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Uttlesford Local Development Framework

“Help Us Plan for The Future” 
Questionnaire Results 
September 2006

	INTRODUCTION


The Council is preparing a Core Strategy as part of the new Local Development Framework for the District. The Core Strategy needs to set out a vision of how the District will be in 2021 and the Core Strategy also contains the policies that will help to achieve this vision. At an early stage in the preparation of the Core Strategy the Council wanted to collect views from the local community and others on a possible vision and various policy options. 

To do this in July 2006 the Council asked people to complete a questionnaire which would ‘help us plan for the future’.  The questionnaire was printed in Uttlesford Life, the Council’s magazine which is delivered to every address in the District.  The questionnaire was also sent to statutory consultees and anyone who had asked to be kept informed about the preparation of the Local Development Framework.  

	The Responses


877 completed questionnaires were returned. 37 people didn’t use the form but responded by letter and some people sent in a letter as well as completing a questionnaire. Three questionnaires were returned too late to be included in the analysis. There is a profile of those people who completed the questionnaire and a summary of comments on the questionnaire itself in appendix A.

Note: There were also questions on Green Spaces in the questionnaire but the Council will be using the answers to these questions to prepare a Green Space Strategy. The Council will be publishing this as a separate document so these questions have not been included in this summary. 

	THIS DOCUMENT


This document reports the results of this early stage of consultation on the Core Strategy as follows:

Section 1 – Questionnaire Responses to the Spatial Vision

Section 2 -  Questionnaire Responses to the policy options

Section 3 -  A summary of written comments to the questionnaire by 
                   stakeholders, other agencies and community groups

Appendix A - Profile of people who completed the questionnaire

Appendix B - Written comments on the Spatial Vision

Appendix C - Summary of written comments from companies promoting sites 
                      for residential development

Appendix D - Summary of written comments about employment

Appendix E - Summary of written comments from the retail industry

Appendix F - Summary of other written comments made

  

Section 1

	QUESTIONNAIRE RESPONSES TO THE SPATIAL VISION




The Council is working to produce a vision of how the district could be in the future.  Below are the planning elements of the vision  

Uttlesford will enjoy a sustainably high quality of life in which the benefits of the unique character of the district are equally available to all residents, workers and visitors

Economy, employment & training

· Opportunities exist for those who want to, to work from home.
· Facilities exist for companies to grow without leaving Uttlesford.
· We are a leading centre in adopting renewable energy and for the production of biomass as an energy source.

Getting around

· People have a real choice about how to travel, enabling a reduction in reliance on the private car with the driver being the only person in the vehicle.
· A network of cycle and foot paths exists throughout the district.

District Character

· The houses and facilities people need are affordable and available locally

· Our towns and villages continue to be separate entities with green space between them.
· Our countryside, its biodiversity, agricultural and visual qualities are protected and accessible to all

· Our towns are safe, clean and attractive places.

· New housing developments have been dispersed with significant extensions to many settlements.

OR

New housing developments have been concentrated on relatively few sites enabling the provision of the maximum level of public service infrastructure.
· All development is as close to carbon neutral as possible and incorporates measures to minimise water consumption.
· The impact of Stansted Airport has been minimised and it is recognised as an asset to the district which attracts people to live, work and visit.

Living in communities

· Accessible, high quality health services and effective promotion of healthy living mean that healthy lifestyles are available to all.

People were asked whether this vision reflects the most important spatial issues in the District
	The graph below shows that most people who replied agreed with the issues raised in the vision.

A list of all the comments received on the Spatial Vision are listed in Appendix B. 
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Section 2: Questionnaire Responses to the Policy Options
	HOUSING




The draft East of England Plan says that 8,000 new homes should be built in Uttlesford between 2001 and 2021. Sites are already identified for two thirds of these. The council objected to the plan’s suggestion that most of the balance should probably be provided as an urban extension to Great Dunmow. The council feels that the community should decide where in the district the new housing should be built. 

Government is keen to encourage new development on brownfield land. But there isn’t enough of it for all new development to be absorbed in this way and there comes a point when it might be better to build on a Greenfield site on the edge of one of the larger towns or villages in the district.    

Options include putting the houses in a small number of large sites to enable the maximum level of public service infrastructure, scattering them throughout the district with significant extensions to many villages, or a combination of approaches.   

People were asked to say whether they agreed or disagreed with a number of statements as to where sites for new houses should be found.  The following tables show the responses to 7 different options.
	The results give a clear message that people who replied do not want new homes to be built in the following places:

· on sites which currently identified for other uses e.g. employment 
· on the edge of Great Dunmow/ Saffron Walden/Stansted Mountfitchet 
· in the smaller villages 
· in a new village.  

Most  people would prefer sites for new homes to be found in larger villages which have access to shop(s), school and railway station, and within Great Dunmow/ Saffron Walden/Stansted Mountfitchet 




Where should sites for new houses be found?
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	Representations have been received promoting the following sites for residential or mixed use development.  A summary of these representations can be found in Appendix C.
Elsenham 
· Stansted Road

· East of Village 
· West of village & east of Alsa Wood

· The Orchard, Station Rd

Takeley 
· Brewers End 

· Extension to Priors Green
· Opposite roundabout to Priors Green between B1256 and Flitch way

· Taylors Farm Takeley Street

Great Dunmow 

· Ongar Rd/Clapton Hall Lane 

· Ongar Rd.

· Extension to Woodlands Park; 
· land adjoining St Edmunds Fields
· Land in Chelmer Valley

· East of St Edmunds Lane

· Former Infants School, Rosemary Lane

· Dunmow Park

Saffron Walden 
· north east of Thaxted Road including land currently allocated for employment uses.
New Village 
· Along side B1256
· In proximity to Stansted Airport

Hatfield Heath 
· 3.2 acre site

· North of Ardley Court

Barnston 
· 0.5 ha site south of Broadgroves, High Easter Road
Felsted 

· Jollyboys Lane/ Causeway End Rd.

· East of Bury Cottages for School Staff houses

Newport 
· Quarry south of village
· West of London Road

Quendon 
· Between Providence and Mill Cottages, Cambridge Rd
Sewards End

· Radwinter Road


People were asked to consider a list of criteria used to identify sites for housing development and put them in order of priority.
The criteria were
· Avoids spoiling the character and setting of the established settlement

· Capable of providing a choice of means of transport to jobs, schools, shopping and leisure facilities particularly by walking, cycling and passenger transport
· Avoids spoiling the character of the landscape

· Avoids spoiling historic features such as conservation areas, Listed buildings

· Avoids spoiling biodiversity, such as woodlands, ponds and grasslands

· Uses previously developed land and buildings

	The graph below shows that nearly 200 people placed use of previously developed land as the highest priority in identifying sites.  This is compared to only 17 people who thought that avoiding spoiling the character of the landscape should be the highest priority.
It is recognised that many people who replied gave equal weighting to some or all of the criteria feeling that they were of equal importance and no distinction should be made.  The graph does not include these results.
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People were asked to consider a list of criteria required in new housing development and to rank their top five criteria in order of importance.

The criteria were

· Wide range of housing in type, size, design 
· Wide range of housing in tenure, price and affordability 
· Separate routes for pedestrians and cyclists 
· Equipped play areas and areas for informal recreation/play

· Landscaping within the site and along its boundaries 
· Makes efficient use of land – implying relatively small gardens, adequate rather than generous car parking and rooms in the roof space, for example

· Respects local building styles, character and identity 
· Designed to minimise crime 
· Includes improvements to local biodiversity, such as ponds, woodlands and grasslands 
· Protects existing buildings or areas of historic, architectural or archaeological importance

	The graph below shows that providing a range of house types within development is considered a high priority.  The need for developments to respect the historic environment and reflect local building styles are also considered high priorities.
It is recognised that many people who replied gave equal weighting to some or all of the criteria feeling that they were of equal importance and no distinction should be made.  The graph does not include these results.
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	Affordable housing




The council is keen to make sure that the housing being built meets the needs of all the different types of households that live in the district. 

Housing in Uttlesford is expensive - in 2005 the average house price was £292,804. This means there is a lack of affordable housing to satisfy those in need, including first time buyers, key workers and those on low and middle incomes needing more space. 

Council research reveals there is a need for social housing to rent and for shared ownership schemes for people who could afford a small mortgage.
The council currently asks for 40% of homes on sites of 0.5 ha or 15 dwellings and above to be for social rent or shared ownership. In villages, schemes just providing affordable housing may be allowed beyond development limits subject to certain conditions being met.
People were asked whether the 40% target of homes for shared ownership or social rent be increased, stay the same of be decreased? 
	The graph below shows that over 50% of the people who replied wanted to see the percentage of affordable homes in development schemes stay the same.
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The Council also asked where homes for social rent or shared ownership should  be located on the site?
	The graph below shows that over 50% consider that they should be pepper potted amongst the other homes.  




[image: image15.emf]Q1.6 Sites for new houses should be found by 

proposing a new village

48

11

15

12

14

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

Strongly

Disagree

Mildly

disagree

Neither

agree nor

disagree

Mildly agree Strongly

Agree

Percentage


The Council asked for views on where housing for particular groups, such as the elderly should be built?
	The graph below shows that over 50% felt that being built close to shops and doctors surgeries was the most important factor.

An additional written representation was made promoting Residential Villages for the Frail elderly.  A summary of this representation can be found at the end of Appendix C.
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	EMPLOYMENT




Because business use often has lower land value than housing land there is sometimes pressure from developers to develop employment sites for housing. The council has resisted this in the past but some proposed sites have not been developed and this may be because the sites are not in the right place.  
The council thinks it is important to balance the provision of employment land with housing because that creates scope for a sustainable community in which people are able, if they choose, to work near where they live. 
People were asked to say whether they agreed or disagreed with a number of statements relating to the location of employment and the type of employment they would like to see in the District.
	The tables below show that there is strong agreement that employment land should be identified in a few major locations with good road, bus or rail links.  Most people who replied felt that there should be growth in other types of employment in the district to balance the growth in airport related jobs and that the growth of smaller companies and science based research companies should be encouraged.  There is no agreement that Stansted Airport should be used to attract inward investment.  
A written representation was received promoting Stortford Road, Lt Canfield (Frogshall Farm) for employment uses.  
A written representation was received promoting the safeguarding of employment uses within urban areas and resisting redevelopment for residential purposes.

A summary of the representations can be found at Appendix E
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	TOWN CENTRES




A recent retail study found Great Dunmow, Saffron Walden, Stansted Mounfitchet and Thaxted were trading well with few empty shops but that 76% of non-food spending by residents was being lost to other centres. The district’s centres are unlikely to grow because the larger centres nearby like Cambridge and Bishop’s Stortford have a wider range of shops.  There is limited opportunity for new shops to be built in the market towns.
Given the rural nature of the district it might be difficult to encourage more people to shop within the area, especially for clothes, electrical goods and large non food items. 

People were asked to say whether they agreed or disagreed with a number of statements relating to retail development in our towns. 
	The graphs below show that there was quite strong agreement amongst people who replied that the District should not rely on the larger retail centres outside the District.  However, only 43% compared to 35% thought that new sites for retail development should be found in our market towns.  There was strong agreement that the edge of town superstores should not be allowed to expand,  

Representations were received from: 

· Tesco Stores Ltd.  Sites should be provided within the market towns to meet local needs and where sites cannot be found within or on the edge of centres new development should be combined with existing out of centre retail provision to reduce trips. 
· Lidl UK.  Promoting Saffron Walden as an appropriate location for a store

· John Lewis Partnership promoting a Waitrose store in Great Dunmow

A summary of their representations can be found in Appendix D
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	TRANSPORT




Car travel is a major contributor to the CO2 emissions which are responsible for climate change. In our largely rural district good transport and accessibility is vital to the district and the people in it. 

The car will remain the main choice of transport for most residents, workers and visitors. The need to reduce car travel and to encourage people to use other types of transport like buses, trains and bicycles poses a major challenge since it affects the choices people currently make about how they go about their daily lives.

People were asked to say whether they agreed or disagreed with a number of statements which would show their views on ways to reduce travelling by car.
	The graphs below show that most people felt that the best way to reduce travel by car would be to build development close to public transport routes.  Most people felt that reducing the number of car parking spaces at work would not discourage people from travelling by car. Most people felt that there was not enough car parking in the market towns.
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	SUSTAINABLE ENERGY AND CLIMATE CHANGE




The use of oil, coal and natural gas to supply power and heating is the main source of CO2 emissions in the UK. 
We could encourage developments to incorporate “passive” technology to reduce the amount of energy that we use. This can involve simple things such as good quality insulation. It can also include facing buildings to the south so they gain heat from the sun which can then be moved around the building.  
The plan could also require major new developments to include renewable or ‘low carbon’ energy technologies such as solar panels or wind turbines to help meet their energy needs. 

Conservation of water is becoming increasing important. The plan could require water saving features from the simple (e.g. low flush toilets) to the advanced (harvesting rainwater).

Existing building regulations do not address energy used for construction, or specifically require use of low carbon technologies or require special water saving features. 

People were asked to say whether they agreed or disagreed with a number of statements about how to encourage the use of sustainable energy.
	The graphs below show that there was strong agreement that planning policies should make sure that energy efficient measures are included in building designs and new developments should include facilities to generate renewable energy.  Furthermore there was a strong opinion that the Council should not rely on Building Regulations alone to achieve energy efficiency. 
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Section 3
	Comments from statutory stakeholders, 
other agencies and 
community groups




Company/Organisation  BAA Stansted Airport Ltd
Comments
At the time of the adoption of the East of England Plan it will be necessary to review whether the draft Core Strategy adequately reflects national and regional policies
Company/Organisation  British Waterways London
Comments
BW welcome working with UDC to identify any sites or stretches of the River Stort Navigation that may be appropriate for residential moorings which provide alternative and low-cost housing option; and for business barges, waterborne freight or passenger transport.
LDF should request developers to consider the role of waterborne freight and passenger transport, cycling and walking in Travel Plans and Transport Impact Assessments.  To maintain and improve towpaths S106 contributions from new developments would be sought.  For sites adjoining the River Stort Navigation, BW promotes the use of the waterways for transporting construction materials and waste to and from the site thus relieving road congestion.
Developments adjoining the river navigations should consider the ways in which the waterway can be used for the benefit of sustainable energy and climate change eg transport, SuDS, maximisation of 'grey water' and use of canal water source for heating/cooling systems.  BW promotes the use of appropriate waterside locations, especially those with existing wharves to be used for waste and recycling processing thus relieving road congestion.
Company/Organisation  Campaign to Protect Rural Essex

Comments
Q2 & 3 All the criteria in questions 2 & 3 are important and it is not possible to choose between them.
Q7 The amount of car journeys is mostly dependant on the frequency and reliability of public transport services with a choice of destinations.  This is not available in Uttlesford and is probably the reason for the high level of car ownership.  Reduction in car parking spaces will lead to on street car parking.  Developers should contribute to transport links for new housing development which should be in place before any dwellings are occupied.
Company/Organisation  Countryside Agency
Comments
LDF should set out a clear spatial vision supported by a set of objectives to which the policies of the DPDs and directed.  Policies should integrate economic, social and environmental objectives. Support policy of urban concentration and location and form of new development should take into account Landscape Character Assessment as well as other issues.  Provides opportunities for management of the rural-urban fringe.
May be need for some limited development in villages.  This should be based on an understanding of how settlements and groups of settlements function, what their needs are, and what benefits development can bring.  Policies should promote high quality development and the highest standards of energy and water efficiency and where possible development should take its energy from renewable or sustainable sources. Advocate the use of concept statements which explain how the policies and objectives of the DPD should apply to each specific site in order to deliver the best possible economic, social and environmental benefits.
Landscape character assessments should be used to assess renewable energy schemes such as wind energy proposals.  LDF should ensure that local open space for people and wildlife is provided, protected and enhanced.  Spaces should meet a range of needs through different types and destinations; linking town and country and based on sustainable modes of transport.  Advocates an approach which looks beyond a set quota but provides a network of spaces to meet the community needs and relates to form of settlement.
LDF should acknowledge the value of the countryside for recreation. It should promote the management of recreation opportunities within the capacity of the countryside. Intensive recreational development should be directed to sites accessible by public transport, complement/improve rural services; are not environmentally sensitive or will benefit the  landscape through landscape screening.  Policies should protect and enhance footpaths bridleways and cycleways.  New development should contribute to the management and extension of the network.
Company/Organisation  EEDA
Comments
Core Strategy should address key elements of Regional Economic Strategy.
Working with Businesses and Education establishments to raise skills level. Supporting the consolidation and expansion of Harlow's key & economic clusters such as biotechnology by reinforcing links with activities in Cambridge, Herts. and London.  Supporting programmes to regenerate Harlow town centre. Support rural economy and address problems of affordable housing.  Realise advantages of Stansted Airport as economic asset by improved road and rail links.  Work with others to enhance regions attractiveness as a destination for mobile international business.  Secure more direct regeneration benefits from Airport for the priority regeneration areas at Harlow and Lee Valley corridor.
Company/Organisation  Elsenham Parish Plan
Comments
76% thought Elsenham could not accommodate more new housing (Q31); 81% thought more new housing would spoil the environment (Q32);
When asked what type of accommodation Elsenham needs 62% said none, 23% said homes for young people (Q33). When asked of they had any objection in principle to development which might help to meet the needs of local people 33% said YES & 48% said NO (Q35).
81% thought there were major 'danger spots' on the roads in Elsenham (Q26).
Company/Organisation  Environment Agency
Comments
Water resources in the area are overstretched.  There will need to be significant development of new resources outside of the catchment and sufficient infrastructure for its transfer, which will have implications for the location and phasing of development.  Existing sewers may need upgrading to avoid increases in frequency of exiting storm sewage discharges.  STW will need upgrading as there is limited capacity at Great Dunmow. Consider undertaking a water cycle study to assess these issues at strategic level.
There are not extensive areas of flood risk.  Development should be allocated having regard to the PPG25 sequential test, and a strategic flood risk.  Essential not to increase flood risk further down the catchment through cumulative discharges.  Surface water runoff will require attenuation through the use of Sustainable Drainage Systems.
Core Strategy should set out the requirement to achieve high standards of sustainable design and construction.  New development should incorporate water efficiency measures.
Company/Organisation  ECC Planning & Admissions (schools Service)
Comments
Each house would produce 0.3 primary children and 0.2 secondary children.

Need for school places rises with social rented housing.

Need for school places reduces with high density flatted development.

Around 700 new houses are needed to make a new primary school viable

Around 3000 new houses are needed to make a new secondary school viable

development of under 50 homes where the school can be slightly expanded to accommodate the existing pupils 

development of over 700 homes which makes a new school viable.

Development of a few 100 homes is difficult to accommodate in existing schools but is not large enough to make a new school viable.

There is very little surplus capacity in the District

Saffron Walden and Great Dunmow are already large schools

Newport is located on a split site which would be difficult to expand

Stansted Mountfitchet is a small school which would be significantly changed / affected by significant growth in the area

There is no indication that any school would agree to expansion.
Company/Organisation  Highways Agency
Comments
Transport model produced for RSS indicates that during RSS period congestion is likely to occur on parts of the M11 and A120. Encourage UDC to pursue strategies and policies that sought to located development where access to day to day facilities were available by public transport, walking & cycling, thereby reducing the need to travel, particularly by car.
Encourage the promotion of travel behavioural change initiatives to encourage more sustainable patterns of local travel. EG travel plans and reviewing local parking and charging regimes.  Availability of car parking and pricing structure has a major influence on the means of transport people choose for their journeys.
Company/Organisation  National Offender Management Service/HM Prison Service
Agent  Lambert Smith Hampton
Comments
Include criteria based policy to deal with a firm prison proposal should it arise during the plan period.
Company/Organisation  Network Rail
Comments
New development should be located to public transport links and on previously developed land.  Where railway land has become surplus to requirement then redevelopment for alternative uses should be supported for mix use or housing. Such sites generally satisfy sustainable development criteria.  Affordable Housing policies should take into account whether other planning objectives of importance to the community are met when negotiating levels of affordable housing such as the enhancement of public transport infrastructure such as rail.
Need to recognise the role that railway station car parking plays in sustainable transport objectives.  Railway car parking provision should not he subjected to stringent and inflexible policies adopted in other locations where the aim is to reduce the amount of car traffic.  Adequate railway car parking is essential for those who cannot use public transport.  Peak flows to the car park are usually not within the peak flows for general road traffic and mechanisms to reduce the amount of road traffic should not be aimed at railway parking.
Policies should allow for developer contributions to improve stations and facilitate minor infrastructure projects to cope with growth.
Company/Organisation  Royal Society for the Protection of Birds

Comments
Q1-4 Housing sites should be linked to surrounding amenities either by public transport or walking/cycling.  Proposals should be assessed their ability to provide an attractive/ accessible environment for all.  Use of Previously developed land is encouraged but the biodiversity value of such sites must be rigorously assessed.  Landscaping adds a visual and biodiversity benefit.  Existing habitats should be protected and integrated into the development (eg trees, hedgerows, ponds and woodlands).
Q5 Employment sites should be accessible by walkways, cycleways and public transport.
Q7 All areas should be accessible by walkways, cycleways and public transport.  Proposals should be assessed against the ability to provide a good network of pedestrian, cycle and public transport routes linking housing, employment, amenities and adjacent areas.
Q8 The criteria for siting Renewable energy schemes should ensure minimal effect on sites of national and international conservation.  All development should install renewable energy technologies. Guidance should define how water and energy efficiency measures should incorporated into building design.  Targets of having water and energy efficiencies 10% higher than Building Regulation Standards.
Company/Organisation  Sport England
Comments
Core strategy policies should ensure that adequate sport/recreation facilities to meet the needs of the new development as well as addressing existing deficiencies are an integral part of strategy.  Recommend that a SPD is prepared on planning contributions relating to open space and sports/recreation facilities as it would be inappropriate for Core Strategy to cover this issue in detail.
The following should be taken into consideration - use of local standards; direct provision should be in major developments and for financial contribution in lieu of provision from smaller developments; provisions should be made for built sports facilities as well as outdoor sports facilities; Major non-residential development should make provision as well.  Existing provision should be protected.
Reminder of the need to undertake an up-to-date assessment of open space, sport and recreation provision.  Information and advice can be found in Sport England's Planning Contributions Kitbag.
Company/Organisation  Thames Water Property Services
Comments
Prefer a strategy which involves a small number of large sites than a large number of small sites.  Small infill development and Brownfield redevelopment can have a significant impact on infrastructure and, if necessary, developers would be required to fund impact studies and upgrading of the network.
It is the responsibility of developer to make proper provision for drainage to ground, watercourses or surface water sewer.  It must not drain to foul sewer.
An increase in housing will mean more sewage sludge to be treated and an increase in population that will require potable water.  As a consequence of the increase in demand and the stringent consents that are placed on Thames by the EA we may need to invest in energy requiring technologies and this should be recognised in the LDF and its policies.
Company/Organisation  The British Wind Energy Association
Comments
Should include policies relating to the promotion of energy efficiency and renewable energy following the guidance of PPS22 and the aspirations of the Energy White Paper 2003.  The LDF should outline, encourage and promote all forms of renewable energy (solar, biomass, geothermal, hydro etc).
Criteria for considering renewable energy developments are -residential amenity; environmental effects; and landscape effects which can be assessed through an EIA
BWEA encourage the use of a policy requiring onsite small renewable systems to developments of over 1000 sq m or 10 or more dwellings to provide 10% of their energy requirements.
Company/Organisation  The Theatres Trust
Comments
There should be core policies to protect and promote local culture and the arts, drawn from Uttlesford's Leisure and Cultural Strategy Arts Development Section.
A flourishing arts scene gives a sense of local identity and vitality, and entertains and stimulates local residents and businesses.
Town centres should include land allocation options for cultural facilities and other urban based leisure interests.
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	General comments on the questionnaire




The following list general comments on the questionnaire format received

· Too many questions were contradictory to each other
· Too many closed questions that are mutually exclusive
· This questionnaire is loaded against free will.
· Well done so far
· Nice to be asked.
· Mostly well planned
· Its ok
· It is very poorly worded!
· Has this questionnaire been independently vetted?
· Q1:2 Much too broad a question, does not correctly assess the issue
· The wording of questions Q3 & Q3.6 are biased & concentrate on government advice
· Your questions are very restrictive, and a bit biased
· You are doing a great job
· The agree/disagree boxes should have been reversed
· The paper should provide more detailed options in relation to the distribution of growth & in particular the location of new housing
· I think in the end you will be swayed by money
· All a bit management speak and full of political correctness for my liking. A more down to earth approach would be appropriate. Too many leading questions which will tend to provide the answers you want and justify your own prejudices
· The wording of this questionnaire lacks clarity
**************************************************************
Prize Draw – The Winner 
The Council offered £100 in shopping vouchers to the person who had completed the first questionnaire drawn at random after the closing date. The winner was Mrs Wilshere of Saffron Walden and she chose vouchers from Marchants Cookware shop in Saffron Walden.

	Appendix B 
Written comments on the Spatial Vision




· The introductory paragraph should read 'Uttlesford will enjoy a high quality of life which is consistent with the principles of sustainable development etc' .  
	Economy, Employment & Training


Opportunities exist for those who want to work from home

· Current "Livework" units are not answer.
· Like the idea of encouraging home working, it needs to be pushed more
Facilities exist for companies to grow without leaving Uttlesford

· More emphasis on bringing employment in.

· Lower business rates encourage more small shops/businesses

· There should be an effort to encourage the young people of Uttlesford to work and set up businesses
· Education facilities 

· Large-scale employment sites are presently on the wrong side of Saffron Walden due to poor vehicular access. Must provide new employment sites in the right location. This should form part of the spatial vision.

· Opportunities for young people to stay in the area

· Cultural & performance events, promotion of district as a holiday area

· Definitely no out of town shopping centres needed. Tesco must not be allowed to expand any further.

· Shops to be encouraged to invest in upgraded shop fronts

· Shopping facilities

· High commercial rent rates prevent mixed use or attract corporate business

· Empty shops should not be allowed to turn into businesses such as solicitors, building societies and yet more estate agencies but should be kept as retail outlets. The empty pubs in Dunmow should be kept as pubs.

· More town centre shops selling goods for everyday living

· Employment outside Uttlesford is difficult, costly and very time consuming by public transport
· Generally in agreement. Suggest under Economy, employment and training reference should be made to the attraction of high tech companies and other growing sectors.  

· Generally supportive of the Spatial Vision but consider that more should be said about protecting open green spaces within urban areas and the retention of existing employment uses as well as encouraging new businesses.  This would ensure vision is well rounded and ensure the vitality and viability of the District.
· Additional bullet point under Economy, employment and training - "will be a leading centre for enterprises which further the aims of sustainable development".  
We are a leading centre in adopting renewable energy and for the production of biomass as an energy source.  

· Encouragement for solar/wind power in other properties

· You have not explained the implications of biomass production.

· More needs to be done to recover energy from household waste

· We should think of better use of windmills. We could make better use of airspace with eco-friendly windmills to generate energy. This will help residents save on energy bills.

· Mayors campaigns & make it with local 6th form campaign groups for environmental sustainability
	Getting Around


People have a real choice about how they travel, enabling a reduction in reliance on the private car with the driver being the only person in the vehicle.

· It is no good having public transport it must work. One railway is a disgrace, the villages are not served by anything.
· Improved bus services to village
· It is a commuter district which must have good facilities for travel to and through by car, plus good parking facilities.
· Improve public transport; especially frequency of buses to and from village
· I have virtually no choice in how I travel. Parking is a nightmare and set to get worse The retailers in BS will go bust and we will see more fast food outlets with attendant litter.
· Very limited public transport - direct bus to Harlow or Chelmsford
· Road services are dreadful
· Disabled access and disabled facilities
· Better roads and parking
· There will be more cars whether or not we build new roads. Roads will just become more congested.
· Better rail links
· Public transport should be more easily available to out of town and edge of town retail developments
· Reasonable cost parking for people using stansted airport when going abroad
· Better road networks
· Increasing HGV traffic should be considered
· You need to recognise that most people travel out of the district to work
· More pressure to reduce public transport costs, more pressure for local businesses to support local environments.
· More bus routes and subsidised public transport.
· Public transport strategy is needed to decrease use of car.
· Current congestion on local motorways and A roads. Public transport. How can we get back to interconnecting village bus services & reduce prices and improve facilities. You will never get people out of cars until you do.
· More bus services
· An investigation of the desirability of more public transport and of its nature. Especially school transport
· Good transport facilities to encourage more people to visit the area & provide local jobs
· Transport, how to decrease it
· Improvements and suggestions on public transport and use of car
· Educate people to drive slower and respect communities
· Need more public transport
· Roads & road notices
· Road transport & the need to restrict traffic (esp. heavy lorries) in towns & villages
· Better facilities for disabled e.g. better access to both platforms and railway stations. More parking in town
· More on public transport restrict heavy lorries on narrow roads; relocate businesses on narrow roads or upgrade road; adequate freight vehicle access should be a planning condition for new businesses.
· Take a balanced approach to car use.
· More attention to road safety improvements, weight limits on large lorries
· Use of bio fuels/fuel cells for country vehicles.
· We need more policing and monitoring of speed limits
· Please link the station at Newport with a bus that serves Debden/Thaxted even if only at peak times
· Still waiting for local bus timetable
· Local transport including central bus stations / exchange points.
· More bus services need to be based on railway stations-car parking at Audley End is now hopelessly overcrowded and expensive.
· Park and Ride for schools and town centre be brave and consider more roads in planning. New homes need more parking per dwelling.
· Cheaper off peak rail fare
· There is almost no public transport in Dunmow. Free parking would encourage visitors and prevent high street jams
· People now abandon their cars all over Dunmow and Takeley when they go on holiday instead of parking at airport
· Messages to encourage greener car fuels
· Forget public transport it is too late!
· The roads are over worked 
· No direct bus routes from Henham/Elsenham to Saffron Walden
· Vision refers to achieving less reliance on the car for transport are bus, train and other methods within the council’s remit/budget
· Make public transport cheaper and people will use it
· Public transport needs looking at
· Consider building improved public transport links between the major towns and the satellite towns
· The cost of parking is a major consideration in choosing where to shop. Saffron Walden has become more expensive than other towns in the area. Car parking at station becoming difficult
· People travelling miles from the north of England to Stansted airport adds to road chaos.
· Widen all motorways.
· Public transport needs improving. The last bus from Audley End to Saffron Walden leaves at 7.30pm, forcing many commuters into their cars
· Our village is ruined by reckless traffic which is virtually uncontrolled
· Better scheduled bus service, better coordinated times
· Parking restrictions in housing areas to stop number of cars parking on footpaths
· The need to encourage modal style away from car use to public transport or sustainable transport e.g. cycling is not adequately outlined
· Condition of roads especially lanes
· Increased bus service . Public transport strategy is need to decrease use of car.
· Current congestion on local motorways and A roads
· Assessment of how many delivery vans are now visiting rural lanes and businesses run from home.
· Road parking congestion- major problem creating a cramped environment
· Parking in residential areas not addressed. Traffic congestion not looked at
· Provision of car parking in residential areas
· Residents parking restriction
· Stop wasting money on road calming schemes, as they do nothing for the speeding but costs the tax payer a lot of money
· Additional bullet point under Getting Around "An appropriately promoted and integrated public transport system".  
A network of cycle and foot paths exists throughout the district.

· More on transport Cycle ways/ footways etc
· A map of all footpaths would help and I would be happy to buy this
· In addition to cycle and footpaths provision the existing road should be made less unfriendly to non motorised users.
· Cycle ways on all major routes
· Not enough pathways to walk - country lanes too dangerous with young children.
· More footpaths & cycle ways
· Routes for cyclists. More dedicated cycle ways. 
· More dedicated cycle route separated from vehicle traffic. Let cyclists use footpaths in rural areas
· More cycle routes 
· Bridle paths
· It would be helpful if a cycle route could be built between Saffron Walden & Audley End railway station
· Transport vision is unrealistic and unattainable. There is no possibility of a network of cycle paths and footpaths will remain largely recreational.
· Would like to be asked what key changes would encourage people to increase number of journeys made on foot and bike.
· We need more cycle paths
· Still not convinced that cycle ways will be used sufficiently to justify the investment.
· We need more and well maintained well advertised cycle paths seperated from motor traffic to encourage people away from cars
· Please put a footpath to the common play equipment. It would make a big difference to parents/carers being able to use it in the winter
· Increased bus service, 
· Increased bike paths 
· Network of cycle routes to avoid car use. Too dangerous to cycle in Dunmow with children
	District Character


The houses and facilities people need are affordable and available locally

· There must be reference to gypsies/travellers/travelling show people
· Affordable Rural Housing
· Affordable housing only 2 bedroom small 3 bedroom
· The most important issue is retaining the local youth in the area when house prices are so high. Housing development needs to allow for this group as well as social housing.
· More houses for village people i.e. affordable in villages.
· All the extra housing is for people living & working in the area, not used for commuters to go to London, who don't spend time or money in local shops etc. Local grown up children cannot compete with London salaries & purchase homes
· Why do we need to build 8000 new homes?
· More awareness of demographic profile. Are we primarily a dormitory area for London, Cambridge & a feeder off Stansted airport? & retirement oasis?
· Opportunities for young people to stay in the area
· Don't agree there is enough affordable housing & inconsistent approval for infill building is 
· Planning Guidance 22/91 should be built into this plan. (Travelling Show people) 
· I disagree with social housing being on private estates, should go back to council estates
· Park homes sites for 55+ very successful if well managed and maintained
· We must avoid building ghettos of affordable houses
· There must be affordable housing for people who live and work locally or the heart of towns and villages will die.
· New houses/flats need to be designed
· Much more affordable houses in village
· The number of flats being built should be restricted. the need is for more affordable houses with gardens
· Need more affordable housing in villages and towns but over development of Brownfield sites with no increase in doctors/dentists e.t.c.
· Fewer posh houses and more homes for the less well off
Our towns and village continue to be separate entities with green space between them.  

· Agree with broad thrust but would like to see District Character strengthened to highlight the essentially rural nature of the district and its settlements, including the two market towns and the importance of protecting this special environmental character. 
· All towns/villages should maintain their own identity.
· Plenty of space/buildings for leisure
· It should stress the need to protect the overwhelmingly rural character of both the district and its settlements
· Presumption against green field development & village in full
· Urban sprawl must be avoided at all costs otherwise we will lose our wonderful rural/village character.
· Stronger resistance needed to ever spreading urbanisation and industrialisation.
· To keep the airport in the countryside all forms of development outside BA's perimeter should be denied thus preventing urban sprawl!
· Don't let each settlement get too big, don't turn us into Harlow or Braintree
· Let local towns keep the same character e.g. Stansted is approached via trees & cottages
· I would like the district to stay pretty much as it is, picturesque/rural
· The protection of this areas should stay rural should be paramount
· Don't interfere with established villages
· It's essential to maintain village envelopes, M4 clearly shows what should not happen along the M11 corridor
· Greening the area is essential, tarmac is not.
· Some village envelopes too restrictive if we are to expand, but keep green around us.
· More emphasis on retaining the character of the area and where possible new developments should enhance the area.
Our countryside, its biodiversity, agriculture and visual qualities are protected and accessible to all.

· Fields that are 'set aside' should be open to the public
· Lakes and woodland areas
· Some sort of policy prevent losing more countryside
· More lakes and reservoirs
· Support for farming
· Views over countryside are important
· Improving the countryside by removing unnecessary barriers
· More emphasis on preserving the countryside & less on development
· Rivers, lakes
· Should include plans to create a more wildlife friendly environment. Development should be creating more woodland etc
· Less development on our fields and meadows, leave the countryside alone for all to enjoy
· Agricultural land, hedges, country roads, lanes, footpaths, rights of way
· We could do with an open accessible woodland
· Protection of natural environment
· Its important to preserve and conserve this beautiful part of our country
· More woodland would be beneficial to the countryside/wildlife
· The British countryside is a rare and diminishing jewel. we need it
· Would like to see new reserves developed
· Consider the environment before building an airport
· A positive step should be taken to safeguard the natural environment & our heritage
· Focus should be on limiting development, conservation of rural character protection of agricultural and enhancement of wildlife biodiversity.
· District would benefit from Country Park
Our towns are safe clean and attractive places

· The market square in Saffron Walden should not be pedestrianised.
· Quality of design is important so is a sense of social responsibility by developers.
· Streetscape-unsightly traffic signs, hideous road markings.
· Unique and quirky landmarks
· More emphasis on decreasing level of crime.
· Town centre priority to pedestrians- traffic calming systems
· Cleaning up our district
· Litter vandalism and parking on pavements
· Care with design of any proposed new feature or structure.
· Policing and crime
· Close off and pave down centres. Introduce free car parking and free public transport for all
· Protect and maintain existing green spaces within our towns- do not develop them
· Road safety
· Keep this area as the best possible if you have to travel to Cambridge for work
· Listed buildings
· Fairly satisfied with how things are but more policing to tackle yobs would help
· Town maintenance and cleanliness
· Please do remember everything needs room to breath and flourish
· More emphasis on "public area"
· Parks to include picnic/BBQ places. Boul traps, skateboard runs, old-fashioned swings/roundabouts etc. Not dangerous as deemed in this PC world!
· Waste management, street cleaning, road & development
· Allow places to be attractive, not just built up with identical apartments & reduced character
· Crime prevention. Car speed on rural roads & through Dunmow
· We could do with places easy to get to, well managed and attractive to all ages so that there were a mixture of people who naturally support and control it by their very presence
· Upgrade of Saffron Walden town centre to roads/paving street furniture
· In S.Walden private housing in the down well designed. Estates seem poorly constructed with poor roads.
· Need to replace old ugly architecture
· Not enough clean benches
· This is one of the best places in the country to live at the moment and we don't want it ruined.
· The suggested park in Dunmow should just be that a park for all to enjoy - free.
· I have lived in Dunmow for just two months and i like it and find the surrounding area very pleasant
· Please keep my street clean and quiet
· When new build is agreed the proportionate appropriate amount of green space should be manditory to any development
· Houses should have bigger back gardens for people to be able to sit and enjoy quiet and sunshine.
· CCTV Cameras
· Any planning must include measures such as CCTV to prevent mindless vandalism
· Under the heading of District Character add point that promotes the provision and protection of high quality open spaces and recreation opportunity to promote the continued protection of the environmental quality of the District and the health and well-being of its population.  

· Generally supportive of the Spatial Vision but consider that more should be said about protecting open green spaces within urban areas and the retention of existing employment uses as well as encouraging new businesses.  This would ensure that the vision is well rounded and ensure the vitality and viability of the District.
New housing developments have been dispersed with significant extensions to many settlements 

or

New housing developments have been concentrated on relatively few sites enabling the provision of maximum level of public service infrastructure.

· Support housing development on relatively few sites enabling the provision of the maximum level of public service infrastructure.  Experience shows that dispersal of development is likely to reduce the scope for delivering planning gain. 

· Spatial vision for accommodating growth should not sacrifice the quality of the existing urban environments via town cramming, or excessive urban growth in settlements which are still to cope with existing commitments.
· The two alternative strategies for housing development are a useful starting point for development of policy.  The vision needs to develop and create a more specific vision that encapsulates the need to secure regeneration of the urban fabric, to augment community facilities and infrastructure and enable the creation of sustainable communities.  Growth locations need to be chosen to reflect the above needs but also in response to challenges/opportunities that face the district in strategic locations.  Spatial vision should be amended to refer to Elsenham and allow for development which stimulates positive changes in the urban fabric, provide a stimulating living environment and new and better located facilities.  The vision should link new development with proposals to improve and renew urban form, strengthen community and encourage people to live and work locally
· Under District Character should promote a vision of concentrated housing development.
· How about a vision reflecting the majority's desire for no new housing at all.
· Reduce/ stopping any new homes or industrial development until the water , refuse and transport have been improved to meet or exceed any development.
· Impact of additional housing on existing resources
· Housing development in Saffron Walden is unplanned
· Provision of basic services, amenities etc to support the current population
· Little attention to the improvement of services, water, sewers. Lack of existing road space
· Water shortages if more houses are built.
· Provide adequate sized plots for new houses which include garden.
· Resistance to government and BAA plans to concrete us over.
· Should develop more useful sites in the village instead of great lumps of housing estates
· No development at all
· Restriction on urbanised development of roads is vitally important
· Development should be controlled. ok seems to have no policy for regional development. There is too much wealth in SE England
· New houses should be built on land were there are tumbled down buildings
· Full consultation with all ecological parties
· General infrastructure issues - whether area can cope with extra population.
· Do you feel that flats are better suited to town development sites rather than part of housing estates.
· Planning developments should be less prescriptive
· There should be much more thought given to smaller communities which can give greater inclusion of families into community life, a rewarding social life, where contribution is important
· Services to match development
· The need for an equitable distribution of new housing between the three sites
· Whatever progress airport expansion/roads/housing at all times cost is irrelevant if you lose country style through bad design & implications.
· Sympathetic development in and close to conservation areas/historic buildings
· Clear policies to raise quality of new build & repairs to historic buildings. Include master plans (by UDC) for key sites. Despite some action areas for area which will undergo substantial change
· It doesn't address the links between towns & developed areas i.e. transport links and the problem of ribbon development along trunk roads & on town edges.
· The spatial vision needs to reflect the opportunities for high quality public transport  (HQPT) on the A120 corridor and ensure that new housing is focused at villages such as Takeley where substantial growth is already committed & where new housing can take advantage of improved public transport, services & facilities & therefore contribute to achieving sustainable development

· The spatial vision needs to consider a flexible response to the RSS14 Panel Report to take account of balanced growth in homes & employment; of investment in public transport corridors, particularly looking at opportunities for HQPT an the A120 corridor; new development should be targeted to locations capable of sustainable further expansion - Takeley/Priors Green and Great Dunmow are suitable locations

· Greater emphasis on the benefit of mixed use development and recognition of the need for more flexibility in some villages, to enable sustainable, mainly non-residential schemes to be accepted
· Villages should be allowed to accommodate small scale development to allow them to survive or enhance/maintain their facilities
· Small scale growth of villages should be permitted so they can sustain their facilities and maintain a balanced demography
· How about thinking about how we want our towns/villages developed rather than let the developers have their own way
· Fewer dwellings with more land apiece would reduce crime caused by overloading.
· Remember the conservation areas. Listed buildings and villages. Peoples homes, all will be lost to the airport will you finish off the rest of the country area with shops and houses.
· Any large housing development spoiling this lovely part of Essex.
· Vital and healthy good to not build anymore within market town
· Uttlesford should not be forced by Prescott and this government to build excessive numbers of houses in this area.
· All new developments should be complimentary to what already exists.
· Don't put all the new houses in Dunmow-it should have its fare share
· Keep all the noise and development as near to Stansted as possible
· I don't believe we need any more houses in this area but this does not seem to be an option
· Sustainability issues i.e. Oakwood park should not have been permitted
· One size does not fit all. Should allow small development.
· For question 2 and 3 surely a good Dev’t should aim to achieve all these features? There shouldn't be a choice where some are sacrificed.
· Recycling issues. Less development. Low density is key.
· We need more evolution of building in towns and villages, not big out of character changes.
· We should resist imposition of thousands of new homes
· Only build in Brownfield sites inside existing village envelopes
· Our lovely country town is getting too crowded
· I deplore the huge number of new homes proposed for the driest areas of the country with absolutely no forward planning or proposed solutions
· Generally supportive of spatial vision. In following a sustainable agenda, the Core Strategy should acknowledge that the district is a largely rural area, with no major settlements & little Brownfield land. In these circumstances, development should be distributed across, not just the main urban areas, but also the key rural settlements identified in the current local plan. We suggest that Newport  is particularly appropriate for accommodating limited growth given that it benefits from facilities that include a rail station, bus services, schools & local shops & businesses and that, unlike other settlements, there are no planned development opportunities here.

· Countryside Properties vision for the District is to achieve a critical mass of development at Takeley building on what has already been achieved through current allocated land. Further development will secure sustainable development & be capable of delivering key infrastructure & services in the most efficient way. It's for this reason that Countryside are opposed to future housing provision through a dispersed strategy or the development of a new settlement. The preferred approach is expansion at Takeley to the north & north east.

· Housing development should be on a limited number of sites, which might include new communities.
· Prefer new housing concentrated on existing infrastructure
· Do not be bribed by planning gain.
All development is as close to carbon neutral as possible and incorporates measures to minimise water consumption.

· Wastage by the water company. 
· Burial of power lines and provisions of grants for eco-friendly energy
· Type of renewable energy what people want and their understanding of the various forms.
· More emphasis on environmental effects in particular water supplies
· An adequate water supply for new housing and schemes to upgrade the green credential of existing housing
· Grants for home owners to increase energy efficiency (insulation, solar power e.t.c.)
· Force developers to install solar panels to new houses and water butts. Cheaper and more public transport to rural areas and villages.
· More emphasis on sustainable energy & climate change.
· Unfortunately the airport causes more climate change pollution and wastes more energy than anything else combined
· More on sustainable energy for existing properties/businesses. More thought of use of open A ban on over building spoiling the character of N Essex
· New Buildings need sustainable use of water resources
· We should have many more wind parks & solar energy. Governments should be funding this, not more nuclear power
· Awful. Don't agree with your carbon neutral statement. Not enough is done to control builders. How do you tie up your green spaces comment with your new development comments
· Water saving measures. Climate change adoption preventing over testing
· It doesn't mention protecting, developing and enjoying water assets.
· We can do more to become greener. subsidise solar / heat power plan.
· Water shortages would be increased with additional housing. Roads already overcrowded and in poor repair would get worse
· We live in a very dry area- where is water to come from for more housing.
· Renewable energy should focus on solar panels
· Why is Uttlesford still in the top of pollutes?
· New developments have a responsibility to be as green as possible - this is happening.
· Grants for sustainable energy in homes
· The vision should commit specifically to sustainable development principles
· Support much of vision but would like to see more explicit emphasis on achieving sustainable development for the long-term.
· Help for eco friendly adaptation to existing house stock
· Effect of building homes on water supply
· Essential that new developments maximise use of renewable energy & resources e.g. solar panels, rainwater collection
· No further homes should be built until we have adequate water supply
The impact of Stansted Airport has been minimised and it s recognised as an asset to the district which attracts people to live, work and visit.

· Commitment to fighting unnecessary expansion of airport. As oil becomes more expensive it will become a white elephant.
· The most important issue is the continual expansion at Stansted airport. This must be stopped for both local and global environmental reasons.
· Any expansion at Stansted should blend in
· Comments under district character about airport are garbage
· I do not agree that the airport is a recognised asset
· The full impact of the expansion of stansted airport has not been recognised. Improved infrastructure will be required.
· No further expansion at airport. It is not an asset. Improvement in infrastructure.
· Impact of Stansted expansion
· Support Stansted airport expansion
· Airport waste disposal
· The issue of Stansted airport. The airport noise is awful, its disrupts the TV signal and we can hear it at night. Any further expansion is taking away quality of life for people in the area.
· The proposals for the expansion of Stansted airport
· Stansted is not an asset. we do not want to use it to attract people to live and work. we lack housing and have too many jobs
· Nothing about the airport this will bring biggest change to area. how will it be curbed
· Airport expansion?
· The airport must not be expanded and too many new houses will turn Uttlesford into a new Harlow-god forbid
· It states the impact of airport expansion has been "limited". It has they still intend to develop further.
· Should include the spatial issue of overcrowding in the sky - restrict Stansted over development.
· Expansion of Stansted airport should not be allowed
· No mention of huge car parking needs for proposed airport expansion
· Capping Stansted airport, no more development without adequate infrastructure.
· Limit airport expansion
· More on the airport and containing it's detrimental effects
· Airport growth. Road traffic growth/flow. Road safety
· My fear is that if the airport is allowed to expand this will adversely effect our district.
· Car emissions are miniscule compared to those that visit Stansted airport
· The impact of airport expansion will swamp kill the ruralness of Uttlesford
· What about the inevitable growth of the pollution fountain-the airport?
· Traffic, environmental damage by airport
· Stansted airport must not be allowed to expand
· Agree in principle but Stansted impact had not been minimised.
· Disagree with Stansted expansion and reference in plan vision.
· Stansted airport should not become too great a magnet for employment or housing
· No airport expansion.
· The impact of Stansted airport must continue to be minimised.
· Beware expansion of airport beyond 25 mppa, all these good intentions would be meaningless
· I find it hard to recognise Stansted Airport as an asset. It does nothing but cause or add to problems.
· Airport expansion with good design & engineering skills, should help younger people with jobs and affordable housing, it is possible, but county the size of Essex should not be sacrificed
· Very important that the impact of Stansted Airport is no greater than today
· If  Stansted grows/has 2 runways the whole of Uttleford will end up under concrete like the Heathrow area
· No more runways at Stansted airport is vital to protect the area
· The airport should be restricted by the reduction in flights to I5MPPA and emphasis on developing community spirit
· Stansted airport should be seen as only a blight on the district and not as a benefit in any sense
· Worried about threats of development – Stansted
· Welcome recognition of the potential of Stansted Airport as an asset.
· An amendment to the final bullet point under District Character "The impact of Stansted Airport is progressively reducing and is etc"
	Living in communities


Accessible, high quality health services and effective promotion of healthy living mean that healthy lifestyles are available to all.

[Comments on ensuring adequate infrastructure to support development are included in this section]

· Uttlesford PCT, as a health orientated organisation, would be keen to support housing development that: encourages healthy living e.g. cycling, walking, use of public transport. Encourages low income earners to live within the area thereby providing a staffing pool for lower paid health related jobs, essential to the infrastructure of the local health community. Enables additional health facilities to be planned for & provided in a constructive manner (e.g. single, new sites) rather than as 'creeping development' that places additional pressures upon existing services which may not (because of physical constraints) be able to expand accordingly. Ensures that there is maximum 'community gain' from the developers to enable maximum investment in the health (and other statutory sector) infrastructure.

· Additional point under Living in Communities relating to the importance of creating a high quality 'public arena' such as open space, parks, market squares and leisure to meet the needs of any growth in population.
· Not enough provision for community needs - places of worship etc.
· Lack of schools, dentists, doctors. Stansted airport has negative effect on surround villages and green spaces.
· Infrastructure development to keep pace until housing/business development
· Any new housing must have services school, doctors and dentists.
· It should recognise the social and economic differences of residents.
· Putting infrastructure in place before developers build and are released land. More parking
· Provision of health services and schools
· Further consideration of disabled & housebound
· Greater development of community, way to draw the community together, a community spirit to develop and improve the environment
· Development should only be allowed where the infrastructure can support it.
· Local hospitals, local transport including central bus stations / exchange points.
· More doctors / dentists / drainage / road structures required.
· Public services are not developed enough
· Developments should be controlled with regard to available stat. services; electricity/gas/water requirements
· All the development is set for this area, we need our green spaces and what about the water issues with hose-pipe bans, more houses will make it worse. Plus, doctors, dentists, schools and other services are already stretched, they will not cope
· Water supply, hospitals, schools, doctors, dentists.
· Provision for doctors health care, education, better routes to major centres
· No mention of facilities for children
· Social inclusion for elderly and non-drivers
· More youth and general opportunities e.g. cinemas
· Questions of other infrastructure required for new residents, schools, GP surgeries/hospitals, other leisure facilities
· More amenities i.e. dentists, doctors, schools & larger sewerage works. Repair to roads long overdue
· Special emphasis on meeting the needs of young people
· More measures to reduce crime Quality of life. Youth facilities. Sustainable services (health, police etc)
· Schools, roads, reduction train service to name a few! making sure there are enough facilities for everyone! Doctors & hospitals also
· Community hall facilities
· A Kingdom Hall
· Lack of education and health facilities. Inadequate policing
· Infrastructure for all the new developments i.e. roads, water, schooling etc
· Education issues of more family homes and only small schools. Health issues of higher population i.e. local hospitals, day clinics
· Facilities for young people; medical facilities; pubs; schools & continuing education centres; churches; district heating.
· Spaces for teenagers.
· Questions of other infrastructure required for new residents, schools, GP surgeries/hospitals, other leisure facilities
· Quality of life. Youth facilities. Sustainable services (health, police etc)
· Infrastructure of roads, schools, hospitals to come before new development causes pressure on already overloaded services
· Appalling services
· It should include standards in schools of the buildings and public building standards in general
· Not enough play areas for children particularly on new developments, eg Woodlands Park
· No green areas planned for Wickford estate behind Tescos 600-700 houses. Very disappointing!
· Buy up land to allocate for open space
· Increase police
	Other comments


· Resistance to the demands of the unelected EERA and the government strategy of endless growth in population and development. (Almost all to be in the South East)
· Questions on perceived deficiency in the planning system and how authority's can deliver better planning. Methods of delivery - public / private partnerships.
· Question the draft east of England plan
· Closer working with neighbouring districts
· Guarantee soft water all year round.
· Provision for anti-flooding
· Entertainments in the local area were not mentioned. A bull run through the streets of Saffron Walden would boost economy no end. Incorporating the local emergency services
· Loss of control of immigration has filled our cities, forcing people out in the country away from their workplace
· Public needs informing educating re: driving, litter, energy conservation, local economy.
General comments on the Spatial Vision

· The vision should not include politically correct events unless they are beneficial to local residents.
· Rather aspirational
· Too vague and ambiguous like most vision documents could be interpreted in many ways
· The vision should identify what the district is for and support that. I suggest the district is primarily a dormitory area.
· It's complex
· Section on district character is ambivilant perhaps understandably so.
· Too much pie in the sky & organising things for people instead of allowing people to develop things they need themselves
· Means nothing without action
· Reasons for opinions number mean very little and the reason why one feels the way one does should be regarded
· Does not reflect the most important issues in the district.
· I think that p11 "Proposed" is a future vision although it is written in the present tense- or am I confused.
Non-land use matters

· We need more activities for teenagers to keep them off the street.
· Need for well maintained public toilets
· More litter bins please (that are emptied.)
· Dog bins for the mess
· Sadly the spatial vision fails to address the present situation of unswept unmade roads where lights burn day and night
· Could something please be done to stop vehicles parking on the pavements
· Unruly teenagers need to be controlled. vandalism and threatening behaviour
· More zebra crossings and yellow lines
· Somewhere for the young people to meet safely in the evenings
· Maintenance. resolution of long delayed culvert problem in George Street. Vandalism & petty crime
· Much heavier fines for litter louts and vandals
· Why are there no facilities for evening or day classes in Dunmow
· Council wastes too much money on mowing grass verges & tidying up
· Help such as noise insulation is no good during hot weather
· What happened with lowering the crime rate?
· Ducking stools in villages for nimbys
Recycling

· Further improve recycling to cover more plastics and other items.
· No 3 wheelie bins
· Soon to be even more blighted by multiple wheelie bins.
· More emphasis on 100% recycling & good waste management
· Recycling bins outside cafes (is The National Theatre, South Bank, London)
· Expand recycling availability e.g. all plastics
· Plastic wheelie bins- put them down
· All new housing should incorporate storage space for recycling bins.
	Appendix C 

Summary of Written Comments from Companies Promoting Sites

for Residential Development




Company/Organisation  Chater Homes
Agent  Andrew Martin Associates
Comments
Q1-4 Saffron Walden has limited scope for expansion using land identified but has limited potential beyond that.  Gt Dunmow and Stansted village have significant housing planned which needs to be absorbed.  A new village or expanded village is a credible option for growth within and beyond the plan period.  A major strategic site will deliver the housing requirement without over-burdening the existing settlements.  Level of affordable housing needs to be based on local need.  Housing for the elderly should be provided in a range of locations to provide choice.
Q5 New employment should be based upon a range of locations including small number of strategic employment sites.       Q7 New development has a role to play in enhancing public transport provision to both new and existing residents.        Q8 Policies should not stipulate what energy efficiency measures should be incorporated into development since technologies and approaches will change.
Company/Organisation  Countryside Properties (Southern)
Agent  JB Planning Associates
Comments
Site at Brewers End Takeley is well related to the existing services which are accessible within reasonable walking distance.
Company/Organisation  Taylor Woodrow Dev Ltd
Agent  Development Land & Planning Consultants Ltd
Comments
Promoting site at Ongar Road/Clapton Hall Lane, Gt Dunmow.  Site is well related to the built up area, well contained within the landscape, within walking distance of the town centre and principal employment areas, and provided with public transport services.  A120 separates site from wider agricultural landscape.
Requirement for development in Uttlesford cannot be solely met from reuse of land within built up areas.  A range of choice of housing provision is only capable of being provided on a balance of previously developed urban land an appropriate sustainable Greenfield sites.   Where enough land can be found within or on the edge of main urban areas there is no need to find sites in less sustainable locations in smaller less sustainable rural settlements or new village.
Strategy should avoid over-concentration of development in a limited number of large development allocation which create character-less suburban development and which are complex to deliver, inhibit delivery rates and limit market choice. Development should be able to integrate with existing communities.
Company/Organisation  Twigden Homes (part of the Kier Group)
Agent  Development Land & Planning Consultants Ltd
Comments
Promoting land to the north east of Thaxted Road, Saffron Walden including land presently allocated for employment uses.
Company/Organisation  Crest Nicholson
Agent  Colin Buchanan
Comments
Promoting site west of Elsenham and east of Alsa Wood. (10.5ha?). Site provides logical and sustainable location by rounding off the settlement pattern and form and using land that is largely hidden from village life.  Site is within short walk of railway station and all community facilities.  Development provides the opportunity to strengthen the village character and to provide the focus that is missing.  Development can establish a well linked and legible pattern of streets and walks.  The heart of the village will be reinvented and the role of the village enhanced.  New investment creates opportunity for strategic interventions in the urban form and to provide new and better located facilities which cater for the needs of local residents.
Enabling and planning carefully for strategic intervention now means that Elsenham and the District will be well placed to be able to respond to opportunities that results from expansion of Stansted Airport.
Company/Organisation  Countryside Properties (Special Projects) Ltd
Agent  

Comments
Q1. Consideration should be given to larger villages which don't necessarily have a railway station as they have the opportunity for sustainable growth.  Concentrating growth in one location raised issues of timing and focusing on one location to bring benefits to the District as a whole.  Level of affordable housing should  be a matter for negotiation.
Q5 The emerging regional strategy to focus on Harlow will restrict opportunities in Uttlesford fuelling longer distance travel to work.  A restrictive approach to business growth is inherently unsustainable and will not lead to balanced growth.
Q6-7 Opportunity for residential development contributing to the viability of local centres, is important.    A more developed public transport system linking villages with such retail facilities may reduce the need for longer trips.
Q8 There needs to be consistency between energy efficiency policies and recognised national ratings (BREEM).
Company/Organisation  Galliard Homes Ltd
Agent  Scott Wilson

Comments
Support development of new village of initially 3000 dwellings with the potential to accommodate 7000 dwellings alongside the B1256 (old A120) This is a more sustainable option than placing development pressure on existing urban areas and within remote villages.
A development of this size will be self-sustaining.  Recognise the importance of providing significant passenger transport improvement along the A120 linking the centres of Bishops Stortford, airport, Gt Dunmow and Braintree.  The historic nature of Uttlesford's market towns and scattered pattern of small settlements is not a sustainable platform on which to extensively expand urban areas.
Company/Organisation  Land Securities Properties
Agent  Bidwells
Comments
Q1-4 Significant part of solution for future growth of District and Airport is to have a new village settlement in proximity to Stansted Airport.  Level of affordable housing should be negotiated on a site by site basis.  Housing for the elderly could form part of a new settlement which would have its own facilities.
Q6 Significant retail development could be achieved in conjunction with a new settlement adjacent to Stansted Airport.  Development could link into existing transport networks and prevent leakage to out of district shopping centres.
Q7 Advocate the provision of improved public transport routes rather than simply to restrict existing car parking.
Q8 Sometimes the type of features that need to incorporated in new development does not provide a sustainable solution in terms of cost or the energy saved.
Name  Antony Jenkins
Company/Organisation  

Agent  

Comments
Include 3.2 acres in Hatfield Heath for housing possibly low cost housing project
Name  Mr & Mrs Smith
Company/Organisation  

Agent  

Comments
Consider allocating sites on the edge of existing smaller settlements such as Barnston.  Suggest land south of Boradgroves, High Easter Rd.  (0.5ha approx)
Site well contained and separated from open countryside by mature hedges and trees; formerly part of grounds of Broadgroves; site is not visually part of open countryside; and proposal would represent logical, sustainable and modest rounding off of settlement boundary; would not have adverse effect on village or countryside; help maintain village services and facilities; could provide range of house types and styles.
Company/Organisation  Land Owners
Agent  Washington Young LLP
Comments
Include land between Jollyboys Lane and Causeway End Road Felsted within development limits.  Site would from appropriate edge to village without compromising other planning objectives.  Development would not detract from open character of land nor promote amalgamation with adjoining villages.
Company/Organisation  Redrow Homes (Eastern) Ltd
Agent  John Martin & Associates
Comments
Core Strategy should include policy framework which enables the consideration and allocation of a diverse portfolio of available and deliverable sites to enable the required level of housing completions.  Gt Dunmow should be identified as main location for additional housing. Promoting 3.5ha site north of Ongar Road, Great Dunmow for Residential development.
Site has strong tree belt adjacent to northern site boundary.  It is unused and partly overgrown.  It does not appear prominent in the landscape.  It is a logical extension to the urban area and within easy walking distance of the main facilities in the town centre.  The sites physical boundaries would not lead to further residential development.
Company/Organisation  Needham Group Ltd
Agent  Andrew Martin Associates
Comments
Provision of new homes within the built up areas of Great Dunmow, Saffron Walden and Stansted is broadly supported.  However strategy should  have a balanced approach in order to deliver new housing within existing built up areas but at the same time enable smaller scale developments within villages in order to ensure the longer term sustainability of these smaller settlements.  Such village expansion should be directed towards those settlements that have some existing facilities - shop(s), school, railway station.  Areas should provide for a range of housing in terms of type, size and design.
Priority should be given to the protection of the countryside and new development must respect the character and setting of existing buildings and established settlements.  As well as Brownfield sites, Greenfield sites or despoiled land should be considered where this would enable sustainable growth pattern and cater for needs of settlements.
Employment opportunities should be available across the district and not just in the lager key settlements. Correct balance of  employment and housing provision provides sustainable development by reducing the need to travel between home and work.  Employment opportunities in smaller settlements with good public transport should be encouraged.
Promote Newport Quarry site south of the village for mixed use development.  Site 500m from Station and close to village centre.  Change of use of site could be implemented straight away and provide benefit of loss of heavy seasonal  heavy goods vehicle movements.
Company/Organisation  Wickford Development Co Ltd
Agent  Melville Dunbar Associates
Comments
Taking on board the Panel's comments on the East of England Plan new housing development should be located at Gt Dunmow, Saffron Walden and Stansted.  Building within the towns would constitute town cramming and have adverse impact on the towns' environments.  Building on the edge would bring the advantages of a sustainable location without the adverse impact on character and environment of the existing town.
Promoting Sector 4 woodlands Park (5.85 ha). The site is well located to shops,  schools and leisure centre.  Site slopes away from the bypass and views of the site are dominated by the School on the skyline.  There is capacity in the existing services for foul and service water drainage and the new bypass will provide road access.
Promoting site adjoining St Edmunds Fields (0.9 ha) former farmyard, stables and 3 dwellings.  Site would be a logical extension to settlement and remove derelict buildings.  Site is close to town centre services.  Development would create a better interface between the built up area and the open land to the south west and south east without infilling development along St Edmunds Lane
Promoting site in Chelmer Valley (12ha).  Site offers opportunity to create new housing area and secure the transfer of land to public open space in the Chelmer Valley.  Site well located to existing services and pedestrian links could be improved through the potential public open space.  Development could improve visual quality of urban edge.  All sites in single ownership which will facilitate early development/deliverability.
Company/Organisation  Rochester Properties Ltd
Agent  Cunnane Town Planning
Comments
Promoting The Orchard (1.6ha). Site currently has a single dwelling and is used for storage of caravans.  Development at Elsenham would reflect both regional and national policy guidance through providing additional rural housing and managing development pressures in rural settlements.  Elsenham has sustainable transport links and local facilities.  The site is physically separate from the countryside and has an urban use.
Company/Organisation  Mr V Murphy
Agent  Andrew Martin Associates
Comments
Promoting land between Providence and Mill Cottages, Cambridge Road, Quendon.  Site is in conservation area which is limited to infill development.  Development is in conformity with national, regional, strategic and local policy on sustainable development.  Site is located within a transport corridor which benefits from bus route to Stortford, Newport, S/Walden, Stansted and Wendens Ambo.
Company/Organisation  Ford Farm Partnerships
Agent  DP9
Comments
Promoting site east of St Edmunds Lane Gt Dunmow (17.25ha) as sustainable urban extension.  The site is highly accessible with good pedestrian links to town centre.  The site is well related to the existing urban area.
Company/Organisation  J Temple & M Duncanson
Agent  ASP Town Planning & Development Consultancy
Comments
Promoting site opposite roundabout to Priors Green.  Site contained by B1256 and Flitch Way and therefore separate from countryside and will be more closely related to the Priors Green Site.
Company/Organisation  George Wimpey Strategic Land
Agent  Bidwells
Comments
Promoting site at London Road, Newport.  Site lies within Stansted/M11 growth corridor.  Range of facilities would support controlled growth. Excellent transport links.  The site links physically with the rest of Newport.  Development will provide improvements to the Primary School.
Company/Organisation  Hartwell Associates Ltd
Agent  Urban & Rural Planning Solutions
Comments
Promoting site on Radwinter Road, Sewards End (3.7ha). District has limited supply of Brownfield sites and future housing will need to take place on Greenfield sites.  Site close to Saffron Walden benefiting from easy access and a close relationship with many services and facilities. The site lies between dwellings and development would not detract from the character of the village or countryside and will introduce facilities and additional population that will enhance the sustainability of Sewards End.
Company/Organisation  Countryside Properties (Special Projects) Ltd
Agent  

Comments
Promoting site at Dunmow Park, Braintree Road, Gt Dunmow.  Site is accessible to the town centre, bus routes and local amenities.  Site affords the prospect of residential, leisure and community developments which could support the town further.
Company/Organisation  Felsted School
Agent  Lucy Carpenter
Comments
Promoting Site east of Bury Cottages for inclusion in VDL to enable construction of staff house(s) within easy reach of school premises.
Company/Organisation  Land Owner
Agent  Lucy Carpenter
Comments
Promoting site north to Ardley Court Hatfield Heath (1.662 ha). Development could provide affordable housing and sporting facilities for the near-by cricket pitch.
Promoting land to the north of Cox Ley and Clipped Hedge, Hatfield Heath.  Site rounds of development and affords good screening  along its boundaries.  Further land to the east is proposed as a football ground and associated parking and club house.  The existing village faculties are poor.
The village has a good bus service to Bishops Stortford, Harlow and Sawbridgeworth. The sites are in walking distance of village shops and facilities.  Additional housing would support the village services and provide needed affordable housing as well as other community benefits.
Company/Organisation  G.E. & A.F. Silvester Ltd
Agent  ASP Town Planning & Development Consultancy
Comments
Promoting site at Taylors Farm, Takeley Street to be all included in VDL.  VDL should the physical boundary of those areas already developed. This would enable comprehensive redevelopment of the site.
Company/Organisation  Gleeson Homes and Persimmon Homes
Agent Boyer Planning
Comments
Q1 Considered that only limited scope exists for substantial additional urban capacity in main settlements particularly if the historic character of the settlements is no to be harmed.  District does not have sufficient other allocations to consider their release and such sites will be needed with the increase in housing.  To safeguard the character of the more sensitive settlements the role of larger villages could be increased. Development in smaller villages is less sustainable and should not form part of the strategy.  A substantially expanded village as opposed to a new village would enable the benefits of building upon existing facilities, services and transport infrastructure.  New housing close to the airport to take advantage of employment growth and secure sustainable patters of travel is supported.

Q4 40% affordable housing is overly ambitious and should be decreased in favour of a more realistic and achievable target.  Any increase would need to be justified by new survey.  Regard should be had to the EiP panel recommending a figure of 35%.  Affordable housing should be spread in groups throughout the site.  Distinct large areas of affordable housing do not integrate with the development as a whole.  Where ever housing for the elderly is located it should ensure good access to facilities and services.

Promote land at Stansted Road Elsenham.  Village is sustainable location for development. It has good range of services and is well served by public transport.  Development would improve urban fringe incorporating further areas of open space with the site and on undeveloped land to the west.  Site makes minor contribution to the aims of the CPZ with significant site boundaries and sloping land already diminishing visual links with the airport.  

Company/Organisation  Fairfield Partnership
Agent David Locke Assoc
Comments
Q1-4 Panels report on EiP gives important steer as to location of housing. Sites should be mostly found outside existing built up areas.  Historic cores of main settlements are sensitive to change. Important to maintain realistic view as to the levels of infill housing that can be delivered.  District does not have sufficient other allocations to consider their release and such sites will be needed with the increase in housing.  Main towns have none or limited scope for expansion of retail and other facilities to cope with an increased population.  Small villages lack facilities and employment opportunities to cope with increased development.  New housing close to the airport to take advantage of employment growth and secure sustainable patterns of travel is supported.

Q5  Employment land should be well related to centres of population and located to allow easy access by a range of travel modes. There should be limited business in rural areas to sustain economic growth across the District.  Do not see rationale of balancing airport jobs with other jobs.  Priority should be to balance new  housing with employment.  Flexible house design should offer potential for home working.  The airport should be recognised as a key economic driver with the potential to realise significant positive impacts across a range of employment sectors.  

Q6. The influence of higher order shopping centres is inevitable.  Delivery of additional retail floorspace in town may be problematic.                        
Q7 Reducing car parking will only work where there is suitable levels of public transport otherwise it will only frustrate access or increase unauthorised car parking. Adequate parking in market towns is an important influence on their economic performance and wider accessibility.              
Q8 Planning can deal with grouping and orientating buildings for energy efficiency but the specification and fitting of the building should be left to Building Regulations..

Promoting land east of Elsenham.  Site adjacent to  existing railway which is not possible in Saffron Walden or Gt Dunmow.  The site is also close to Stansted and Bishops Stortford that can be enhanced through a new integrated public transport system.  Size of site enables a balanced and sustainable community.  Directing growth to Elsenham may allow the designation of a new centre in an accessible location with a sufficient population that could sustain a component of the required retail growth.  

	Summary of Written Comments Supporting Development for the Elderly




Company/Organisation  AERC
Comments
Strategy should contain policies which enable the development of Residential Villages for the Frail Elderly.  A Joseph Rowntree Trust Report on planning for the elderly recognises that the development of separate villages specifically for the elderly would be a significant measure in accommodating their needs.
	Appendix d
Summary of Written Comments about Employment




Company/Organisation  CEMEX UK Materials Ltd (formally RMC)
Agent  Drivers Jonas
Comments
Own agricultural land at Stortford Road, little Canfield (Frogshall Farm).  Wish to see LDF based on robust and credible evidence base and ensure that the plan is reasonable flexible to enable CEMEX to deal with changing circumstances.
Housing should be located near the airport; Employment land should be located in a few major locations with good road, bus or rail links; Stansted airport should be used to attract inward investment in to the district.
Remove site from CPZ. Site represents ideal location for commercial and business uses, either now or in the future and possible airport related development.  Access on to B1256 and could be developed for range of uses without detriment to areas of ecological interest to west
Company/Organisation  Bell College Trust
Agent  Smith Stuart Reynolds
Comments
Q5 employment uses should be retained within main urban areas as they offer sustainable locations located close to residential areas, services and facilities.  Important to retain a variety of employment opportunities. Existing businesses within urban areas should be retained and protected. Conversion of existing employment sites to residential should be resisted.  Encouraging development of new employment sites is difficult due to lower value of land.
Bell Language School should be protected as an employment area. Schools intention is to remain on site and develop additional accommodation to ensure long term viability.  Remaining field should protected as open space.
Open green space particularly in urban areas should be protected.  Open space should be within walking distance of major residential areas.  Open space will help meet council's vision of promoting health living and minimising carbon emissions.
	Appendix E
Summary of Written Comments  from the Retail Industry




Company/Organisation  Tesco Stores Ltd
Agent  Montagu Evans
Comments
Q6.1Due to limited physical capacity of Districts main shopping centres they are unlikely to achieve a higher position in the regional hierarchy of shopping centres and therefore residents will to some extent rely on larger centres outside the district for non-food shopping.  Policies should ensure that as many needs as possible can be met in the local area and ensure easy accessibility to a wide range of goods and services in the local areas for all members of the community thus reducing the need to travel.
Q6.2 To meet such needs sites should be provided in the market towns.  An up to date assessment of need should be obtained.  Sites should be identified in accordance with PPS6 and bear in mind the desirability of accommodating both smaller and larger format retail developments.
Q6.3 Where sites cannot be found within or on the edge of centres, preference should be given to combining new development with existing out of centre retail provision to encourage a greater degree of multi-purpose trips and minimise the generation of any further trips to alternative out-of-centre locations.  Given that District residents already regularly visit edge of town stores and long-established trip patterns exist, these should be identified as preferred locations for development that cannot be accommodated in town centres.
Company/Organisation  Lidl UK GmbH
Comments
Saffron Walden appropriate location for Lidl store.  It would provide a choice for food shopping by providing a discount food retailer.  Due to the number of items not sold (eg cigarettes and newspapers) or services not offered (eg pharmacy, post office, laundrette) it would enhance the vitality and viability of the town as customers would use existing facilitates in the town to supplement their discount shopping.
Company/Organisation  John Lewis plc
Comments
Identify a site for additional food retailing in Great Dunmow suitable to accommodate store 30,000sq ft gross (18,000sq ft sales) with 200 open surface car parking spaces for Waitrose.
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Name  Claire Haddock
Comments
Q3. Enough small play areas should be provided in housing areas so children do not have to play far from home.
Q4 More affordable housing in around Saffron Walden is needed so people do not have to move to Braintree or Haverhill where houses are cheaper.
Name  Not provided

Comments
Developers need to be made responsible for adding to the infrastructure of the area.  Survey live/work units and see if they are working.  Landscaping is essential. Mature trees and not saplings should be planted and looked after.  Develop Brownfield sites first. School places and other amenities are already overstretched.  Decent paths, affordable public transport needs considering.  High Density and high rise development should be avoided as no-one wants to live in such small units.  More communal areas should be considered.
Preservation of rural area essential.  Sensitive design in keeping with locality and conservation areas is essential.  Sustainable energy needs to be included in all schemes.  The lack of new green spaces and a specific park for recreation is lacking.  All our spaces are from the past.  Playing fields are inadequate.  Design should take account that garaging is used for storage and not car parking.  Why do we keep building for commuters rather than people employed locally? Shared equity housing is just as important as social housing.  Look to Scandinavian and European housing developments as good practice.
Name  Ray Franklin
Company/Organisation  Felsted Parish Council

Comments
Concern over inadequate infrastructure which accompanies mass building.  Concern also expressed about the totally inadequate road network around Elsenham.  A large increase in cars would create a massive problem if they tried to exit via Grove Hill Stansted.


































































