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Baldock

Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
3359 8 Lithgow

Document Section:Baldock

Representation: Comment

My major concern is the use of green belt land. Once it is built on, there is no going back and there will be wall to wall houses for endless miles. The government tells us that we should
buy British and support local farmers but they have a very short growing season up north!

| ask you to consider these points and those of the others who are trying to preserve as much of the green belt as possible before it is lost forever and just remains as a memory for a
few!

4388 1 Paynter

Document Section:Baldock
Representation: Comment

| object to green belt land being used for development. The whole idea of green belt land designation is to check urban sprawl, prevent towns from merging, to safeguard the countryside
from encroachment, to preserve the setting and special character of historic towns and to assist urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban brownfield
land.

| think that building on green-belt land should only be considered when brownfield sites are not available and the choice of which green belt land to develop should take into account the
five stated purposes of green belt land in Planning Policy Guidance Note 2: Green Belts.

| think that more effort should be made to identify brownfield sites suitable for redevelopment and would prefer sites to be developed in the following order:
1. Brownfield sites, where at all possible, even if more infrastructure needed.

2. Greenfield sites NOT in conservation areas, with lower environmental quality and NOT between close-to-merging towns.

3. Other greenfield sites as a last resort.

5045 1 Gentle

Document Section:Baldock
Representation: Object

In principle | am not in favour of these proposed additional development sites in Baldock. | feel that Baldock is already 'doing its bit' through the planned development in the Town,
without adding these additional sites.

The Town infrastructures (schools, services, Doctor and Dentist etc etc) are going to be hard pressed to be able to support the extra residential areas that are already planned. Added to
this the extra traffic congestion in and out of the Town, will, | believe, be detrimental to the Town's new environmental layout and change the character of a small Town, like Baldock,
beyond recognition.

However, | would like to comment in particular on Sites No's 13, area 15 and 16.

| am a Baldock person (born and bred) and support many local issues, which include the Town Centre Redevelopment plans and enhancement schemes. However, with the infill that is
ear-marked for houses from the new bypass, and other development which is happening, it appears, on every little corner of space available, it must be argued that Baldock really is
already making a significant contributing to the proportion of housing for the North Herts area.

5417 1 Pitblado

Document Section:Baldock
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
Representation: Object

| object to the proposed sites in Baldock.

Specifically sites 12, 14 and 15. There are not only mature hedges on these sites but most of them are surrounded by trees and contain small pockets of woodland. | am sure these
hedges would be detroyed and the trees would be felled if these sites were built on.

Yes TPOs can be taken out on specific trees but in reality developers are known to ignore such things as the profit on squahsing in the maximum amount of houses or flats is greater
than any fine. Felling of trees and destroying hedges will only help to increase the carbon emissions.

One site, 12, is quite small and surrounded on all sides by trees, not just hedges. This site is currently used by local people to keep their horses. It is also down quite a dip and would not
be the most suitable land for building.

These sites also mention being Ground Water Source protection sites. We cannot have all missed the recent concerns over the availablility of water and yet these sites are being
earmarked for building.

These sites are all quite a distance from the station and therefore would increase traffic through Baldock with people driving to the station.

Once this greenbelt land is gone it is gone forever and this green land is used by local people so they would be deprivied of their local green space.

The local school (Knights Temmplar) is also already oversubscribed and the site the school is on is not suited to expansion to cope with more students.
Regarding building next to the A1 - yes of course this will adversly affect people's helth and quality of life. It is an understatement to say that it 'may' affect it.

| am a local resident so yes it would affect my family. We live on the edge of town up to now happy that we were surrounded by greenbelt land which meant the land would not be built
upon.

Finally if all of the sites around Baldock are built upon this small market town will no longer be quite as small and will almost be joined to Letchworth ruining its character.

| think with these sites there are too many weaknesses. One of the positives 'may provide affordable housing' does not really come into it as you can use this argument for building
anywhere!

5458 1 Robson

Document Section:Baldock

Representation: Object

Proposed building of houses opposite Weston Way.
As a resident of Weston Way for many years we have see the town grow and have grave concerns regarding the building of this development due to the fact that we feel that the

infrastructure could not support this amount of housing. We only have one secondary school, which is already over subscribed, one GP surgery, the sheer volume of traffic in Baldock
has always been a problem.
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Baldock

Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
We also have lovely views out of our houses in Weston Way and would not wish to have a view of a housing estate, which would almost join Baldock and Letchworth together.

We strongly object to this housing development being passed and wish to register our objection against it.
5532 1 Farmer

Document Section:Baldock
Representation: Object

With regard to the sites being considered for Baldock, | would like to register an objection to the consideration of sites 12,14 and 15. These sites are designated green belt land an
provide an important amenity for the neighbouring population. Turning these into residential sites will have an impact on our immediate environment in terms of wildlife and safety. Rather
than living beside green belt open space, we would be living in the middle of a housing estate - which is not why we chose to live in Baldock. | also believe that these developments
would overburden the existing road network in the vicinity.

5549 1 Slane

Document Section:Baldock
Representation: Object

I moved to the town of Baldock over ten years ago, a move | made to take advantage of the spirit a small community affords and the country environment any proud Englishman strives
to be a part of. Having just returned from holiday | find | am faced with the prospect of this green and pleasant land being absolutely ruined by a few small minded officials who do not
have any consideration for the inhabitants of this locality.

Lets be honest, this planned sprawling development will see Baldock turned into the diabolically planned nearby town of Stevenage, a town | resided in for several years before realizing
the dramatic decline in living standards thanks to the ill planned developments produced by cretins with no idea of the effects such maladministration would have on the community. |
cannot help, but feel | am now witnessing the same rash plans coming into being in this township, plans which will have a devastating effect on this and future generations.

Many years ago a Baldock By-pass was envisaged, proposed, planned and built to relieve the congestion that the modern age had brought upon this town and we can all now reap the
benefits of this wonderful idea, an idea that has taken decades ,and many millions of pounds, to come to fruition. Having spent so much money to produce why are we now taking a
massive backward step by lining someones pockets in order to recreate congestion that past councillors and officials fought so very hard to remove.

| am sorry that such ill conceived ideas have forced me to air my feelings in this manner, but | am sure that | am not alone in venting what | consider to be much held thoughts.

Finally, would it be possible to publish the area in which the innovators of these plans reside to discover how they will be effected?
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
0856 28 The Baldock Society

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Object

We object to loss of open garden space to infill housing. We object to any further construction on groundwater source protection zone 1 sites.
0917 2 Collis

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Comment

Comments for site No.9

Firstly the area you show coloured in red, extends much further south than that originally discussed with Messrs Connelly Homes, when making our earlier contacts. Both my neighbour
at No.23 and myself made it quite clear to Connelly Homes that we would be unable to release land beyond a line passing through the bottom of his terraced garden and a similar point
in my garden. This should borne be in mind when considering the area for possible development.

Secondly, in the past whenever the matter of development of the bottoms of the gardens in area nine was discussed the objection was always raised that the area was in "Green Belt"
land. But under the heading "weaknesses" accompanying the plan, there is no mention of Green Belt.

Thirdly, access to my garden from the back lane (now overgrown as is has not been maintained by occupants of the other properties backing onto it), would be required as | would have
to re-site my garage in the event of sale of the land.

Fourthly, some disturbance to my front garden would occur if the neighbouring bungalow, No.19 is demolished and a road constructed for access to the redeveloped site. | am not at all
happy at the prospect of having an access road so close to my house and would want to see more detail of the intentions of the developer.
1767 7 Stanley

Document Section:Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Comment

I am concerned that the density of any proposed development will be high and out of keeping with the area

2157 2 Sells

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Support

| write to say | still want the land at the rear of no. 7-9 Letchworth Road (Plot 11) to be considered for development.

3205 2  Kitching

Document Section:Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Object

Further development in this area will futher merge Letchworth and Baldock as a single contiguous settlement. This should be resisted.
3359 2 Lithgow

Document Section:Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Comment

Printed: 01/03/2010 12:25:01




Representation for
Land Allocations: Additional Suggested Sites July 2009

Site 9/10 and 11
Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent

This area could be developed. How many houses are proposed for this area?
3909 1 Mcalonan

Document Section:Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Object

1. The proposed development would have a very detrimental effect on both the value of our property and on our living conditions.
A key attraction of the location, which influenced us to remain here for over 26 years, instead of moving to a larger house, has been the privacy created by the open space behind us. We
look out at trees,including a small orchard, and a green area. There is no building behind us. The development would destroy this obviously. The suggestion in the sustainability appraisal
of retaining and enhancing the tree line and hedgerows around the perimeter would not in any way be an acceptable substitute!
Furthermore, we already endure considerable noise pollution from the proximity both of the nearby industrial area and the constant traffic on the A1M, as well as the A505 (now the
B1977?) at the front of the property. Indeed, the sustainability appraisal does draw attention to the proximity of the A1M as a weakness in the proposal. Certainly, a significant
development to the rear of our property would introduce increased and quite unacceptable noise pollution.
2. The area proposed for development has considerable wildlife. Many birds nest there; indeed birds, which are not frequently seen in built-up town areas, visit our garden and other
gardens. Muntjaks are seen in the area on a regular basis. At a time when there is growing national concern about the constriction of areas for wildlife and in particular at the decreasing
number of birds seen in suburban gardens, we ask why NHDC is proposing a development which adds to this problem.
3. The sustainability appraisal refers to all three sites (9 10 11) as private gardens and as brownfield. Site 9 is private gardens. Sites 10 and 11 are not, and never have been! We have
been resident here for over 26 years and they have never been private gardens in that time and to our best knowledge before we arrived. The sites are owned separately by different
landowners who visit their land on a very irregular basis, and have never developed them as gardens! The photograph on your website is of part of that land. We would suggest in any
case that the photograph is highly misleading, in that it creates the impression that it is typical of the three sites. The largest site 9 comprises well developed and tended gardens.
We had always been led to believe in our time here that the land in Sites 10 and 11 is green belt. We understand that it forms part of the western boundary of Baldock. We also
understand that planning applications have been made in the past to develop the land in Sites 10 and 11. There have been two planning applications and an appeal. All were refused
because of infringement to green belt policy. Why the change now? Why have these two sites been included by NHDC despite the fact that development has been refused in the past?
This is all the more surprising since, as we have been given to understand, the Council has already identified in the first consultation sufficient sites for development to meet targets set
by the Government for housing!
4. A further point of objection arises from the increased traffic which development would create, not just at the time of building but subsequently. Traffic volume on the A505/B197 has
actually increased in our view since the opening of the Baldock bypass, as drivers from Hitchin and Letchworth seek a speedier journey through Baldock to Royston and beyond, rather
than going to Letchworth Gate and queuing to access the roundabout to join the bypass. It is very difficult to exit from the old Letchworth Road onto the main road! Increased traffic from
the new development would exacerbate this. Furthermore, turning into the old Letchworth Road from the main road is already difficult because just as one turns off the main road, it is
necessary to stop immediately to ensure that no vehicle is coming up or down the old road! Frequently, we half expect another vehicle to bang into the back of us when we do this! This
is another reason why no development of theses sites should be considered.
5. Sufficient sites have already been identified in the first consultation to ensure that the Council is able to meet its housing targets without including Sites 9 10 and 11. In other words
these sites are not required, however much the proposed developer is keen to promote them in his own interests.
3950 37 Hertfordshire County

Council - Historic

Environment

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Comment
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
3952 9  Hertfordshire County
Council - Passenger
Transport Unit
Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Comment

Plots 9,10 &11: An access from an offset road off Letchworth Road would be considered acceptable to this site if the access was located centrally along the frontage of the development
in order to provide the optimum vehicle to vehicle inter-visibility in accordance with Manual for Streets. This is considered as a small scale development which is below the threshold of
100 residential units. Therefore the application should be supported by a Transport Statement which sets out the transport implications of the development proposals and states the
measures required for the transport impact of the proposal, this is in order to calculate the amount of capacity the access to the development can accommodate.

3958 1 Thornton

Document Section:Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

Although not a conservation area, it does support a multitude of wildlife muntjac deer, foxes, black squirrels, woodpeckers and various other birds.
There would be more traffic using the access to the main road. Therefore causing severe congestion.
It would de-value the price of properties.

It would also effect our privacy if more than 2 storey high (as usual with Connelly Homes).
3973 1  Spurgin

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Object

Affect all wildlife, deer, squirrels (black), woodpeckers etc.
Destroy the ambiance of the outlook of the properties in the area.
De-value property prices.

Privacy invaded.

Create more traffic congestion.

4095 9  Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Comment

Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) - Letchworth

WWTW capacity - Capacity available

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available

Surface Water Network capacity - Capacity available but attenuation required
4159 1 Weeks

Document Section:Site 9/10 and 11

Representation: Object
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
1. Unlike other Green Belt field sites around Baldock these are mainly comprised of land which falls within the curtlilage private properties and comprises of tended gardens. The

picture given with the proposal is not a true representation of the land involved; it is a small unkempt corner plot.

2. In recent years land just outside site number 9 (two plots to the east) has been the subject of two planning applications and an appeal. All have been refused on grounds of
infringement to green belt policy.

3. Whilst it may not be apparent form the highway frontage, the land behind is extremely important in respect of Green Belt, PPG 2 Policy. It forms part of the western boundary of
Baldock and is vital if we are to retain the coalesce of Baldock and Letchworth. Such reasoning was applied in the refusal of the planning applications mentioned above.

4. PPG should also be taken into consideration. By their nature as cartilage land and as such with a measure of protection, the sites are unique as important sanctuaries for animals and
wildlife.

5. On actual planning grounds it is impossible to make any comments as it is not known what is proposed. However, clearly the access is much too narrow and will have an adverse
effect on adjoining properties by way of noise, loss of light and amenity.

6. From the view of a potential resident on these sites it will be noisy from both the nearby A1M Motorway, Industrial Units and low frequency hum from overhead Power Lines.|

7. Finally with the other proposed sites in Baldock there is ample land to satisfy the quota of housing land required.
4205 1 Brett

Document Section:Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

The area behind the houses along Letchworth Road, from the flyover to the end house near to the factory area in works road is a green belt area.

The gardens are a haven for wildlife in this part of town and have been for many years. There are many species of birds and also wild deer in these gardens. There has been far too
much destruction of wildlife habitat in the past and this part of old Baldock should not be allowed to go the same way.

The photo on the document shows only a small part of the area, which has been left wild for over 25 years. It does not show the extent through the gardens that it would destroy.

The access shown from the slip road onto the proposed site at No.9 would not be able to cope with the excess traffic of up to a possible 100 or more vehicles a day. Even now it is very
difficult to drive out from the slip road onto the A505 with the existing amount of traffic using the A505.

The destruction of these gardens would devalue the said properties to quite an extent.

The proposed bungalow for the rear garden at No. 27 Letchworth Road has had planning permission turned down twice. Also the application for a double garage in the front garden has
been declined.

Why would the existing residents in this unique part of old Baldock have their existing privacy and scenery ruined forever by blocks of flats, houses, and excess traffic. The damage it
would do to the existing wildlife in the area is unacceptable.

Printed: 01/03/2010 12:25:01



Representation for
Land Allocations: Additional Suggested Sites July 2009

Site 9/10 and 11

Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent

There are many areas on the outskirts of Baldock that would not inflict such a permanent damage as this proposed site or does profit for developers overrule the damage inflicted upon
the area and wildlife.

4386 1 Di.Bernardo

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

The development will wipe out the birds and wildlife that exists in the gardens.

The gardens fall within the greenbelt

The picture that has been provided with the proposal is not a true representation of the land that is involved. It is actually an un-maintained small corner plot.
It will impose on my privacy rear and side of me.

It will increase noise levels as well as the A1m being close noise, loss of Light.

4790 1 Mcalonan

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

Our property backs directly onto Site 11.

The proposed development would have very detrimental effect on the value of our property and on our living conditions.A key attraction of the location, influencing us to stay here for
over 26 years, has been the privacy created by the open space behind us.We look out at trees, a small orchard, and a green area. There is no building behind us. The development
would destroy this. The suggestion in the sustainability appraisal of retaining and enhancing the treeline and hedgerows around the perimeter would in no way be an acceptable
substitute! Furthermore, we already endure considerable noise pollution from the proximity of the nearby industrial area and the constant traffic on the A1M,as well as the main
Letchworth Road in front of us.Indeed, the sustainability appraisal does draw attention to the proximity of the A1M as a weakness in the proposal.Certainly, a significant development to
the rear of our property would introduce increased and quite unacceptable noise pollution.

The area proposed for development has considerable wildlife. Many birds nest there, including birds infrequently seen in built-up town areas. Muntjaks are seen in the area regularly. At
a time when there is growing national concern about the constriction of areas for wildlife and in particular the decreasing number of birds seen in suburban gardens, why is NHDC
proposing a development which adds to this problem?

The sustainability appraisal refers to all 3 sites as private gardens and brownfield. Site 9 is private gardens. Sites 10 and 11 are not,and never have been! We have been resident here
for 26 years and they have never been private gardens in that time and to our best knowledge before we arrived. The sites are owned separately by different landowners who visit their
land on an irregular basis and have never developed them as gardens! The photograph on your website seems to be of part of that land. We would suggest that the photograph is highly
misleading in that it creates the impression that it is typical of all 3 sites. The largest site 9 comprises well developed and tended gardens! Furthermore, we had always been led to
believe that the land in Sites 10 and 11 is green belt land.We understand that it forms part of the western boundary of Baldock.We also understand that planning applications have been
made in the past to develop the land in Sites 10 and 11.There have been 2 planning applications and an appeal. All were refused because of infringement to green belt policy. Why the
change now? Why have these 2 sites been included by NHDC despite the fact that development has been refused in the past? This is all the more surprising since we understand that
the Council has already identified in the first consultaion sufficient sites for development to meet targets set by the government for housing.

A further objection arises fromt the increased traffic which the development would create. Traffic volume on the main Letchworh Road has increased actually in our view since the
opening of the Baldock bypass, as drivers from Hitchin and Letchworth seek a speedier journey through Baldock to Royston and beyond, rather than going to Letchworth Gate and
queueing to access the roundabout to join the bypass! It can be very difficult to exit from the old Letchworth Road onto the main road at certain times in the day! Increased traffic would
exacerbate this. Furthermore, turning into the old Letchworth Road from the main road is already very difficult at busy times because, just as one turns off the main road,one has to stop
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to make sure that no car is coming up or down the old road.Frequently, we half expect another car to bang into the back of us!This is another reason why the development should not be
considered.

Sufficient sites have already been identified in the first consultaion to ensure that the Council meets its housing targets without including Sites 9 10 and 11.
4875 1 Christopher

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

One of my objections are the extra traffic created having lived here since 1985. | know the present difficulties on gaining vehicle access to the main road. | feel this new development
would make this problem worse due to the extra traffic generated. | am also given to understand the site has a utilities access concern. The site as it is now also is a haven for various
wildlife.

5289 1  Gallagher

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

This proposal is Garden Grabbing at its worst.

The proposed development by reason of it's scale would be out of keeping with the design and character of existing housing and would have an adverse effect on the visual amenity of
the area as a whole.

Development would invade natural light of neighbours and affect their privacy.
Loss of mature trees 75 years of age.

The proposal represents an inappropriate form of development with the Green Belt.
5356 1 McAlanan

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

Our property backs directly onto Site 11.

We object very strongly to the proposed development of Sites 9 10 and 11 in Baldock for the following reasons:

1. The proposed development would have a very detrimental effect on both the value of our property and on our living conditions.

A key attraction of the location, which influenced us to remain here for over 26 years, instead of moving to a larger house, has been the privacy created by the open space behind us. We
look out at trees,including a small orchard, and a green area. There is no building behind us. The development would destroy this obviously. The suggestion in the sustainability appraisal
of retaining and enhancing the tree line and hedgerows around the perimeter would not in any way be an acceptable substitute!

Furthermore, we already endure considerable noise pollution from the proximity both of the nearby industrial area and the constant traffic on the A1M, as well as the A505 (now the
B1977?) at the front of the property. Indeed, the sustainability appraisal does draw attention to the proximity of the A1M as a weakness in the proposal. Certainly, a significant
development to the rear of our property would introduce increased and quite unacceptable noise pollution.

2. The area proposed for development has considerable wildlife. Many birds nest there; indeed birds, which are not frequently seen in built-up town areas, visit our garden and other
gardens. Muntjaks are seen in the area on a regular basis. At a time when there is growing national concern about the constriction of areas for wildlife and in particular at the decreasing
number of birds seen in suburban gardens, we ask why NHDC is proposing a development which adds to this problem.
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3. The sustainability appraisal refers to all three sites (9 10 11) as private gardens and as brownfield. Site 9 is private gardens. Sites 10 and 11 are not, and never have been! We have
been resident here for over 26 years and they have never been private gardens in that time and to our best knowledge before we arrived. The sites are owned separately by different
landowners who visit their land on a very irregular basis, and have never developed them as gardens! The photograph on your website is of part of that land. We would suggest in any
case that the photograph is highly misleading, in that it creates the impression that it is typical of the three sites. The largest site 9 comprises well developed and tended gardens.

We had always been led to believe in our time here that the land in Sites 10 and 11 is green belt. We understand that it forms part of the western boundary of Baldock. We also
understand that planning applications have been made in the past to develop the land in Sites 10 and 11. There have been two planning applications and an appeal. All were refused
because of infringement to green belt policy. Why the change now? Why have these two sites been included by NHDC despite the fact that development has been refused in the past?
This is all the more surprising since, as we have been given to understand, the Council has already identified in the first consultation sufficient sites for development to meet targets set
by the Government for housing!

4. A further point of objection arises from the increased traffic which development would create, not just at the time of building but subsequently. Traffic volume on the A505/B197 has
actually increased in our view since the opening of the Baldock bypass, as drivers from Hitchin and Letchworth seek a speedier journey through Baldock to Royston and beyond, rather
than going to Letchworth Gate and queuing to access the roundabout to join the bypass. It is very difficult to exit from the old Letchworth Road onto the main road! Increased traffic from
the new development would exacerbate this. Furthermore, turning into the old Letchworth Road from the main road is already difficult because just as one turns off the main road, it is
necessary to stop immediately to ensure that no vehicle is coming up or down the old road! Frequently, we half expect another vehicle to bang into the back of us when we do this! This
is another reason why no development of theses sites should be considered.

5. Sufficient sites have already been identified in the first consultation to ensure that the Council is able to meet its housing targets without including Sites 9 10 and 11. In other words
these sites are not required, however much the proposed developer is keen to promote them in his own interests.

5476 1 Ince

Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object

| would like to object to the land allocation proposal for this site due to the following reasons.

I currently own No 11 Letchworth Road which constitutes a portion of this site.

| specifically purchased this property a year ago to provide my family with the quality of life that our garden & the surrounding area provides.

Local residents, including my young children, benefit from the varied wildlife in this area which would be lost should this site be developed.

Currently in our garden we regularly see muntjac deer, rabbits, black & grey squirrels, pheasants, woodpeckers and numerous other birds including a heron on occasion.

There are few properties in Baldock that benefit from substantial gardens such as the properties on Letchworth Road. | believe development of these rear gardens would be detrimental
to Baldock's property market, resulting in fewer available properties at the higher end of the market. Baldock currently benefits from a wide property spectrum and it would be
unfortunate to lose this.

Furthermore | believe Baldock is at risk of becoming overdeveloped and losing its rural market town charm if many of the proposed sites are developed.

| am also concerned that any development on this site will result in a considerable increase in traffic on and off Letchworth Road and the associated service road.

Finally, | have grave concerns about the effect on local education infrastructure. The town has only one secondary school which | understand is already over-subscribed and | question
the capacity of the local feeder primary schools to increase their intakes further.

| am also rather concerned that | have received no naotification from the council regarding the proposal for land allocation of a site that includes my property in part. | believe there should
be an obligation to inform landowners when you receive a proposal for change of use of their property and question why this has not happened in this case.

Mr & Mrs Ince, 11 Letchworth Road
6287 1 Bibby and Penn
Document Section: Site 9/10 and 11
Representation: Object
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We have only recently bought our home and one of the main factors for us that influenced the purchase was the prospect of no residential buildings behind our property, limiting noise
pollution, loss of natural light and the prospect of being overlooked. We already have the A1 infront of our property, which balanced out with the fact we could escape to the back garden.
If this becomes an area for traffic and a residential throughway this tranquility will be removed and the sanctuary of our garden disappears. It was our understanding, when searches took
place prior to purchase of our home, that this area of greenbelt land had already had an application for planning permission which had been declined and therefore was not likely to be
represented for a further 20 years. We are very disappointed that this is even being considered as a viable proposition and strongly oppose any development plans.

Furthermore, the proposed development plot homes a large number of trees and gardens that provide a habitat to much of the local wildlife and creates an area of natural beauty. The
gardens and their inhabitants are an important aspect of North Herts and failure to defend and preserve this area is surely an infrinfement of green belt policy.This area should be
protected at all costs as it also continues to provide a border break between Baldock and Letchworth. It also provides a natural shield from the industrial area and power lines that are
close by.

It is also our understanding that other key sites have been proposed that could fully satisfy the quota of housing land required for Baldock and therefore this removes any additional
pressure that could cause distress to so many current residents in the neighbourhood. The access, as far as we can determine, seems forced and impractical whilst causing much
distress to many of the residents already established in the area. Whilst we understand the need for housing we fail to see this as a realistic possibility and would like it officially noted
that we do, and will continue to, object to this proposal and will fight it as much as we possibly can.
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0365 59 Natural England - East of
England Region
Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Comment

This site appears to be directly adjacent to the County Wildlife Site 12/022 Weston Hills, and any potential adverse impacts on the site from development would need to be addressed.
0459 73 CPRE - The Hertfordshire
Society
Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Object
This site is in the Green Belt outside the town boundary. There is no justification for releasing it from the Green Belt.
0856 29 The Baldock Society
Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Comment
The only concern with this site is building on groundwater source protection zone 1 land.
1012 6 Green King PLC David Russell Associates
Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Support

We act on behalf on Greene King plc, who own the site the subject of this representation.
The purpose of this representation is to provide further information in support of the site as residential land allocation for inclusion in the North Hertfordshire LDF Land Allocations DPD.
The land concerned has an area of around 0.8 hectares, and is situated on London Road within the built up area of Baldock.

In referring to the site and other sites in the Baldock area we have used the references contained in both the 'Additional Suggested Sites Issues and Options Paper' July 2009 and the
'Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocation Development Plan Document - Additional Suggested Sites: Report on Appraisal of Options' July 2009.

We have already submitted representations in respect of this site on the following occasions:

* the Core Strategy and Development Policies Preferred Options Consultation September/October 2007;

* Land Allocations Issues and Options Consultation January/March 2008.

A summary of the main points made in these previous representations is included within this current representations.
The Site

Land Use.

The site forms a hollow in the land, possibly the result of some form of mineral extraction during the past. The main part of the site is relatively flat, currently used for grazing horses.
There is a small stable building on the site's eastern edge. The Agricultural Land Classification rates the site as a mixture of Grade 3 and Grade 7 Urban.
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Surroundings

The site is located within the built up confines of Baldock, situated between the Chilterns Road housing estate to the north and the George IV public house to the south. The Chilterns
Road estate consists mainly of semi-detached houses probably built during the 1950s. There are also some more recent flats adjoining London Road. To the west is the A6141 London
Road, the main road route into Baldock from the A1 (M), Letchworth and Stevenage. Opposite the site is Weston Way and Ashton's Lane. The houses in Ashton's Lane are set below
the level of the main road. Adjoining the sites's eastern edge is mature woodland, forming part of the Weston Hills area.

Landscape

The site has well-established, defensible boundaries to the north, south and west. The eastern boundary is a gradual and continuous rise, merging into the wooded background of
Weston Woods. The site's topography and strong boundaries, with mature trees and undergrowth, create a sense of enclosure and privacy. The site, both in its existing and developed
states, will only be visible from its immediate surroundings. Its impact on the surrounding landscape will be minimal.

Access

There is an existing access point into the site from Chalk Hills. Chalk Hills forms a T-junction with the A6141, which carries much less traffic since the opening of the Baldock bypass.
Some improvements may be necessary to Chalk Hills and possibly its junction with A6141, which would also bengfit the Chilterns Road estate. This stretch of London Road currently has
a 40 mph speed limit.

Site Sustainability Appraisal

The information contained in the "Additional Suggested Sites Issues and Options Paper July 2009" is largely based on the July 2009 "North Hertfordshire Land Allocation DPD Report on
SA and SEA of Additional Suggested Sites Options" prepared by CAG Consultants. This report uses the same criteria as those used to evaluate the sites put forward in January 2008's
consultation. No weightings are attributed to the criteria, so they are treated as having equal significance in the evaluation.

CAG's report assesses each site as having a positive or negative effect on each factor in the short, medium and long term, indicated by a tick and a cross respectively. A zero indicates
that the site has no effect on a factor either way.

The attached table (page 6) shows the results for the additional suggested sites for residential development in and around Baldock. A tick is converted into one point, a cross as -1 point.
Any double ticks or crosses are valued at 2 or -2 points. Where there is a question mark as well, then the points allocated are 0.5 and -0.5 respectively. Zeros or questions marks with no
qualification are given zero points.

It is not surprising that the brownfield sites in Letchworth Road should score more highly than the greenfield sites. However, the London Road site still scores well in relation to what is
effectively one site. The London Road site has the same score as another greenfield site, number 14 on the western side of London Road, but is significantly ahead of the other two
greenfield sites numbers 15 and 16.

The SA Report combines agricultural land value with greenfield status and high environmental and amenity value as one factor. In our past representations we have suggested that
agricultural land value has not been given high enough priority in evaluating potential development sites. | our previous representations in support of the London Road site, we referred to
a report produced by the International Assessment of Agricultural Science and Technology for Development (IAASTD), published in April 2008, pointing to the need for radical change in
world food production. Food production is an increasingly important issue, as demonstrated in DEFRA's publication in August this year of the "UK Food Security Assessment”. It makes
clear sense to us to protect the best agricultural land, wherever possible, from development, given the uncertainties both nationally and internationally surrounding future food security. If
we treat agricultural land values as a factor in its own right, then the scores of the seven suggested additional residential sites in Baldock become as shown in the attached table (page
8).
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In allocating scores, Grade 2 agricultural land cores -1 point for each of the short, medium and long term perspectives, urban land -1 point and Grade 3 zero. Since the London Road site
is partially zoned as urban land, it scores 0.5 points for each term. As a result, London Road emerges as the best of the prosed greenfield sites.

The detailed analysis of the London Road site notes a number of potential weaknesses. Under factor 3 (a), protection and enhancement of biodiversity, the analysis notes that as the
land is currently a paddock, there is likely to be some loss of habitat if developed. As we have noted above, the site forms a hollow in the land, possibly the result of its excavation at one
time for some form of mineral resource. Horses also regularly graze the paddock and the result is a very poor wildlife habitat. The site's habitat value lies principally in the trees and
hedgerows that surround the site. Given that these will be largely retained, developing the site should result in very little habitat value. In our opinion, the question marks shown in the
analysis against the positive effect on biodiversity of developing the side should be removed. This would improve the site's score noted attached from 4 to 15.5.

Under factor 3(b), the analysis notes that the site is located within Area 219 (Baldock Gap) of the North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment. This sets out
the Area's key characteristics as

* Undulating chalk scarp with deep-sided valleys;

* large arable fields;

* small occasional plantations or shelter belts

*small sunken lanes and footpaths climbing up the slope.

The site itself shares none of these characteristics, although Chalk Hill/Hatch Lane, which runs along the site's northern boundary, becomes a sunken lane as it rises up towards Weston
Hills. The site's impact on the character of Area 219 will be minimal.

Also under 3 (b), the analysis says that the site contains grasslands that may include rare species. Given the site's regular grazing by horses, which are notably destructive grazers, this
is highly unlikely. Consequently, the assessment should be upgraded from question marks to no significant effect on the protection and enhancement of landscapes.

Factor 6(a) relates to the efficient use of natural resources and the use of recycling materials wherever possible. The analysis notes that the Transport and Utilities Constraints
Background Paper identifies potential problems with sewage, energy and education. These constraints of course apply to the whole of the town and therefore will effect any site put
forward in the Baldock area.

As far as sewerage is concerned, the Paper states there is some remaining capacity within the existing sewers serving the town and so some development could proceed here ahead of
that in Letchworth. Given that the London Road site is relatively small in comparison to some of the other sites put forward, it could be available for early development within the capacity
of the existing sewage system. We therefore think that the negative effect on use of resources recorded in the SA analysis should be modified to reflect this.

The background Paper's main concern on education seems to be limited opportunities for expanding the secondary school facilities at the Knights Templar School. Again this applies to
any site in the Baldock area. However, in our opinion the site is small enough not to add greatly to pressure on secondary school facilities, which is another reason for modifying the SA's
conclusions under factor 6 (a).

Finally the SA analysis refers to another of the Background Paper's conclusions on road network constraints, The Paper's conclusions relate to the strategic trunk network. What the
Paper actually says in paragraph 2.7.3 is:

" The highways Agency advises in relation to the Trunk Road Network that potential network constraints may limit the amount of additional development that can be realised, particularly
at Baldock and Hitchin. This will depend on the sites chosen and the residual amount of traffic after traffic reduction measures have been fully investigated eg travel plans.”
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First of all. this says that network constraints may limit the amount of additional development, not will. It is also clear that whether or not this will happen depends on the specific sites
chosen. It is recognised that hey mention Baldock as an area where development could be limited in this way. What this suggests to us is that large allocations at Baldock are likely to
result in problems for the strategic road network, but a small site like the London Road site is unlikely to cause any such problems. Given the site's public transport connections, its
proximity to a primary school, local shops, the town's main superstore (Tesco Extra) and community facilities, there is every chance of mitigating its effect on both the local and strategic
road networks.

Whilst acknowledging that there are current infrastructure constraints on development in Baldock as a whole, we firmly believe that as a result of the London Road site's size and
location the SA's negative rating under factor 6 (a) is unjustified, At the very least the site should be rated as having no significant effect on this factor.

Turning finally to the SA's summary of strengths and weaknesses, which is reproduced in the Issues and Options Paper, we think the following should be added as strengths:
* proximity to town centre superstore and other local commercial and community facilities;
* will not result in the loss of good agricultural land.

We agree that this is a greenfield site, but one of very poor quality in terms of its agricultural value and its current use for horse grazing.

We do not regard the established trees and hedgerows around the site as a weakness; on the contrary, it is a strength. Development of the site will result in improvement maintenance
of these features as part of its overall green infrastructure.

We have noted the infrastructure constraints in the Baldock area, but have argued above that the London Road site will not have the negative effect described in the SA. Consequently
we do not regard this a weakness.

We agree that the site is more than 800 metres from Baldock Railway Station, but is still within reasonable cycling distance. This is something that can be easily mitigated by measures
to improve facilities at the station and establish a safe cycleway along London Road into the town centre and on towards the Station. Such a cycleway would be a valuable asset to a
significant part of the existing town.

Conclusions

The July 2009 Sustainability Appraisal reinforces our case that the Greene King land at London Road is an eminently suitable site for residential development:

* The site scores well in relation to the brownfield site at Letchworth Road and considerably better than two out of the three other greenfield sites included in the consultation;

* we have maintained throughout the LDF consultation process that agricultural land value should be treated as a significant factor in evaluating sites for residential development. We
maintain that it is important enough to be a seperate factor in the SA analysis. If this is done then the London Road site becomes the best of the additional suggested greenfield sites;
*the site's wildlife habitat value lies in the surrounding hedgerows and trees, not on the paddock itself. We disagree with the SA's statements under 3 (a) and 3 (b) that there will be loss
of valuable habitat and that the site may contain rare grassland species.

* developing the site for residential purposes will have no effect on the essential characteristics of landscape Area 219 (Baldock Gap). The assessment should be re-scored from
question marks to no effect on factor 3(b);

* the infrastructure constraints considered but the SA under factor 6 (a) apply to the town as a whole. the SA does not take sufficient account of the relative size of the suggested sites in
evaluating their effects on these resources. As the London Road site is relatively small, its consequences for infrastructure provision are that much less. The assessment should be
re-scored from a negative effect to no effect on factor 6 (a) and should not state this as one of the site's weaknesses;

* the site's proximity and access to local facilities, and the fact that its development will not lead to the loss of good quality agricultural land, should be added as strengths;

*we disagree with the SA's conclusion that the surrounding trees and hedgerows are a weakness; they are a strength in helping to develop the site's green infrastructure.
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1767 8 Stanley

Document Section: Site 12

Representation: Comment

Any development of this land must consider its position as part of the gateway into Baldock, the land is currently screened by trees from London Road, and these should be maintained
as should the dense planting on the eastern boundary
3359 3 Lithgow

Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Comment

This site is close to the motorway and is a paddock. It is not encroaching on Weston woods. It would follow the pattern of develoment up London road.
3950 59 Hertfordshire County

Council - Historic

Environment

Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Comment

Requirement for Pre-application or Pre-determination Archaeological Assessment

The sites below have known archaeological remains within them or have archaeological potential. We would therefore wish that - in accordance with Government policy in PPG 16 and
the current draft PPS 15 - the LPA requests that pre-application or pre-determination archaeological assessments should be included within all development briefs and other proposals
for the sites, if they are formally adopted as development sites in the local development plan. Such assessment would, depending upon the size and location of the proposals, range in
scope from additional desk-based research to more extensive archaeological field survey and evaluation. The purpose of the archaeological assessment would be to provide sufficient
information about the archaeological resource and in particular the extent of archaeological remains worthy of preservation in situ, to enable the LPA to determine any specific
application for development.
3952 10 Hertfordshire County

Council - Passenger

Transport Unit
Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Comment

Plot 12: An access from London Road would be considered to this site provided it is located centrally along the frontage of the development in order to provide the optimum vehicle to
vehicle inter visibility in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges. An access from Chalk Hills would be unacceptable due to insufficient width of the carriageway to
serve a development. This site is considered as a small scale development which is below the threshold of 100 residential units. Therefore the application should be supported by a
Transport Statement which sets out the transport implications of the development proposals and states the measures required for the transport impact of the proposal, this is in order to
calculate the amount of capacity the access to the development can accommodate.

4095 10 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Comment

Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) - Letchworth
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WWTW capacity - Capacity available

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available

Surface Water Network capacity - Capacity available but attenuation required

4436 1 Vincent

Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Object

Site 12 is in a deep depression between the Weston Hills and the London Road, as such it is not an attractive site for housing -
a)dark - except for late evening sun,

b) damp due to run-off from the hills with risk of severe flooding,

c)noisy - due to London Road

d)risk of cars overshooting end of Weston Way and ending up on the site

e)close to a busy / noisy pub

f)sewage etc would need to be pumped uphill to exit the depression.

4871 8 Smith

Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Object

| object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.

| object to the loss of agricultural land for the following reasons:

Food security is now a national priority;

Open green spaces are a valuable amenity for all;

This country has been in breach of European bio-diversity regulations for the past six years;
A survey of rare and endangered species needs to be undertaken;

Fields are necessary for water management.

5419 1 Brown

Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Comment

We strongly oppose this application to build new houses in the area. We have trouble with our sewage and if there are more house built the sewage will cause even more trouble to the
local residents. The local schools ae also full and highly popular and cannot cope with another few thousand houses many of who will have children hoping to get into the schools. Local
roads are very congested at all times but even more so at scool times which is a danger to the children and the elderly.

5429 1 Reader

Document Section:Site 12

Representation: Object

Established trees and hedgrows and forms a natural and attractive buffer at the edge of Baldock adjacent to Weston Woods and Country Pub.
Potential for flooding due to low levels and poor drainage

No safe egress for vehicular /pedestrian traffic
5466 1 Newton

Document Section: Site 12
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Representation: Object

| strongly object to this site for development due to the following reasons:

1. First and foremost: this is a Greenfield site and as such no development should be permitted on it. It defeats the entire purpose of the Greenfield, it is meant to be paddock and not
housing. It should prevent the expansion of Baldock, not be a utility to it.

2. The area is a lovely area, it has a rural character and is a green lung to Baldock which is otherwise built up.

3. Major development in this area, without good public transport links will generate unreasonable amounts of traffic on the already struggling London Road and generate unhealthy
amounts of pollution on the town.

4. The success of North Herts' housing is because of the fact that there are large green expanses protected under Green Belt law and as such it will destroy the appeal of the area.

5. Not only will there be a strain on the roads of this area, but there will also be a large influx of new students to the local schools meaning that each child will be given less attention than
they need.
5472 1 Rock

Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Object

As recognised in the document this is a greenfield site some distance from the train station. | strongly object to the use of allocated greenfield sites for development. This particular site
and its proximity to the A1M in my view will result in a significant increase in traffic at a time when a great deal of effort is being done to protect the environment. | belive this will also
impact on an area which has just recently benefitted from a bypass, the express purpose of which was to direct traffic away from the town. By its nature and position to the motorway,
this site, if developed for housing, would attract commuters to London, Cambridge and surrounding towns much more likely to use cars than public transport and once again result in this
side of baldock becoming a congestion hotspot.

5518 3 Geach

Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Object

| strongly object to this land being turned into housing.
this land is a green lung and the area needs it to remain as such.

the local roads, schools, facilities could not cope with the proposed development.
5548 1 Martinus

Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Object

| am very concerned that a greenfield site protected by policy has been put on this list. The fields around Baldock are a green lung to the area and provide a natural separattion between
Baldock and Letchworth. Residents choose to live in this area because of the rural nature of the surrounding area. This will have an impact on North Herts as an area of choice to live in.
A huge residential development in this area would have a huge traffic impact on the London Road and Weston Way. Initially when the by-pass was bulit, we saw a reduction of traffic but

Printed: 01/03/2010 12:25:01



Representation for
Land Allocations: Additional Suggested Sites July 2009

Site 12

Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent

over months, the traffic on these roads has become as congested as it ever was. The impact of a huge housing development would be terrible. There are no well established public
transport links in this part of Baldock. The site has well established trees and hedgerows that would be destroyed, decimating the wildlife in this area. The local amenities of existing
residents will be seriously affected.

There are clear planning reasons why this site should not be put forward.

5575 2  Mateer

Document Section:Site 12
Representation: Object

The proposal represents an inappropriate form of development within the Green Belt and would by its inappropriateness have a harmful impact on the open, rural and undeveloped
character of the the Green Belt.

In addition the proposed development would have an unacceptably adverse impact on the amenities of the properties immediately adjacent to the site and the surrounding area by
reason of overlooking, loss of privacy and visually overbearing impact.

Local people know this proposal is not a common sense option and that it will cause further traffic problems, parking problems, danger and increased congestion.
6358 1  Environment Agency

Document Section: Site 12
Representation: Comment

The site overlies principal aquifer - Middle Chalk (highly permeable) with soils of high leaching potential. (Principal aquifers are geological strata that exhibit high permeability and provide
a high level of water storage. They may support water supply and/or river base flow on a strategic scale). The regional use of groundwater in the area makes the site highly vulnerable to
pollution. The site is situated within Source Protection Zone 1 of the Environment Agency's groundwater protection policy. This means that the site lies within 400m of a protected
groundwater abstraction used for public water supply - Bowring and Fuller (Baldock Lane). Contaminants entering groundwater at the site may contaminate the protected supply within
50 days. The site is therefore extremely vulnerable to pollution.

According to the BGS Hydro geological Map of the area between Cambridge to Maidenhead, 1984, groundwater levels in the Chalk aquifer are approximately 50 - 60m AOD (Above
Ordnance Datum), while the topographical height drops from approximately 100 m AOD to 90 m AOD across the site. We do not have actual groundwater levels for this site.

Although we do not have any details regarding the contamination status of this site, some contamination may exist as a result of previous/historical uses. Although the site may be
suitable for residential developments, a Preliminary Risk Assessment (PRA) will be required with any planning application submitted, so as to ensure that the potential risks to controlled
waters as a result of the site's previous use have been fully understood and can be addressed through appropriate measures.
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0856 30 The Baldock Society

Document Section: Site 13

Representation: Object

Loss of allotments. Loss of wildlife habitat. Some small scale development might be acceptable but the above two points must be mitigated. Concern over building on groundwater
source protection zone 1 site. Concern over traffic congestion.
1767 9 Stanley

Document Section:Site 13
Representation: Object

Part of the shaded area encompasses statutory allotment land, and as such | object. This fact is not mentioned as a weakness.

Additionally Baldock station does not have the facilities or the service to cater for the increased number of commuters that would be attracted by the provision of such a large area of
additional car parking.

Typically Baldock station should serve Baldock residents and the local surrounding villages, with a large car park commuters from further away will select Baldock as their preferred
station and | cannot see any benefit to Baldock in terms of footfall within the town.
2959 26 English Heritage

Document Section: Site 13
Representation: Comment

Although the commentary for Site 13 says that it is not in an 'archaeological area’, its proximity to the scheduled monument which it abuts (Roman settlement site south of Blackhorse
Farm) means that its archaeological potential should be regarded as high in the absence of a desk top study/field evaluation. The County HER is likely to be able to expand on this.
3359 4 Lithgow

Document Section: Site 13
Representation: Comment

This area would be a great pity to use as a car park. It is next to the nature reserve and is used regularly by many people. It also forms a buffer zone to the allotments.

Why is it not possible to use the undeveloped land next to the station and the existing car park to build a multi storey car park adjacent to the station. Surely some of the money that was
spent on renovating Baldock could have been spent more wisely on this! The trains are already so full and so expensive, as is the station parking so would a massive car park be
utilized?

3642 8 Kirkland

Document Section:Site 13

Representation: Support

This would give a much needed extra parking space for both the station and the town. There is direct access to the A1 and a service station at the top of North Road. The site is near a
bus stop to take those who have parked to the station and beyond. There are no major housing developments at the suggested site to cause disruption if a car park is constructed
3950 55 Hertfordshire County

Council - Historic

Environment

Document Section:Site 13
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Representation: Comment

Requirement for Pre-application or Pre-determination Archaeological Assessment

The sites below have known archaeological remains within them or have archaeological potential. We would therefore wish that - in accordance with Government policy in PPG 16 and
the current draft PPS 15 - the LPA requests that pre-application or pre-determination archaeological assessments should be included within all development briefs and other proposals
for the sites, if they are formally adopted as development sites in the local development plan. Such assessment would, depending upon the size and location of the proposals, range in
scope from additional desk-based research to more extensive archaeological field survey and evaluation. The purpose of the archaeological assessment would be to provide sufficient
information about the archaeological resource and in particular the extent of archaeological remains worthy of preservation in situ, to enable the LPA to determine any specific
application for development.
3952 11 Hertfordshire County

Council - Passenger

Transport Unit
Document Section:Site 13
Representation: Comment

Plot 13: An access from the North Road would be considered to this site if it is located centrally along the frontage, and within the junction spacing requirements according to 'Roads in
Herts'. This is in order that the development is in accordance with the safety requirements of a classified Main Distributor Road and to provided the optimum vehicle to vehicle inter
visibility in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges. This site is considered as a large development, the application should be supported by a Transport Assessment,
which sets out the transport implications of the development proposals and identify measures required to overcome any transport impact of the proposals.

4095 11 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section:Site 13
Representation: Comment

Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) - Letchworth

WWTW capacity - Capacity available

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available

Surface Water Network capacity - Capacity available but attenuation required

1. Assets Affected
c) Pipelines (Protected easements or diversion under Section 185 Water Industry Act 1991)
4402 1 North Herts District Council
Document Section:Site 13
Representation: Comment
As far as | am aware, area 13 off North Road, Baldock contains part of a statatory allotment site and part of the Ivel Springs Nature reserve which has a stewardship grant.
4802 1 Baldock Allotment and
Leisure Garders Association

Document Section: Site 13
Representation: Object

| write concerning a plan brought to my attention concerning the above subject and showing as the proposed use a car park for Baldock station. This matter was discussed at a full
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Committee Meeting of our Association on 12th August 2009 at which it was unanimously agreed that we should object as an Association to this proposal. You will already have received
an e-mail letter of objection from Martin Luker dated 19th August 2009. As Chairman | fully endorse the comments made by Martin and add the following.

With waiting lists for allotments across North Herts increasing - despite plots that do become available being let - we urge that the whole of the area of disused STATUTORY allotment
land on the North Road site, Baldock, be brought back into cultivatable use. There is every indication that waiting lists will continue to grow with an upsurge in interest in "growing your
own" and this should be fully recognised and supported by this Council with sufficient funds made available to carry out work necessary to bring these plots back into use. Unlike many
Authorities this Council actually has land available that could and should be brought back into use - not diverted to satisfy other demands.

A copy of this correspondence is being forwarded to the National Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners Ltd, of which our Association is a member with access to free legal advice,
so that they may be aware at an early stage of this proposal.
4871 9 Smith

Document Section:Site 13
Representation: Object

| object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.

| object to the loss of agricultural land for the following reasons:

Food security is now a national priority;

Open green spaces are a valuable amenity for all;

This country has been in breach of European bio-diversity regulations for the past six years;
A survey of rare and endangered species needs to be undertaken;

Fields are necessary for water management.

5045 4 Gentle

Document Section: Site 13
Representation: Object

Of Sites 13, (ear-marked as car parking for commuters) part of the site shown on the plan is designated Allotment land. Designated allotment land cannot be used for any other purpose
without the approval of the Secretary of State. In Baldock we have a long waiting list for allotments. Allotments are on the increase with a new 'grow-your-own' culture being promoted
nationally, and also being a good family oriented past-time. It is an area for promotion in the TOwn, with the support of a strong Allotment Association (of which | am a member).

With new housing being allocated less land as gardens, and less green space added into housing schemes, it is important tot he Town that this area is not lost, and indeed eventually
comes back into use as allotments. The main allotment site and car park is located at the rear of the proposed site, with access from North Road.

Part of the site is also a nature walk, 'The Kingfisher Route' (I believe) and frequented by many people for recreational use, dog walking etc.
5192 1 Balls

Document Section:Site 13
Representation: Object

Part of this land is | believe allotment land. It is also planted with many trees plus a community orchard.
5416 1 Hopewell

Document Section:Site 13
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Representation: Object

Sites 12 13 and 14 are green belt land and should stay as such. Baldock cannot cater for all this extra affordable housing, as the Doctors, Dentist and especially schools cannot take on
extra people.
The drainage and road systems would be gridlocked. Baldock needed a bypass, which it now has, It does not need more housing cramming up our road systems.
6366 1 Baldock Allotment and
Leisure Gardeners
Assoication
Document Section:Site 13
Representation: Object

It has recently been brought to my attention that there is a proposal for development on what is described as Site 13 immediately to the north of Baldock. This proposal is for the
provision of a Car Park for Baldock Station. This is to be situated on land to the west of the Old Great North Road and north of the railway opposite Salisbury Road and Bygrave Road.
The site chosen consists, in part, of statutory allotment land. Currently there is a dearth of allotment plots in the Baldock area and this land, as it is designated as statutory allotment, is
consequently not available for development. The Baldock Allotment and Leisure Gardeners Association are currently seeking to bring all available allotment land back into use to satisfy
the demand from the population of Baldock and the surrounding communities. Therefore we will object to any proposal for change of use for statutory allotment land and we will resist in
the strongest manner any such move. You should be aware that statutory allotment land is protected under the Allotment Acts and by the Secretary of State. Any proposal for re-zoning
or change of use must be approved by the Secretary of State and evidence
will be provided to him to resist any move toward development of such land. You should also understand that there is a National Association of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners, which
has the support of Government in opposing any encroachment on statutorily designated allotment land.
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0459 74 CPRE - The Hertfordshire
Society
Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Object

This site is in the Green Belt, and its development would represent a significant extension of Baldock into the Green Belt. Development of this site would be directly contrary to national
and local Green Belt policy.
0856 32 The Baldock Society

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

We understand this is green belt and we object to any development on this site. Baldock is a Market Town and any development on this scale would be unsupported by local
infrastructure such as schools, transport links etc. We object to loss of agricultural land. We object to construction on groundwater source protection zone 1 sites.
1767 10 Stanley

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

Baldock needs to maintain its green spaces between developed land and the enclosing boundary of the A1(M). This land forms part of this barrier and as such | object to the change of
use to residential.
3076 2  Sainsbury's Supermarkets Indigo Planning Limited
Limited
Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Support

In North Hertfordshire District Sainsbury's currently operates stores in Hitchin and in Letchworth Garden City at the Letchworth Business and Retail Park. As such, Sainsbury's are keen
to be involved in the Council's Local Development Framework process.

Indigo Planning has previously submitted representations on behalf of Sainsbury's in March 2008 on the Site Allocations Issues and Options consultation paper. Our representations
referred to the proposed increase in housing within the District and highlighted the need to provide for growth in convenience goods floorspace across the District in response to the
planned housing growth, and having regard to capacity identified in the Council's Retail Study. We would like to reiterate the need to provide additional convenience retailing to serve the
anticipated housing growth.

The Site Allocations Issues and Options consultation document states that there is need for an additional 2,430 dwellings to be built in the District to meet the East of England Plan target
by 2021.

The Letchworth Business and Retail Park is a well located, highly accessible and established retail park within close proximity to existing and planned residential areas in and around
Letchworth Garden City. In particular, the consultation document puts forward two sites totalling 22.7 hectares for residential development, sites 14 and 15 being located West of
Western Way and North of Willian Road in Baldock, a short distance from the Letchworth Business and Retail Park.

As an established business and retail area, the Letchworth Business and Retail Park offers a prime opportunity for designation as a district centre in the emerging LDF, to provide much
needed commercial services to support housing growth in the area. Essentially, the Sainsbury's store and nearby facilities already perform a district centre role, with a range of services
including a pharmacy, banking facilities and a petrol filling station. Accordingly, a district centre designation would ensure the preservation of the function of this business and retail
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destination and enable this role to be consolidated and enhanced.

3205 3 Kitching

Document Section:Site 14

Representation: Object

Further development in this area will further merge Letchworth and Baldock as a contiguous settlement. This should be resisted.
3359 5 Lithgow

Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Comment

If one is forced to use green belt land, then | can see the point of using these two pieces, thus filling in the space between Baldock and Letchworth eventually.
3642 7 Kirkland

Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Support

The site has no conservation or wildlife issues. It is near and open space and bus stop. Road links to A1(M) are good. established trees and hedges could be incorporated into
development plans. It is near schools, though they may have to be extended. There is a great need for affordable housing in the area.
3950 6  Hertfordshire County

Council - Historic

Environment

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

Requirement for Pre-allocation Archaeological Assessment

The sites below have known archaeological remains within them or have significant archaeological potential by reason of their size and situation, such that there is a risk that
archaeology could be a constraint on any development. We would therefore recommend that - in accordance with Government policy in PPG 16 and the current draft PPS 15 4 the LPA
requests that archaeological assessments should be included within all development briefs and other proposals for the sites, before they are formally adopted as development sites in
the local development plan. Such assessment would, depending upon the size and location of the sites, range in scope from additional desk-based research to more extensive
archaeological field survey and evaluation. The purpose of the archaeological assessment would be to provide sufficient information about the archaeological resource and in particular
the extent of archaeological remains that might be a constraint upon the principle of development of these sites.
3952 12  Hertfordshire County

Council - Passenger

Transport Unit

Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Comment

Plots 14 & 15: Accesses from Weston Way and Baldock Lane although classified as a local access road are narrow which makes the access corridor to the development site impractical
without further improvement work to the vehicle to vehicle inter visibility surface treatment and widening to accommodate right turn facilities. The development plot of this size could
accommodate large sized developments which would generate a cumulative increase in traffic and may overload this area of road network and may cause concern for existing users
such as emergency service vehicles. Therefore the access route leading to the new proposal must be carefully assessed to calculate the amount of capacity the route to the
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development can offer. These sites are considered as large developments, the application should be supported by a Transport Assessment, which sets out the transport implications of
the development proposals and identify measures required to overcome any transport impact of the proposals.

In terms of Public Transport, the closest bus stops to the site are on Weston Way. All of site 14 would be within 400m of a bus stop on Weston Way, whereas some of site 15 would be
outside this distance. The sites are on the edge of the existing built up area and are therefore somewhat distant from town centre facilities. There would be a need for good
pedestrian/cycle links to Weston Way. Bus services available are the 94/99 Hitchin-Baldock route, with hourly operation Mon-Sat and limited Sunday services which are approx 2 hourly.
Given the size of these sites, a significant number of dwellings could presumably be built. Current bus services are not of a sufficient frequency to make the use of sustainable modes
attractive. The layout of the development should be designed so as to be conducive to bus operation to accommodate a new/diverted bus service and developer contributions would be
required to enhance services in the vicinity. The sites are also some distance away from the rail station and the bus services do not call there.

4095 12 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Comment

Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) - Letchworth

WWTW capacity - Capacity available

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available

Surface Water Network capacity - Capacity available but attenuation required
4436 2 Vincent

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

As a resident of Weston Way for over 35 years | would like to make these objections based on that experience.

a) The roads bounding site 14 are already wholly inadequate to safely carry the existing traffic using these roads. Any major increase due to building homes on the site would cause
major problems. This is exacerbated by both roads being used as rat-runs between Jackmans and Baldock, and between North and South Baldock, even though Weston Way has four
schools on or just off the road.

b) The infrastructure in Baldock, particularly schools, medical facilities, leisure facilities, sewage etc are already inadequate for the existing population. A large increase in population
could not be assimilated without seriously degrading the .

c) Site 14 and 15 act as the lungs of Baldock, both maintaining a separation from the noise and pollution of the A1(M)and providing a green barrier between Letchworth and Baldock,
thus preserving the physical and cultural identity of Baldock.

d) Residents of Weston Way have been assured that Site 14 would never be used for any purpose other than farming.

e) There is already one and two bedroom housing in Baldock that is not selling e.g. the new flats in Weston Way. The need for a vast increase in housing is not proven, especially as
employers in North Herts are closing down because of the recession and the jobless total is rising.

f) While there is a bus service up Weston Way this is mainly servicing East-West routes, the service to the South i.e. Stevenage is wholly inadequate especially for workers.

g) Sewage facilities in Baldock are already inadequate.

4506 1 Chapman

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

I most strongly object to the proposals of building residential houses on the land that is at the moment open fields next to Weston way Baldock.
Objection Ground water protection zone, what would happen to all the water from Weston hills these field have been there for years and in
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the present ecological climate when we are supposed to be caring for are planet.

| live in Weston Way and the traffic on this road is busy at peak time. The junction to London road would not cope with this and
would be a nightmare accidents waiting to happen.

Letchworth lane also would not take the traffic The junction to Letchworth gate would be busy getting on to the A1.

There are two schools in Weston way road one of these is a nursery school and would be in danger due to extra traffic.

The loss of the hedge row and trees and wild life which have been there for years

4620 1 McAlister

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

As a resident of Weston Way | strongly object to the proposed residential development of Site 14 west of Weston Way, Baldock. The size of the proposed developement added to
adjoining site 15 would cover an area of over 22 hectars. far to big a site for the local infrastructure. Weston Way is already a main traffic through road which contains 3 schools and is a
traffic bottle neck. This site is at the opposite side of Baldock to the Railway Station so too far for train comuters. The A1 is already at a standstill for much of the day as it is unable to
cope with the amount of traffic. The loss of one of the last remaining areas of agricultural land in Baldock would be a loss to the town and the community. The whole area of Site 14 is
used contantly by walkers, many with their dogs and the loss of greenbelt land is unacceptable. Hertfordshire should be trying to improve local food growth and more self sufficiency
instead of building on greenbelt land. In the middle of the proposed development is the water pumping station.

4804 1 Dawson

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

Our objections are:

1) Knights Templar Secondary School.
2) St Marys Junior School

) St Marys Infant School

) Weston Way Nursery School

) Brandles Close School

) Grey Slates Home

) Fire Station

) 18 New Flats with the possibility of further development on the Site behind called The Allotment.
9) Greenfield site

How much more can Weston Way take?

3
4
5
6
7
8

Since the Baldock Bypass Weston Way has become a rat run to avoid the Junction 9 Roundabout, motorist find it quicker to use the A505 or The Willian Road into Weston Way, turning
Right at the top and then onto the By-pass, between 7 & 10 am in the morning, and 3 & 6pm in the evening, with the speed and volume of traffic it makes it very dangerous with an
accident waiting to happen.

We have been advised opposing this is a waste of time as it is already cut and dried.
4821 1 Baker

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object
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| live in Weston Way and this proposal would affect my property, its outlook and the road directly outside my house. This area of Baldock is currently very picturesque and very peaceful
to live in, the proposal to use all the open land in Weston Way for housing would completely ruin one of the best areas of Baldock. Many local people use the fields for dog walking and
rambling as it is one of the last areas of open space left in Baldock. Weston Way itself does not have a great deal of traffic and as most of Baldock's schools are either on Weston Way
or just off it, increasing this would increase the risk for all the children and parents that walk to these schools.

4871 10 Smith

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

| object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.

| object to the loss of agricultural land for the following reasons:

Food security is now a national priority;

Open green spaces are a valuable amenity for all;

This country has been in breach of European bio-diversity regulations for the past six years;
A survey of rare and endangered species needs to be undertaken;

Fields are necessary for water management.

5418 1 Thompson

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

| am against this land being developed as it is prime arable farm land providing a good yield of crops for the farming industry. This in turn supplies the food industry with grain for food,
and also grain for export.
5419 2 Brown

Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Comment

Locals use these areas as areas for excercising themselves and their pets and various activities ie walking, jogging. If this is lost there will be more fouling on the footpaths by dogs
causing a health hazard. The motorway causes concern aswell as it runs right next to the supposed areas of redevelopment, this could cause troubles to young children or elderly
residents or even pets running onto the motorway and causing more accidents.

5423 1 Major

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

Dear sirfmadam, we have just found out about the proposed development of fields opposite our home in Weston Way. We strongly feel that this would be very detrimental to the area
and quality of life enjoyed here by not only ourselves, but the majority of Baldock itself. The basis on which purchases of property were made along Weston Way was due to the aspect
and position overlooking fields. This was deemed to be greenbelt and therefore the premium paid by individuals acquiring property whether it be by private purchase or from the council
has now been called into question. It seems difficult to understand how one day a piece of land can be called greenbelt and lo and behold, the next lends itself suitable for building a
further housing estate.

The expansion of Baldock has already placed considerable strain on the services within the town and such urban sprawl causes the identity of communities to be lost. Further
development between the Baldock and Letchworth area will just exacerbate this situation. If this proposal goes ahead you might as well change all the Baldock addresses to Letchworth
as nobody looking at a map will be able to ever establish where one town ends and next begins. Due to the comparative size of Letchworth compared to Baldock it would strike me as
you could basically kiss goodbye to the notion that a Baldock town exists.
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By the nature of the size of the new development as it currently stands, Knights Templar School and all the junior schools have a full enrolment, therefore unless any proposed
development for Baldock contains a senior school (bearing in mind 2 schools have been closed in Letchworth already, land on which more houses and flats now stand) and at least a
further junior school then the children moving into these homes will have to travel further afield to receive any form of education. Considering we are supposed to be reducing our CO2
emissions this can only lead to more vehicles on our already congested roads.

Baldock is a very nice town in which to live and | have no problem with the necessity for housing, but the locations selected are always based upon least cost when the real benefit to any
community is when derelict and brownfield sites are rejuvenated instead of destroying areas that all are able to appreciate. If anyone looks closely enough you can see within any town
environment areas that could be easily converted or built without detriment to an area, in fact the opposite would often be the case and such work leads to enhancement for other local
residents. Examples within Baldock itself that spring to mind are the retirement homes by the lights in Clothall Road and the proposed development off Limekiln Lane, also Icknield Way
has had flats built in recent years on former business sites.

| hope that the above reflects our very strong objection to the proposed development on Weston Way fields.

Yours faithfully,

Gary Major

5424 1 Rodgers

Document Section:Site 14

Representation: Object

We strongly object to houses being built on this land and destroying what is left of our local countryside.

This area is constantly used by ramblers and dog walkers and even children go over and play in the wooded area.

Baldock does not need any more houses and we cannot see how Baldock would benefit by more houses being built.

Baldock has fought for years to have a bypass built to direct traffic away and feel this would just bring more traffic into the area. Also the level of traffic this development would bring to
the area would be hazardous to the children attending the 3 schools and nursery that are along Weston Way.

There is only one secondary school in Baldock that feeds all the surrounding villages that is always in high demand and this would just make the situation and growing waiting list even
more of a problem especially with the closures of schools in the surrounding areas.

Baldock just does NOT need any more houses built and there is nothing to be gained by expanding it anymore.

5429 2 Reader

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

A greenfield site and valuable agricultural land that forms a vital buffer between Baldock and Letchworth and the A1M.

Both Weston Way and Willian Lane are a rat runs for traffic there are no suitable locations for vehicular and pedestrian egress to the proposed site.

The current infrastructure in Baldock in terms of education, policing and health does not lend itself to a developmemt of this size.

The proposed developmemt will spoil the character of this part of Baldock where mature housing blends gently with bordering countrtyside. It will also have an adverse impact upon the
existing residents who live opposite on the Eastern side of Weston Way.

5457 1 Hobson

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

This area is the last piece of green 'protecting' Baldock from the A1 motorway. Building here would destroy the village feel of Baldock and lesson the divide from Letchworth.

Weston Way is already one of the busiest roads in the area with people driving far in excess of safe speeds, given that it is mostly used by school children walking to and from school it
is astonishing that there are not more injuries or worse. More housing along this road would only increase the traffic and therefore the chance of serious incidents.
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Given the proximity the new housing would have to the overhead power lines and the experience of the Great Ashby development in Stevenage where many houses were left unsold
because of the same reason - | have doubts as to whether a development here would be sucessful anyway.
5466 3 Newton

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

| strongly object to this site for development due to the following reasons:

1. First and foremost: this is a Greenfield site and as such no development should be permitted on it. It defeats the entire purpose of the Greenfield, it is meant to be paddock and not
housing. It should prevent the expansion of Baldock, not be a utility to it.

2. The area is a lovely area, it has a rural character and is a green lung to Baldock which is otherwise built up.

3. Major development in this area, without good public transport links will generate unreasonable amounts of traffic on the already struggling London Road and generate unhealthy
amounts of pollution on the town.

4. The success of North Herts' housing is because of the fact that there are large green expanses protected under Green Belt law and as such it will destroy the appeal of the area.

5. Not only will there be a strain on the roads of this area, but there will also be a large influx of new students to the local schools meaning that each child will be given less attention than
they need. And new sewage systems will have to be built. All of these amenities will disrupted for the established people.

6. The established wildlife will be disrupted which will hurt the local ecology and food webs and could end in the disruption of the wildlife for miles around.

7. The building of this site and site 15 will mean that Baldock will merge with Letchworth which will destroy the individuality of BOTH towns.
5472 2 Rock

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

As noted in your document, this is a greenfield site and in the first instance | would like to express my strong opposition to development of greenfield sites. This area is also some
distace from the train station and has recently benefitted from the bypass in the reduction of traffic and associated pollution and noise. By its proximity to the A1M it is very likely that this
site if developed for housing would eventually become a commuter area for London, Cambridge and surrounding areas, with a greatly increased use of cars rather than public transport.
At a time when environmental protection is at the fore, this cannot be a valid option.

5518 1 Geach

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

| strongly object to this land being turned into housing.

this land is a green lung and the area needs it to remain as such.
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the local roads, schools, facilities could not cope with the proposed development.

5548 2  Martinus

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

| am very concerned that a greenfield site protected by policy has been put on this list. The fields around Baldock are a green lung to the area and provide a natural separattion between
Baldock and Letchworth.

Residents choose to live in this area because of the rural nature of the surrounding area. This will have an impact on North Herts as an area of choice to live in.

A huge residential development in this area would have a huge traffic impact on the London Road and Weston Way. Initially when the by-pass was built, we saw a reduction of traffic but
over months, the traffic on these roads has become as congested as it ever was.

The impact of a huge housing development would be terrible. There are no well established public transport links in this part of Baldock.One identified bus stop is hardly sufficient to deal
with the quantities we are talking about cumulatively if you link up all the sites that have been identified for development in this area.

The site has well established trees and hedgerows that would be destroyed, decimating the wildlife in this area. The local amenities of existing residents will be seriously affected.

The Council needs to consider the cumulative impact on environmental, traffic and amenities of all the sites identified in this area to see what damage it will cause. The green sites are
currently protected by policies and this should not be eroded.

There are established rights of way on this piece of land.

There are clear planning reasons why this site should not be put forward.
5554 1 Martin

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

Baldock cannot support any more population increase if it is to remain a decent and respectable town, while being a relatively safe and quiet place to live. A population increase would
also undo any benefits Baldock has enjoyed due to the reduction of traffic since the bypass was opened.

The benefits of the surrounding countryside would be ultimately destroyed as well as areas like the North London Model Flying club.

The building of more homes in and around Baldock is not acceptible.

5567 1 Crampton

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

| have recently seen the plans to build along Weston Way which deeply concerns me. There are several reasons for this.
Firstly | live right outside what you would call Plot 14, this site outside is one of the main reasons for buying the apartment we did. As we look out of our window now we see fields, trees

and a nice open area. | do not wish this to turn into a building site for many years and then a large housing development. This will not only ruin more countryside which this country is
running out of, but will also ruin the view we paid for.

Secondly the area of Baldock is a fairly small town and the roads, especially Weston Way are relativly quiet. Along Weston Way | have never seen it congested especially near the
George the 5th pub end. If a large development were to take place then road traffic will increase and also create more noise pollution to those who have already chosen to live here.
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| feel that the property value will also decrease with this new development. If | was in the position to sell while work was commencing then it would make it impossible to do so. Also once
completion was reached the value of our property would fall as living in such a built up area is not as desirble as a country view, which when we brought the property we paid for.

The area does not just benefit the residents that faces these views. It's a great area for nature. Not only will the wildlife be driven away but also trees will be cut down which i'm sure have
been here longer than we have been alive. Also the hedges and green land will be destroyed. We on Weston Way do not want it going from an open green area to concrete and bricks.

| have also noticed that when we have had heavy rain fall that Weston Way has a tendancy to have a river flowing through the road. With a development on the only greenland around
this area i cannot see it helping the issue.

It's not just plot 14 though which would spoil this area. Plots 12, 14 and 15 all contribute to the issues | have raised. Baldock, Weston Way, is not equipped for such a development and
therefore should be disregarded as an option.
5572 1 Crampton

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

Dear Sir/Madam,
| am writing to express my concerns about the proposed building sites in Baldock, particularly that of site 14, but also in relation to nearby sites.
We purchased our apartment at Knights Court just earlier this year and one of the reasons for choosing this plot was the lovely location the apartment was situated in.

We love living in Baldock because it is a small town with lovely surroundings. We love the fact that it isn't a large town, and don't wish for it to change. Looking at the proposals it appears
that Baldock could almost double in size. This will reduce it's appeal and | can't understand how the local amenities will cater for this increase in population.

Greenland is meant to be kept free from builing developments, so why is this area being put up for proposal? Wildlife is very important and shouldn't be compromised.

With regards to the building work, this will be very disruptive to those living on Weston Way. It will be noisy and dirty and will more than likely make it impossible to sell any properties. |
assume that the development itself will reduce property prices as well.

Yours Faithfully,

Miss Gemma Crampton and Mr Rory Leggett
6 Knights Court, Weston Way
5575 1 Mateer

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

The proposal represents an inappropriate form of development within the Green Belt and would by its inappropriateness have a harmful impact on the open, rural and undeveloped
character of the the Green Belt.
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In addition, the proposed development would have an unacceptably adverse impact on the amenities of the properties immediately adjacent to the site and the surrounding area by
reason of overlooking, loss of privacy and visually overbearing impact.

Local people know this proposal is not a common sense option and that it will cause further traffic problems, and increased congestion.
5586 1 Rhodes

Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Comment

| and many others have been dismayed to discover that substantial building work has been proposed in and around Baldock, in particular to the west of Weston Way.

Weston Way has become something of a 'rat run' in recent years mainly because of the amount of schools in the area ie; The Knights Templar School, St. Marys School, Weston Way
Nursery and Brandles. These are all schools which use various taxi and coach companys on the school run leading to the surrounding roads becoming extremely congestedand the
roads in turn are then very very busy making it almost inpossible to negotiate let alone parking or crossing.

The exisisting infrastructure is totally inadequate to support extra housing, families or traffic.

There is also the fact that all those 'native’ to Baldock have believed that this land is unfit for building on because of the high water table making this a totally unfit area for developement.
It is the view of local residents that this developement proposal must not go ahead.

Baldock is a small market town which cannt support extra people , housing or traffic.

Any proposed development will destroy the already disappearing countryside and landscape which in turn affects wildlife, ancient woodlands and agricultural land.

6355 1 Sykes

Document Section:Site 14
Representation: Object

In the absence of specific information about possible housing density & type of dwellings, or planned changes to local employment, schooling, services and infrastructure to offset the
influx of new people that the development would bring, | would like to make a representation against the document objecting to Baldock sites 14 and 15.

Considering the stated strategic objectives against the spatial vision (from sect. 2.14 of NHLDF Core Strategy Preferred Options Paper September 2009), taken together, sites 14 & 15
could mean:

Item 1: 1038 new households or more (given the 2008 figures for national average housing density of 46 dwellings/ha).

* This will lead to increased energy consumption and additional waste and recycling loads that will negatively contribute to SO/A ("minimise contribution to climate change ...") and So/D
("Ensure that ... waste is minimised").

* No information is provided in the consultation document to explain how SO/J ("Provide for employment opportunities in the district..."), and SO/K ("Ensure there are adequate facilities
and infrastructure to support new ...communities") will be satisfied for the sites given that they are identified as constrained with regard to sewage, energy, and education resources.

* Possible constraints on communications infrastructure, which could limit alternative sources of employment such as e-commuting and other kinds of home-working, do not seem to
have been considered in the appraisal under consultation.

Item 2: Nearly 1200 extra cars (assuming ltem 1 and using the Office for National Statistics figures for car ownership in 2009).

* Employment opportunities in Baldock itself are limited so it seems reasonable to expect that a majority of residents in these areas will need to commute to work outside of the town.
Rail services through Baldock have been downgraded by recent franchisees and are already overcrowded at rush-hour times. The available bus services are limited (especially since
evening services have been withdrawn due to loss of funding from NHDC) and inconvenient (the bus journey just from Baldock to Stevenage can easily take more than 1 hour).

* It is likely therefore that most of these additional vehicles will be used for commuting and so disgorge onto Weston Way and, probably to a lesser degree, Baldock Lane. It is difficult to
reconcile this with SO/G ("Influence the ... development so as to ... promote alternative modes of travel to the private car").

* As a result existing rush-hour congestion at one or all of the station, Baldock town centre, Letchworth Gate or Weston Way/Letchworth Road junctions will increase. (This could mean
anything up to an additional 10-20 cars/minute assuming travel spread evenly over a 1-2 hour rush-hour period.)

* There are 3 schools along Weston Way and the road already has numerous speed bumps and light-controlled crossings to discourage 'rat-running' and protect families and children on
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their way to school. The additional volume of traffic on this route could easily compromise this safety aspect by contributing to increased congestion and possibly incidence of 'road-rage'
as pedestrians, children on bikes, cars doing the school-run, and commuters compete for the same stretch of road.

*There is also a fire station on Weston Way and it is possible that the increased congestion could have an adverse affect on response times.

* Finally, the increased fuel energy consumption and atmospheric pollution due to more cars (and exacerbated by the probable increase in traffic congestion) again negatively affect
SO/A and SO/D.

Item 3: Demand for up to an extra 1868 school places - assuming item 1 and the average number of children per UK household at 1.7-1.8 (for non-traditional & traditional family
households respectively).

*Schools in Baldock are already stretched and at secondary level have recently had to accommodate additional intake resulting from school closures in Letchworth. The consultation
document provides no information as to how the extra capacity will be provided and what the possible negative effects on standards and provision might be if the existing schools are
stretched even further to allow for the new developments.

Item 4: Facilities for young people are very limited in Baldock and there is already some incidence of anti-social behaviours in the town. Without the provision of alternative youth venues
this is only likely to increase with an additional influx of young people from the new developments.

* The sustainability appraisal does not appear to include a consideration of these aspects or indeed the possible impact, if any, on crime, policing, and the use and provision of
emergency services due to the increased population.

Item 5: As shown, the sites would not only reduce green space available in the immediate vicinity to existing residents of Weston Way and nearby housing (removing an area that does
get used for dog and recreational walking) but would also sever the existing green belt between Letchworth and Baldock at the southern extremity leaving the remaining green belt land
isolated on the other side of the A1M. This would effectively remove pedestrian-accessible green belt land from the west of Baldock entirely and deny both existing and new residents
this facility.

* This aspect negatively impacts SO/B ("Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and manmade environments for their own sake and for the benefit of future
generations") plus development on these sites would run counter to the preferred option for the direction of greenfield growth for Baldock as shown in the spatial strategy key diagram as
well as counter to the strong public opinion regarding keeping the green belt separation between Letchworth and Baldock as described in sect. 3.24-26.

* This land could also be useful for the provision of public open spaces and part of a Greenway circular footpath around Baldock as suggested in sections 3.24-26. If entirely lost to
housing development on the two sites this would also be a lost opportunity to help implement Key Issue 5: Green Wedges and could negatively affect sections 6.3-5 ("... protecting open
spaces, the provision of new facilities, accessibility and design") and SO/H ("Encourage opportunities for cultural activities, recreation and sport ...").

Item 6: The close proximity of the entire western side of site 15 to the A1M may well affect health and quality of life as identified in the appraisal's weaknesses for this site. However, this
may also affect the ability of properties to maintain their value in this area or result in a high turnover of owners, a lower demographic than desired, or lead to to poor maintenance and
upkeep of the housing stock.

Overall, my objection is that compared to the other additional sites for Baldock that directly support a more organic development of services and facilities alongside the introduction of a
smaller number of new households, the appraisal as presented in the consultation document for sites 14 and 15 does not adequately demonstrate that the strategic criteria of
sustainability, safety, health, prosperity, and satisfaction would be met for the larger development that these sites represent.

6358 2  Environment Agency

Document Section: Site 14
Representation: Comment

The site overlies principal aquifer - Middle Chalk (highly permeable) with soils of high leaching potential. (Principal aquifers are geological strata that exhibit high permeability and provide
a high level of water storage. They may support water supply and/or river base flow on a strategic scale). The regional use of groundwater in the area makes the site highly vulnerable to
pollution.

Most of the site is situated within Source Protection Zone 1 of the Environment Agency's groundwater protection policy. This means that parts of the site include locations of protected
groundwater abstractions used for public water supplies - Bowring and Fuller (Baldock Lane). Contaminants entering groundwater at the site may contaminate the protected supply
within 50 days. The site is therefore extremely vulnerable to pollution. Parts of the site are also situated within SPZs 2 for the Bowring and Fuller (Baldock Lane) pumping stations.
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According to the BGS Hydro geological Map of the area between Cambridge to Maidenhead, 1984, groundwater levels in the Chalk aquifer are approximately 50 - 60m AOD (Above
Ordnance Datum), while the topographical height drops from approximately 80 m AOD to 75 m AOD across the site. Although we do not have actual groundwater levels for this site,
shallow groundwater levels should be expected within parts of this site.

Although we do not have any details regarding the contamination status of this site, some contamination may exist as a result of previous/historical uses. Although the site may be
suitable for residential development, a risk a risk assessment will be required with any planning application submitted, so as to ensure that the potential risks to controlled waters as a
result of the site's previous use have been fully understood and can be addressed through appropriate measures.
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0459 75 CPRE - The Hertfordshire
Society
Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Object

This site, adjacent to Site 14, is mainly in the Green Belt, and its development would represent a major extension of Baldock into the Green Belt up to the A1(M) motorway.
Development of this part of the site would be directly contrary to national and local Green Belt policy. The remainder of the site appears to be school playing fields just inside the town
boundary.

0856 31 The Baldock Society

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

We understand this is green belt and we object to any development on this site. Baldock is a Market Town and any development on this scale would be unsupported by local
infrastructure such as schools, transport links etc. We object to loss of agricultural land. We object to construction on groundwater source protection zone 1 sites.
1767 11 Stanley

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

Baldock needs to maintain its green spaces between developed land and the enclosing boundary of the A1(M). This land forms part of this barrier and as such | object to the change of
use to residential.

This objection also applies to site 14

3076 3 Sainsbury's Supermarkets Indigo Planning Limited
Limited

Document Section:Site 15

Representation: Support

In North Hertfordshire District Sainsbury's currently operates stores in Hitchin and in Letchworth Garden City at the Letchworth Business and Retail Park. As such, Sainsbury's are keen
to be involved in the Council's Local Development Framework process.

Indigo Planning has previously submitted representations on behalf of Sainsbury's in March 2008 on the Site Allocations Issues and Options consultation paper. Our representations
referred to the proposed increase in housing within the District and highlighted the need to provide for growth in convenience goods floorspace across the District in response to the
planned housing growth, and having regard to capacity identified in the Council's Retail Study. We would like to reiterate the need to provide additional convenience retailing to serve the
anticipated housing growth.

The Site Allocations Issues and Options consultation document states that there is need for an additional 2,430 dwellings to be built in the District to meet the East of England Plan target
by 2021.

The Letchworth Business and Retail Park is a well located, highly accessible and established retail park within close proximity to existing and planned residential areas in and around
Letchworth Garden City. In particular, the consultation document puts forward two sites totalling 22.7 hectares for residential development, sites 14 and 15 being located West of
Western Way and North of Willian Road in Baldock, a short distance from the Letchworth Business and Retail Park.
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As an established business and retail area, the Letchworth Business and Retail Park offers a prime opportunity for designation as a district centre in the emerging LDF, to provide much
needed commercial services to support housing growth in the area. Essentially, the Sainsbury's store and nearby facilities already perform a district centre role, with a range of services
including a pharmacy, banking facilities and a petrol filling station. Accordingly, a district centre designation would ensure the preservation of the function of this business and retail
destination and enable this role to be consolidated and enhanced.

3205 4 Kitching

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

Further development in this area will further merge Letchworth and Baldock as a contiguous Settlement. This should be resisted.
3359 6 Lithgow

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Comment

If one is forced to use green belt land, then | can see the point of using these two pieces, thus filling in the space between Baldock and Letchworth eventually.
3950 7  Hertfordshire County
Council - Historic
Environment
Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

Requirement for Pre-allocation Archaeological Assessment

The sites below have known archaeological remains within them or have significant archaeological potential by reason of their size and situation, such that there is a risk that
archaeology could be a constraint on any development. We would therefore recommend that - in accordance with Government policy in PPG 16 and the current draft PPS 15 4 the LPA
requests that archaeological assessments should be included within all development briefs and other proposals for the sites, before they are formally adopted as development sites in
the local development plan. Such assessment would, depending upon the size and location of the sites, range in scope from additional desk-based research to more extensive
archaeological field survey and evaluation. The purpose of the archaeological assessment would be to provide sufficient information about the archaeological resource and in particular
the extent of archaeological remains that might be a constraint upon the principle of development of these sites.
3952 13 Hertfordshire County

Council - Passenger

Transport Unit
Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Comment

Plots 14 & 15: Accesses from Weston Way and Baldock Lane although classified as a local access road are narrow which makes the access corridor to the development site impractical
without further improvement work to the vehicle to vehicle inter visibility surface treatment and widening to accommodate right turn facilities. The development plot of this size could
accommodate large sized developments which would generate a cumulative increase in traffic and may overload this area of road network and may cause concern for existing users
such as emergency service vehicles. Therefore the access route leading to the new proposal must be carefully assessed to calculate the amount of capacity the route to the
development can offer. These sites are considered as large developments, the application should be supported by a Transport Assessment, which sets out the transport implications of
the development proposals and identify measures required to overcome any transport impact of the proposals.
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In terms of Public Transport, the closest bus stops to the site are on Weston Way. All of site 14 would be within 400m of a bus stop on Weston Way, whereas some of site 15 would be
outside this distance. The sites are on the edge of the existing built up area and are therefore somewhat distant from town centre facilities. There would be a need for good
pedestrian/cycle links to Weston Way. Bus services available are the 94/99 Hitchin-Baldock route, with hourly operation Mon-Sat and limited Sunday services which are approx 2 hourly.
Given the size of these sites, a significant number of dwellings could presumably be built. Current bus services are not of a sufficient frequency to make the use of sustainable modes
attractive. The layout of the development should be designed so as to be conducive to bus operation to accommodate a new/diverted bus service and developer contributions would be
required to enhance services in the vicinity. The sites are also some distance away from the rail station and the bus services do not call there.

4095 13 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Comment

Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) - Letchworth

WWTW capacity - Capacity available

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available

Surface Water Network capacity - Capacity available but attenuation required
4821 2 Baker

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

| live in Weston Way and this proposal would affect my property, its outlook and the road directly outside my house. This area of Baldock is currently very picturesque and very peaceful
to live in, the proposal to use all the open land in Weston Way for housing would completely ruin one of the best areas of Baldock. Many local people use the fields for dog walking and
rambling as it is one of the last areas of open space left in Baldock. Weston Way itself does not have a great deal of traffic and as most of Baldock's schools are either on Weston Way
or just off it, increasing this would increase the risk for all the children and parents that walk to these schools.

4823 1 Robertson

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Object

This area provides a buffer between the exisiting housing and the motorway. Having lived on Chilvers Bank as a child | can state that the motorway noise is constant and it is not a
suitable area for people to be crammed in and to live.

This is the only piece of green area accessible that side of town which is suitable for dog walking and general recreation. It has established trees and hedgerows which will be lost, it is a
green lung between us and Letchworth.

If this site along with 14 is developed then we will lose all the green areas that side of Baldock. Although | am not pleased with the development of sites 14 and 12 | can see that these
make sense so have not made a representation. Site 15 is too large and will take so much away from the community and widelife around Baldock.
4824 1  Streeter

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object
This site is very large. It is used for dog walking and general recreation. It is very close to the motorway and having lived on Chilvers Bank as a child and young adult | know that the

noise is constant. It would not be right for people to live so close to the motorway due to the noise and safety issues. This area is provides the only buffer zone between the existing
housing and the motorway. It has established trees and hedgerows which provide a vital green space for wildlife. It is a green field site and it will be gone forever if it is built on and so
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will the trees that stand within the area. Site 14 is more accessible and | think a more suitable site. However, if 14 and 15 are both built on this greatly reduces the public green open
space available on this side of the town. The only public area to walk dogs will be the West Avenue Park.

4871 11 Smith

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

| object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.

| object to the loss of agricultural land for the following reasons:

Food security is now a national priority;

Open green spaces are a valuable amenity for all;

This country has been in breach of European bio-diversity regulations for the past six years;
A survey of rare and endangered species needs to be undertaken;

Fields are necessary for water management.

5045 3 Gentle

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Object

Parts of Site 15 concern me where this is situated immediately behind the playing fields of local schools (infant and junior) and in this day and age, it is, unfortunately, not ideal to build
houses so close to school grounds. Currently this area is not overlooked. Some of this site is also used for recreational purposes, for sports and leisure activities, such as dog walking
and hiking.

There is also a small copse of trees/bushes that should be protected, rather than removed for development as little natural area's such as these are becoming scarce, yet support and
protect a host of wildlife and birds.
5418 2 Thompson

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

| am against this land being developed as it is prime arable farm land providing a good yield of crops for the farming industry. This in turn supplies the food industry with grain for food,
and also grain for export.
5419 3 Brown

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Comment

We oppose to all sites in Baldock because they will make the area unsightly and the area will become more congested. It is not worth all the hastle!!!
5428 1 Worcester

Document Section:Site 15

Representation: Object

Section 14 & 15. This section of agricultural use land is and has always marked the boundary between Baldock and letchworth and should remain so. The proposed future development
to residential use is enormous in scale and will be completely unsupported with arterial upgrades to local roads and in particular the Al(M). The 2-lane section of the A1(M)southbound is
already practically at a standstill shortly after 0600hrs as itis! The proposals strip away the offically designated countryside walk and fields and trees supporting wildlife and is merging
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Baldock into Letchworth.

| totally object to these proposals

John L. Worcester
5440 1 Fenner

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Object

Dear sir or madam, my family and | live on weston way and belive that this proposed development will make a tremendous strain on the already stretched resources in the area.The local
schools are full and the bypass has made little improvement to the local traffic passing through weston way, My wife works at the local dentist and has remarked on the amount of
waiting patients not able to get an appontment. This development will completely spoil the views from my property and | beleive seriously de-value it.

Regards

Mr Scott Fenner

5466 2 Newton

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

| strongly object to this site for development due to the following reasons:

1. First and foremost: this is a Greenfield site and as such no development should be permitted on it. It defeats the entire purpose of the Greenfield, it is meant to be paddock and not
housing. It should prevent the expansion of Baldock, not be a utility to it.

2. The area is a lovely area, it has a rural character and is a green lung to Baldock which is otherwise built up.

3. Major development in this area, without good public transport links will generate unreasonable amounts of traffic on the already struggling London Road and generate unhealthy
amounts of pollution on the town.

4. The success of North Herts' housing is because of the fact that there are large green expanses protected under Green Belt law and as such it will destroy the appeal of the area.

5. Not only will there be a strain on the roads of this area, but there will also be a large influx of new students to the local schools meaning that each child will be given less attention than
they need. And new sewage systems will have to be built. All of these amenities will disrupted for the established people.

6. The established wildlife will be disrupted which will hurt the local ecology and food webs and could end in the devastation of the wildlife for miles around.

7. The development of this site and site 14 will mean that Baldock will merge with Letchworth which will destroy the individuality of BOTH towns.
5472 3 Rock

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Object

As noted in your document, this is a greenfield site and in the first instance | would like to express my strong opposition to development of greenfield sites. This area is also some distace
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from the train station and has recently benefitted from the bypass in the reduction of traffic and associated pollution and noise. By its proximity to the A1M it is very likely that this site if
developed for housing would eventually become a commuter area for London, Cambridge and surrounding areas, with a greatly increased use of cars rather than public transport. At a
time when environmental protection is at the fore, this cannot be a valid option

5518 2 Geach

Document Section: Site 15
Representation: Object

| strongly object to this land being turned into housing.
this land is a green lung and the area needs it to remain as such.

the local roads, schools, facilities could not cope with the proposed development.
5548 3 Martinus

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

| am very concerned that a greenfield site protected by policy has been put on this list. The fields around Baldock are a green lung to the area and provide a natural separation between
Baldock and Letchworth. Where are the boundaries between Letchworth and Baldock going to be or are we all just goin to merge into one great big town? So much for the special
character of this area.

Residents choose to live in this area because of the rural nature of the surrounding area. This will have an impact on North Herts as an area of choice to live in.

A huge residential development in this area would have a huge traffic impact on the London Road and Weston Way. Initially when the by-pass was built, we saw a reduction of traffic but
over months, the traffic on these roads has become as congested as it ever was. My son suffers from asthma and his condition like many others is likley to be worsened by the impact of
added pollution by both the development works and arising traffic on the area.

The impact of a huge housing development would be terrible. There are no well established public transport links in this part of Baldock. Itis laughable to describe one identified bus stop
which is hardly sufficient to deal with the quantities we are talking about.

The site has well established trees and hedgerows that would be destroyed, decimating the wildlife in this area. The local amenities of existing residents will be seriously affected.

The Council needs to consider the cumulative impact on environmental, traffic and amenities of all the sites identified in this area to see what damage it will cause. | am referring to Sites
12 and 14 as well.The green sites are currently protected by policies and this should not be eroded.

There are established rights of way on these pieces of land and parts are used for rights of common.

There are clear planning reasons why this site should not be put forward.
5575 3  Mateer
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Document Section: Site 15

Representation: Comment

The proposal represents an inappropriate form of development within the Green Belt and would by its inappropriateness have a harmful impact on the open, rural and undeveloped
character of the the Green Belt.

In addition the proposed development would have an unacceptably adverse impact on the amenities of the properties immediately adjacent to the site and the surrounding area by
reason of overlooking, loss of privacy and visually overbearing impact.

Local people know this proposal is not a common sense option and that it will cause further traffic problems, parking problems, danger and increased congestion.
6355 2  Sykes

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Object

In the absence of specific information about possible housing density & type of dwellings, or planned changes to local employment, schooling, services and infrastructure to offset the
influx of new people that the development would bring, | would like to make a representation against the document objecting to Baldock sites 14 and 15.

Considering the stated strategic objectives against the spatial vision (from sect. 2.14 of NHLDF Core Strategy Preferred Options Paper September 2009), taken together, sites 14 & 15
could mean:

Item 1: 1038 new households or more (given the 2008 figures for national average housing density of 46 dwellings/ha).

*This will lead to increased energy consumption and additional waste and recycling loads that will negatively contribute to SO/A ("minimise contribution to climate change ...") and So/D
("Ensure that ... waste is minimised").

*No information is provided in the consultation document to explain how SO/J ("Provide for employment opportunities in the district..."), and SO/K ("Ensure there are adequate facilities
and infrastructure to support new ...communities") will be satisfied for the sites given that they are identified as constrained with regard to sewage, energy, and education resources.

* Possible constraints on communications infrastructure, which could limit alternative sources of employment such as e-commuting and other kinds of home-working, do not seem to
have been considered in the appraisal under consultation.

Item 2: Nearly 1200 extra cars (assuming ltem 1 and using the Office for National Statistics figures for car ownership in 2009).

* Employment opportunities in Baldock itself are limited so it seems reasonable to expect that a majority of residents in these areas will need to commute to work outside of the town.
Rail services through Baldock have been downgraded by recent franchisees and are already overcrowded at rush-hour times. The available bus services are limited (especially since
evening services have been withdrawn due to loss of funding from NHDC) and inconvenient (the bus journey just from Baldock to Stevenage can easily take more than 1 hour).

* It is likely therefore that most of these additional vehicles will be used for commuting and so disgorge onto Weston Way and, probably to a lesser degree, Baldock Lane. It is difficult to
reconcile this with SO/G ("Influence the ... development so as to ... promote alternative modes of travel to the private car").

* As a result existing rush-hour congestion at one or all of the station, Baldock town centre, Letchworth Gate or Weston Way/Letchworth Road junctions will increase. (This could mean
anything up to an additional 10-20 cars/minute assuming travel spread evenly over a 1-2 hour rush-hour period.)

* There are 3 schools along Weston Way and the road already has numerous speed bumps and light-controlled crossings to discourage 'rat-running' and protect families and children on
their way to school. The additional volume of traffic on this route could easily compromise this safety aspect by contributing to increased congestion and possibly incidence of 'road-rage'
as pedestrians, children on bikes, cars doing the school-run, and commuters compete for the same stretch of road.

* There is also a fire station on Weston Way and it is possible that the increased congestion could have an adverse affect on response times.

*Finally, the increased fuel energy consumption and atmospheric pollution due to more cars (and exacerbated by the probable increase in traffic congestion) again negatively affect SO/A
and SO/D.

Item 3: Demand for up to an extra 1868 school places - assuming item 1 and the average number of children per UK household at 1.7-1.8 (for non-traditional & traditional family
households respectively).
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* Schools in Baldock are already stretched and at secondary level have recently had to accommodate additional intake resulting from school closures in Letchworth. The consultation
document provides no information as to how the extra capacity will be provided and what the possible negative effects on standards and provision might be if the existing schools are
stretched even further to allow for the new developments.

Item 4: Facilities for young people are very limited in Baldock and there is already some incidence of anti-social behaviours in the town. Without the provision of alternative youth venues
this is only likely to increase with an additional influx of young people from the new developments.

* The sustainability appraisal does not appear to include a consideration of these aspects or indeed the possible impact, if any, on crime, policing, and the use and provision of
emergency services due to the increased population.

Item 5: As shown, the sites would not only reduce green space available in the immediate vicinity to existing residents of Weston Way and nearby housing (removing an area that does
get used for dog and recreational walking) but would also sever the existing green belt between Letchworth and Baldock at the southern extremity leaving the remaining green belt land
isolated on the other side of the A1M. This would effectively remove pedestrian-accessible green belt land from the west of Baldock entirely and deny both existing and new residents
this facility.

* This aspect negatively impacts SO/B ("Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and manmade environments for their own sake and for the benefit of future
generations") plus development on these sites would run counter to the preferred option for the direction of greenfield growth for Baldock as shown in the spatial strategy key diagram as
well as counter to the strong public opinion regarding keeping the green belt separation between Letchworth and Baldock as described in sect. 3.24-26.

* This land could also be useful for the provision of public open spaces and part of a Greenway circular footpath around Baldock as suggested in sections 3.24-26. If entirely lost to
housing development on the two sites this would also be a lost opportunity to help implement Key Issue 5: Green Wedges and could negatively affect sections 6.3-5 ("... protecting open
spaces, the provision of new facilities, accessibility and design") and SO/H ("Encourage opportunities for cultural activities, recreation and sport ...").

Item 6: The close proximity of the entire western side of site 15 to the A1M may well affect health and quality of life as identified in the appraisal's weaknesses for this site. However, this
may also affect the ability of properties to maintain their value in this area or result in a high turnover of owners, a lower demographic than desired, or lead to to poor maintenance and
upkeep of the housing stock.

Overall, my objection is that compared to the other additional sites for Baldock that directly support a more organic development of services and facilities alongside the introduction of a
smaller number of new households, the appraisal as presented in the consultation document for sites 14 and 15 does not adequately demonstrate that the strategic criteria of
sustainability, safety, health, prosperity, and satisfaction would be met for the larger development that these sites represent.

6358 3  Environment Agency

Document Section:Site 15
Representation: Comment

The site overlies principal aquifer - Middle Chalk (highly permeable) with soils of high leaching potential. (Principal aquifers are geological strata that exhibit high permeability and provide
a high level of water storage. They may support water supply and/or river base flow on a strategic scale). The regional use of groundwater in the area makes the site highly vulnerable to
pollution.

Parts of the site are situated within Source Protection Zone 1 of the Environment Agency's groundwater protection policy. This means that parts of the site include locations of protected
groundwater abstractions used for public water supplies - Bowring and Fuller (Baldock Lane). Contaminants entering groundwater at the site may contaminate the protected supply
within 50 days. The site is therefore extremely vulnerable to pollution. Parts of the site are also situated within SPZs 2 and 3 for the Bowring and Fuller (Baldock Lane) and Baldock Road
pumping stations.

According to the BGS Hydro geological Map of the area between Cambridge to Maidenhead, 1984, groundwater levels in the Chalk aquifer are approximately 50 - 60m AOD (Above
Ordnance Datum), while the topographical height drops from approximately 90 m AOD to 65 m AOD across the site. Although we do not have actual groundwater levels for this site,
shallow groundwater levels should be expected within parts of this site.

Although we do not have any details regarding the contamination status of this site, some contamination may be present, due to the existence of a railway cutting/sidings. Although the
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site may be suitable for residential development, a risk a risk assessment will be required with any planning application submitted, so as to ensure that the potential risks to controlled

waters as a result of the site's previous use have been fully understood and can be addressed through appropriate measures.
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0856 33 The Baldock Society

Document Section: Site 16

Representation: Support

This site was always identified for development.
1767 12 Stanley

Document Section: Site 16
Representation: Object

There has been a long standing debate about this land this consultation should reject the proposed change of use to residential and go one step further and allocate this land long term
protection as a public green space.
2959 27 English Heritage

Document Section: Site 16
Representation: Comment

Although the commentary for Site 13 says that it is not in an 'archaeological area’, its proximity to the scheduled monument which it abuts (Roman settlement site south of Blackhorse
Farm) means that its archaeological potential should be regarded as high in the absence of a desk top study/field evaluation. The County HER is likely to be able to expand on this.

The same comments apply for Site 16, which adjoins another scheduled monument to the south (the Romano-British settlement of Baldock). The views of the Hertfordshire
archaeological advisor and the County HER should be sought. Much of this area is identified in the Baldock Extensive Urban Survey as a zone of Roman burials; crop marks have been
recorded here and, in addition, there are finds of Neolithic/Bronze age recorded in the vicinity.

3359 7 Lithgow

Document Section:Site 16
Representation: Comment

This space forms a lovely "lung" in the middle of Clothall Estate and is walked through by many scholars on their way to and from school. It would be a great pity to build on this site and
remove the little remaining natural land.
3642 6 Kirkland

Document Section: Site 16
Representation: Object

Public opinion in the immediate area and other parts of the estate is against any development. There have been 2 petitions and 2 public inquiries concerning a Village Green Status
application. There is evidence of archaeological areas. The reduction of a large open space would be detrimental to the residents of that part of the estate. The nearby school would
have to be extended. There is a public right of way near the border of the site. The road is too narrow at that part of the estate to cope with developers vehicles.
3950 2  Hertfordshire County

Council - Historic

Environment
Document Section: Site 16
Representation: Comment

1. Archaeology as a Development Constraint
Archaeology will be a constraint on the following sites. In these instances, we would recommend that further information regarding the nature of the archaeological constraints and the
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
potential impact of the development on the archaeology would be required before any of these sites were allocated for development in the local development plan.

65 Known archaeology worthy of protection

16 Area impinges on Scheduled Monument

28 Area includes Scheduled Monument

3952 14 Hertfordshire County
Council - Passenger
Transport Unit

Document Section: Site 16

Representation: Comment

Plot 16: An access from Yeomanry Drive would be considered acceptable to this site if the entrance was located centrally along the frontage of the development in order to provide the
optimum vehicle to vehicle inter-visibility in accordance with Manual for Streets. This is considered as a small scale development which is below the threshold of 100 residential units.
Therefore the application should be supported by a Transport Statement which sets out the transport implications of the development proposals and states the measures required for the
transport impact of the proposal, this is in order to calculate the amount of capacity the access to the development can accommodate.

4095 14 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 16
Representation: Comment

Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) - Letchworth

WWTW capacity - Capacity available

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available

Surface Water Network capacity - Capacity available but attenuation required

1. Assets Affected
c) Pipelines (Protected easements or diversion under Section 185 Water Industry Act 1991)
5045 2 Gentle

Document Section:Site 16
Representation: Object

Since 2001 Site 16 has been the subject of residential outcry over development. | helped form a local group with over 100 members who tired to keep the area free from development by
applying to make this a designated Village Green. As part of the Village Green appeal, two sperate petitions were presented to our local Baldock Town Council planning meetings. These
petitions contained over 1000 signatures from local residents who asked that the field be retained as a green space.

| note that one of the 'strengths' appended to this site is 'Not in conservation or archaeological area'. This | most strongly disagree with, as during our Village Green campaign this site
was found to be of considerable and significant archaeological interest, and indeed, through our Village Green we were hoping to promote the Roman heritage of the site.

This site is also situated at the rear of a school (mixed junior and infant), and the school's rear entrance for pupils that live on the local estate, and therefore not, perhaps, the ideal
location for development due to that fact.

| do understand the need for housing, and am not against the development in Baldock per se, but would hope that you reconsider this site, especially due to the local feelings that have
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
been observed over the past few years.

5092 1 Watts

Document Section: Site 16

Representation: Object

It is wrong in my mind that you write that the site holds no archaeological interest! At the 2 public inquiries already held about this site it was noted that this field is of significant
archaeological interest!!
6213 1 Holland

Document Section: Site 16
Representation: Object

As a resident of Sale Drive | write with my objection to planning permission being approved for housing on this site. Baldock especially Clothall Common already has a lack of green
recreational space ¢, this site is used regularly for dog walking and residents walking into town or the station. If this area was cleared appropriately and grassed it would make a
wonderful play area for local children in a very safe and secure environment which is lacking at present. Please lets not go down the route of greed enough money has been made from
housing let future generations have some space.
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