grounds. The developments proposed around the south of
Berkhamsted will destroy vast amounts of Green Belt. The Council appears to have failed to take account of National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), paragraph 11, footnote 6 which allows local authorities to restrict the scale
of development due to other planning constraints; including impacts on the Green Belt and AONB. This is land
that once built on will never be returned to a natural state - something that we can ill afford as we struggle against the
changes in our climate. Any plan that is made to provide new housing must guarantee the protection of existing natural
habits and creation of new ones. The current plans do not do this.

In addition, this area of Green Belt provides a degree of protection to the town by absorbing pollution from the A41.
Beyond this, it provides health benefits to the population by providing natural environments to exercise in - something
which has proven essential throughout 2020. The proposed area of development to the south east of Berkhamsted is
also productively farmed, another reason why this area should not be considered for property development.

Developing on Green Belt is also in contradiction to national Government policy and as a result the Dacorum plan should
be reconsidered to look for alternatives on existing Brownfield sites. There are already many sites that can be considered
across the borough, and the likely changing nature of commercial property use in the coming years, increased by changing
behaviours post-Covid will afford more.

My second reason for objection is the lack of planning or detail which has been considered for the infrastructure of the
town and the burden these new houses will place on it. The proposals in the plan for infrastructure and employment
growth are not sufficient for the number of new dwellings proposed. The proposals do not include suitable provision for
affordable housing, something which is already a problem in this part of the borough.

In addition there are already poor public transport links within the town, and the proposals do nothing to improve
them. Connected to this objection are my concerns regarding the use that existing roads will suffer. Many of the connecting
roads between the valley (A4251) and the new houses and the A41 will become busy rat-runs, raising pollution levels
and introducing more road-safety risks in residential areas. Swing Gate Lane is a perfect example of a problem that
these proposals will create. That road will become a rat-run connecting route to the A41, avoiding the town centre. It
currently runs past 2 schools and a play area, and is already over-parked. These plans as I've interpreted them do not
improve the safety or environment of the rest of the town.

Beyond these specific reasons for objection to the proposals, | also question the basis on which they have all been
made. The national government guidance has been inconsistent in the past 6 months, which is enough reason to re-assess
the requirements for housing growth across the borough. The algorithm method for calculating housing need which has
been used by the Council is not the correct means to calculate the housing needs of the Borough. The correct calculation
of the housing needs in Dacorum should be based on the most recent and relevant data, which is currently the 2018
based Office for National Statistics (ONS) projections. The Council has wrongly based its calculations on the outdated
2014 based ONS data which will result in a significant overestimate of housing needs and brings into question the
soundness of any local plan which is based on them.



Included files

By your own admission in the Plan there are "uncertainties over using this as our housing figure" Any proposal of such
significance for the Borough should not be made on uncertain estimates or assumptions.

As you admit yourselves a "further refinement to the process of calculating housing need" is required, and | urge you to
do this before progressing any further.

| trust that these objections will be duly noted and considered with all the other objections that | expect you to receive
from across the borough. | urge you to reconsider the plans you’re making with consideration of all the above points.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2127

1262809

JUDITH HONOUR

Yes

| am writing to express my extreme concern and disagreement regarding the proposed new housing, sports centre and
school developments planned for Berkhamsted. | have lived in Berkhamsted for 54 years and have seen the huge
expansion of Berkhamsted over this time and am totally distraught at all of the new development proposals planned.
Having witnessed the recent Bearoc Park development and the affect this has had on the local roads and the crowding
this has created, it is really upsetting to hear of new developments which will build on our beautiful green fields, many
of which | have regularly gone for lovely countryside walks across.

Berkhamsted is a beautiful market town surrounded by green belt countryside, which is now being ruined by all these
proposed and current developments. We cannot take any more. At peak times the traffic in the High Street is at a logjam
with queues way back out of the main parts of the town.

This is now taking away our green belt land and will completely kill the character of Berkhamsted.

| beg you to not approve these proposals as enough is enough (I am so upset by the sheer numbers of these proposed
developments that | struggle to sleep and am writing this through tears). This to me, my local friends, family and neighbours
is a complete nightmare.
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Please, please save our Berkhamsted countryside, we cannot lose any more.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2155

Person ID 1144389

Full Name Mrs Sarah Tester

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

| am writing, once again, to voice my concerns over the planned development of Berkhamsted. Having read through all
the documentation | fully support and re iterate the BRAG response. | also have issues that have been further highlighted
throughout the pandemic. Healthy communities need space to make the most of the mental well being provided by being
outdoors. We are particularly fortunate to be designated an area of out standing natural beauty. As a mother and
grandmother, | am horrified that the loss of our existing open spaces and foot path routes to development on this scale
will mean families are crammed into a small market town. Already congested, the school run will become an even more
stressful daily chore, if places at schools are in fact available. Queuing cars in kings road trying to get to Waitrose at
Christmas time will become dangerous, and general travelling from a to b through our narrow roads and lanes is going
to cause congestion beyond imagination. What is the impact on local wildlife and how many farms are we going to lose.

| appreciate that more houses are needed, and the amount proposed for Berkhamsted represents a whole new community
in itself. | do not understand why a new community could not be built at Cow Roast which has the space for all the
necessary infrastructure, access to the a41 without having to come through Berkhamsted and be small enough to maintain
a rural lifestyle. Surely the hilly nature of the Berkhamsted landscape is going to be costly...Cow Roast is flat and | am
sure local residents would benefit from the new infrastructure as well as the opportunity to re open the only pub.

Cow Roast may not be the most financially attractive to developers but the human side of this strategy is far more
important than profit.

Title
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ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

EGS2160
1261286

John Saner

Yes

The delivery strategies for each area of development are based on out of date and false assumptions and as a result |

believe will not deliver the perceived results.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2180

Person ID 1262762

Full Name Eric Dodman

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title
ID

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2207
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Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1262841
Nada Ryan

Yes

Flawed windfall calculations and projections leads to a faulty delivery strategy that prioritises building on Green Belt,
especially surrounding Berkhamsted and Tring, over brownfield and urban development (contrary to NPPF). The
Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy is clearly developer led and offers no protection to Green Belt or infrastructure
improvements for issues that already exist.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2216
1262755

Karen Johnson

Yes

Berkhamsted delivery strategy. Flawed windfall calculations and projections leads to a faulty delivery strategy that
prioritises building on Green Belt, especially in Berkhamsted and Tring over brownfield and urban development (contrary
to NPPF), while holding back the bulk of the Hemel Garden Communities allocation for after the plan is illogical. The
Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy is clearly developer led (which is disgraceful who are the developers bribing to get such
a dreadful plan passed) and offers no protection to Green Belt or infastructure improvements for issues that already
exist.
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Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2304

610662

Mr Antony Harbidge

Chairman
Berkhamsted Residents Action Group (BRAG)

Yes

Given the housing targets promote a dangerously flawed starting point and DBC'’s vision for Berkhamsted is contrary to
the health and wellbeing of current and future residents, BRAG finds it impossible to agree in any way with DBC’s
Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy.

In short, this is a strategy that prioritises developer lead demand over protection of the Green Belt or the health and
wellbeing of both current and future residents.

Policy SP1 really isn’t worth the paper it is written on. Thus far the Council has failed to hold developers to agreed
Masterplans to the detriment of both the development and community , while points 1 to 8 simply rolls out statements
that are little more than aspirational catchphrases, such as “successful new communities”, “best approach to”, “best

F 11 L N1}

practice”, “comprehensive green infrastructure”, “multifunctional space”, “an exemplar in sustainable living” etc. etc. etc.

BRAG particularly takes issue with “56. promote sustainable travel choices by delivering an integrated and accessible
development with walking, cycling and public transport prioritised as well as the transport outcomes detailed in the
Berkhamsted and Tring Sustainable Transport Strategy.”

As highlighted elsewhere, the Transport Strategy is anything but sustainable and merely tinkers at the edges with minor
junction amendments in Berkhamsted, while building on steep valley sides and ridge tops at a distance from the town
centre/facilities that cannot and will not promote walking, cycling or public transport.

Likewise, “6.an exemplar in sustainable living with a particular focus on reducing energy consumption as well as generating
energy from renewable and low carbon sources and delivering other significant environmental enhancement to ensure
climate resilience” is simply an aspirational mantra with no hard and fast policy to back it up. All new developments need
to be carbon neutral and anything less is failing to display any serious commitment to overall carbon reductions.
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And then point 7 assures us that DBC will “deliver the infrastructure requirements set out in the Dacorum Local Plan
Infrastructure Delivery Plan for Berkhamsted”. Unfortunately, there is nothing in this plan that suggests the infrastructure
issues will be addressed and BRAG points to its response to section 10 (Delivering the Infrastructure to Support Growth).

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2305

488516

mr hugh siegle

Yes

The Council recognise the constraints and deficiencies which exist in the linear nature of the Town, its valley sides and
dense centre, but ignore the limited accessibility on many roads which are used as short-cuts or rat-runs to avoid
congestion hot spots. Most of the proposed Green Belt growth areas front on to narrow busy roads with limited opportunity
for physical improvements.

It is not clear how sustainable transport improvements can be made, in particular improved pedestrian and cycle links
to the town centre. It appears growth has been planned on the basis of street maps and aerial photographs, rather than
understanding the physical constraints that exist on the ground.

What is proposed is not sustainable nor justified and will have a seriously detrimental impact on this historic market town.
The existing Core Strategy may require updating but this does not explain why the Council has made a complete policy
change in respect of the Green Belt and its protection. In preparing the Core Strategy the Council was also under pressure
to promote more development than it felt approriate for the Borough and fought hard to protect its position, including
facing down a judicial review. In not making a robust defence of the Green Belt and other constraints the Council has
let down the Borough's residents

Title
ID
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2334
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Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

1262984
Deborah O'Sullivan

Yes

The Berkhamsted developments are mainly at the edge of town. As Berkhamsted is in a valley, new residents will need
to use private vehicles to travel into town and connect with public transport like at the train station. The proposals in
these locations are for family homes. It is not practical or realistic to expect children or less mobile residents to travel by
foot or bicycle from these developments.

This is even-more true considering that the routes into town and to the railway station are through lanes and narrow
residential roads with on-street parking. It is not uncommon for cars to be parked on both pavements leaving just a single
car width of road for all parties to fight and use.

The proposed sites will cause immense congestion on those roads, increasing pollution, traffic noise and hazards to
pedestrians.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2358

1261830

alistair budd

Yes
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Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Itis very hard to understand how any study could conclude that a large growth in housing on the edges of a town located
in a valley bottom with steep sides and already inadaquate road capasity would be a good idea .

23.119 recognises the current congestion and the lack of opportunity to significantly change the transport infrastructure
.walking ,cycling and public transport options to get new homeowners into Berkhamsted or onto the A41 are not viable

Berkhamsted is a commuter town in the main, new residents will drive to the station or head for the main roas network
at the A41 junction .Already the conjestion in a normal rush hour at the top of kings road is bad . This is a plan for gridlock
, increased pollution in the valley bottom and in school playgrounds [ schools on Durrants lane and Kings road both have
schools on them and are the major routes into the town centre] .

This level of development across such a site ,on top of that which which is already planned will fundamentally change
Berkhamsted for ever . It is hard to see how it will be for the better .

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2427

Person ID 1227518

Full Name Mr John LOWRIE

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

No

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2559
Person ID 1263183
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Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Claire Davies

Yes

| find the transport links arguement here flawed, the trains (pre-COVID) were over-crowded and poorly run, and the town
has a traffic problem. There is limited cycling infrastructure and the bus is regularly stuck in traffic. Berkhamsted does
not have any sizable parks, something that is countered by the immediate access to the countryside, the more Berkhamsted

sprawls, the more this becomes a problem.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2577

Person ID 1263140

Full Name Mr B & Mrs A Goddard

Organisation Details

Agent ID 1262938

Agent Full Name Steven
Barker

Agent Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Please see attached statement 20107_Reps.

20107_Reps.pdf (2)
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Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2582
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Agent Organisation
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Yes / No
*  Yes
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Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment
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1262037
Jason Silver

Yes

Building on green belt is not something that should be considered, a stronger challenging on the number of dwelllings
that Berkhamsted can sustain/is appropriate for the town, hence a stronger evidencial support of the proposed growth
is needed

Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
EGS2604

1263220

MR COLIN DAVIES

Yes

The strategic planning for Dacorum cannot go ahead as proposed.

» There is provision for an unreasonable number of houses in Berkhamsted.

* The impact on infrastructure is far too great.

+ The proposed development will impact on the green belt to an unnecessary level.
» It will produce impossible congestion on Berkhamsted High Street.

» There are brown field sites within Berkhamsted that can be used.



Included files

* There would be severe strain on water supply and provision for extra waste water disposal would take around ten
years to develop.

Local authorities have scope to restrict the scale of development that is proposed by Government due to local constrictions,
e.g. Berkhamsted High Street capacity and infrastructure.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2614

Person ID 1263206

Full Name Andrew Farrow

Organisation Details

Great Gaddesden Parish Council

Agent ID 1253616

Agent Full Name Andrew
Farrow

Agent Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes

*  No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2625

Person ID 398861

Full Name Mrs Beverley Brookes

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Included files

Yes

We reside (address removed) and are vehemently opposed to the plan to build houses to be accessed via Shootersway.
Under normal circumstances, the traffic situation is appalling — and the thought of an additional 830 houses would be
sufficient to convince us to leave the area completely. The local infrastructure cannot cope with this and | am frankly
aghast that this could happen — especially given the additional burden at Bearroc Park.

Our neighbours (address removed) all feel the same way and | am sure they will be writing to oppose this.

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2780

Person ID 1262722

Full Name Colin McCready

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

Yes

Berkhamsted Town is already struggling to support the level in development. Schools are over subscribed and specifically
the secondary school catchment area is reducgin and cannot service the existing town. The proposed development is
completely unsustainable and will have a detrimental affect on the town, therefore destroying the very traits described
in the introduction. this is complete madness!

Included files

Title Berkhamsted Delivery Strategy
ID EGS2804

Person ID 1264105

Full Name Ramesh Patel
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agent Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Berkhamsted Delivery
Strategy comment

I’m writing to record my views and objections to the Emerging Strategy for Growth (2020-2038). I've studied the plans,
and as. long-term resident (31 years) of Berkhamsted can say that the plans for the town are ill-conceived for several
reasons.

| have submitted my comments via the Consultation portal, but feel it important to collect my objections together in one
statement too:

1

On the basis of ecological and climate grounds. The developments proposed around the south of Berkhamsted
will destroy vast amounts of Green Belt. The Council appears to have failed to take account of National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF), paragraph 11, footnote 6 which allows local authorities to restrict the scale of development
due to other planning constraints; including impacts on the Green Belt and AONB. This is land that once built on
will never be returned to a natural state - something that we can ill afford as we struggle against the changes in
our climate. Any plan that is made to provide new housing must guarantee the protection of existing natural habits
and creation of new ones. The current plans do not do this.

In addition there are already poor public transport links within the town, and the proposals do nothing to improve
them. Connected to this objection are my concerns regarding the use that existing roads will suffer. Many of the
connecting roads between the valley (A4251) and the new houses and the A41 will become busy rat-runs, raising
pollution levels and introducing more road-safety risks in residential areas. Swing Gate Lane is a perfect example
of a problem that these proposals will create. That road will become a rat-run connecting route to the A41, avoiding
the town centre. It currently runs past 2 schools and a play area, and is already over-parked. These plans as I've
interpreted them do not improve the safety or environment of the rest of the town.

This area of Green Belt provides a degree of protection to the town by absorbing pollution from the A41. Beyond
this, it provides health benefits to the population by providing natural environments to exercise in - something which
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Included files

has proven essential throughout 2020. The proposed area of development to the south east of Berkhamsted is
also productively farmed, another reason why this area should not be considered for property development.

1 Failure to Provide Adequate Supportive Infrastructure. Specifically, | look at the proposed developments on
Green Belt land around Berkhamsted and state categorically that there is insufficient consideration in the Plan for

the provision of new or of upgrading the current infrastructure to support the scale of the proposed developments.
Berkhamsted is already a Town which is at capacity in terms of schooling, road services, water supply and wastewater
disposal.

Beyond these specific reasons for objection to the proposals, | also question the basis on which they have all been
made. The national government guidance has been inconsistent in the past 6 months, which is enough reason to re-assess
the requirements for housing growth across the borough. The algorithm method for calculating housing need which has
been used by the Council is not the correct means to calculate the housing needs of the Borough. The correct calculation
of the housing needs in Dacorum should be based on the most recent and relevant data, which is currently the 2018
based Office for National Statistics (ONS) projections. Th