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1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1. Phillips Planning Services Ltd, have been commissioned by Mr. Robert Dimsdale of Barkway House, Barkway, to make representations in respect of the Council's consultation on 
the Land Allocations Issues & Options Development Plan Document ¿ Additional Sites (July 2009). 

1.2. This representation has been made in line with the additional suggested sites consultation in reference to the preparation of the Local Development Framework. Our comments are 
specific to the additional allocations in and around the settlement of Barkway of which there are noted to be seven additional sites promoted, Site Nos. 17-23 inclusive. We wish to 
comment on site Nos. 17-22 with Site No. 23 being the site promoted on behalf of our client. 

1.3. The Planning Policy context for new housing in North Hertfordshire District is set out in the emerging East of England Plan, which states that 6,200 dwellings are to be provided in 
the plan period from 2001 ¿ 2021. The Council's Draft Core Strategy states that of that of the 6200 dwellings to be built in the plan period: 
- 1964 have been completed in the period 2001-2006 
- 3209 are to be distributed amongst PDL within towns and identified villages 
- 1027 are to allocated on greenfield land outside existing town and identified 
village boundaries 

1.4. Therefore, 1027 new dwellings are to be allocated on Greenfield land in the plan period; this allocation is applicable to our client's site; this report will outline why our client's site is an 
appropriate location for new development and how the site can assist the Council in meeting its housing targets. The report will also set out how additional sites put forward are 
considered to be sequentially inferior. 

Conclusion
4.1. Of the seven additional sites it is clear that all but No. 23 are inappropriate for additional residential development. Within the additional allocations there appears to be a north-south 
divide, with site Nos. 17, 20 and 21 located to the southern end of the village and site Nos. 18, 19 and 22 located to the north of the village. Only site No. 23 is located adjacent to the 
central core of the village, which is clearly the preferred location for additional development given the existing built character of the settlement and a desire for a compact settlement 
form. 

4.2. An extension of a linear built form is acknowledged as being inefficient in its form and not in line with sustainability principles. Site Nos. 18, 19, 21 and 22 would promote a linear 
form of additional development which is not considered to be appropriate. 

4.3. All sites are noted to be within Grade 2 Agricultural land, however it is telling that only a number are within active agricultural use, which is considered to be a reliable indicator of 
their agricultural worth rather than the broad MAFF land quality designations, which have not been verified recently by additional detailed study. Accordingly site Nos. 17, 18 and 22, 
which are clearly in active agricultural use would result in the use of best and most valuable farm land and could not be viewed as sustainable given PPS1, PPS3 and PPS7 in this 
regard. 

4.4. Site Nos. 17 and 20 feature sites which are away from main highways and will in all likelihood require upgraded access to ensure a safe access to the site. It is not clear from the 
site areas whether control of the accesses is within the remit of the promoter such that suitable access to the sites can be guaranteed. This would go to the deliverability of the site, 
which is of prime importance in the consideration of sites at this stage. 
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4.5. Site No. 23 is located adjacent to the existing core of the village and would be a visually consistent form of development, wholly in line with the existing character of the village. It 
features a boundary which adjoins the highway, providing security of access arrangements. It is not active agricultural land and is currently utilised as paddock land only. It would be a 
form of development which would be sustainable in that it is located in a central; location, contributing to a compact form of development. It features strong existing boundaries, such that 
its appearance would be contained and would not visually project into the surrounding countryside. 

4.6. It is clear that of the additional sites set forward, only Site No. 23 is in accordance with the aims and objectives of the Council to deliver a sustainable form of development which is in 
accordance with the existing character of the village and would be wholly deliverable.

0853 14 Rand Brothers Savills (L&P) Ltd- on behalf 

of The Rand Brothers

BarkwayDocument Section:

SupportRepresentation:

Savills L&P have been instructed by the Rand Bothers to make representations in respect of the above inrespect of their sites at Reed and Barkway.

We welcome the inclusion of site 73 (Reed) and site 22 (Barkway) in this latest document and would like to make the following comments, in addition to the comments already made in 
respect of these sites in earlier consultations:

General comments

We note that the wording of draft Core Policy C of the Core Strategy allows development within both Reed and Barkwayl:
"The majority of the District's development will be located within the boundaries of the towns of Baldock, Hitchin, Letchworth Garden City and Royston, the large villages of Codicote and 
Knebworth and as potential extensions to Stevenage and Luton, which will be defined on the Proposals Map.

Other development will be allowed within the boundaries of the villages of Ashwell, Barkway, Barley, Breachwood Green, Graveley, Great Offley, Hexton, Ickleford, Kimpton, Little 
Wymondley, Oaklands (part), Pirton, Preston, Reed, Sandon, St Ippolyts (including Gosmore), Therfield, Weston and Whitwell, which will be defined on the Proposals Map.

'Land outside existing settlement boundaries may be allocated for housing or employment in accordance with Core Policy E, Exception Sites in the Rural Area. Exceptionally, land 
outside existing settlement boundaries may be allocated for other uses, such as community facilities, where there is an established need which cannot be met within that settlement.'

It is clear from the above policy that both Reed and Barkway are identified as settlements where additional development would be acceptable provided it is within the village boundary 
and we note the large number of non allocations (boundary amendments) in this latest round of consultation which are stated as not having any direct development implications, yet they 
clearly will have according to the above policy. In addition we note the policy also allows for additional community facilities outside the settlement where there is a demonstrated need.

In addition, in our previous comments we noted that the Core Strategy is not currently planning for the 15 year post adoption period to 2025 and therefore it is likely that additional 
housing will be required as a result of this additional timescale. 

As both Reed and Barkway are identified as settlements within the District where development can take place, we maintain that it is appropriate that the Local Authority should examine 
these and the other identified villages as a location for additional housing development in order to meet these increased targets and as important to help support existing services and 
assist in the provision of additional services within villages.

As commented upon in our previous representations in respect of the Core Strategy in October 2007 the provision of additional housing in villages will:
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"enable new development to be provided in these village which will help to support the existing
facilities and possibly encourage other facilities. In Barkway for example the site is close to the proposed new school, which was proposed identified in the current Local Plan. 
Development of this site for housing, together with others in the village, could help to fund the provision of a new school. In the case of Reed, development of the old farmyard in the form 
of a mixed use development comprising both housing (including affordable) and workshop spaces (possibly live work units) could help sustain the village school and provide new 
facilities and employment opportunities."

In respect of Preferred Option Core Policy C we supported the preferred policy wording in respect of Barkway and Reed in the settlement hierarchy. We noted that in defining the 
boundaries for these villages, significant consideration should be given to the need to provide additional land for development within the boundaries to enable appropriate and 
sustainable development to occur. The sites put forward on behalf of the Rand Brothers are considered to be well related to the existing built form of the villages.

We note that the draft boundary of Reed excluded the farmyard site despite it being within the village and despite it being largely previously developed land with large agricultural 
buildings and hardstandings which cover most of the site area. This part of the village would benefit greatly from development which would not only provide much needed housing and 
facilities, but would also enhance this part of the conservation area.

We therefore reiterate our previous comments and strongly urge that this previously developed site within the built form of the village is actually included within the settlement limits.

In Barkway for example the site is close to the proposed new school, which was proposed identified in the Local Plan. Development of this site for housing, together with others in the 
village, could help to fund the provision of a new school and other facilities thus enhancing the villages sustainability.

1286 5 Lovett

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

It is with regret that I find I have to contact the N.H.D.C. with another objection. 
Of course these building projects are not suitable for Barkway Village. All objections were put forward when we had proposed Gypsy Sites and the village is exactly the same now with no 
facilities for more homes of any kind. The infrastructure is just not here. We have no Doctors and Barley Surgery is full. We have one very small village school. We have no food shops. 
The roads leading to the village could not take more traffic. We have a protected ground water source. The bus service is very very limited. As for employment prospects Barkway has 
none. All the land in question is Greenfield and high grade agricultural land and all is outside the current village boundary. This obviously will mean a change to the current village 
boundary.

1294 3 Courtice & Beale

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

We love living here because of the village's size and community spirit.ROur objections to Barkway as a location for low-cost housing are for the following reasons:
Barkway is in a conservation area. 
None of the sites are "brown field" IE All the sites are currently part of the countryside.
Sites 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 and 22 are areas of top grade agricultural land, which would far better serve our community by growing food. 
Site 23 is an area of great natural beauty and boasts some of the oldest trees in the village and is home to a vast array of wild plants and animals. The grass land provides crucial 
grazing for the Barkway Stud Farm. 
The sewage and water infrastructure in Barkway is already at breaking point within the village and would be unable to support so many extra houses. 
The bus service is in-frequent and unreliable.
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Living in Barkway is not "low-cost". It requires a car to travel to local amenities in Royston, like the comprehensive school, school, leisure centre and the local supermarket. 
Barkway has very few businesses. Those that do exist are struggling to survive in the economic climate. Thus there aren't any new jobs in the village. Anyone moving to Barkway will 
have to find work elsewhere.
The inevitable large increase in traffic would ruin the village atmosphere. 
The village does not have a doctor. The nearest GP practice accepting new patients is 5 miles away in Royston. 
The local primary school is tiny and could not cope with a large influx of children. 
Barkway does not have a shop.

1294 4 Courtice & Beale

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

We write to you to express our fervent objections to building sites 17 to 23 inclusive, in the village of Barkway.
We love living here because of the village's size and community spirit.

Our objections to Barkway as a location for low-cost housing are for the following reasons:
Barkway is in a conservation area
None of the sites are 'brownfield' i.e all the sites are currently part of the countryside.
Sites 17,18,19,20,21 and 22 are areas of top grade agricultural land, which would far better serve our community by growing food.
Site 23 is an area of great natural beauty and boasts some of the oldest trees in the village and is home to a vast array of wild plants and animals. The grass land provides crucial 
grazing for the Barkway Stud Farm.
There are conservation orders held to preserve the trees.
The sewage and water infrastructure in Barkway is already at breaking point within the village and would be unable to support so many extra houses.
The bus service is in-frequent and unreliable.
Living in Barkway is not 'low-cost'. It requires a car to travel to local amenities in Royston, like the comprehensive school, school, leisure centre and the local supermarket.
Barkway has very few businesses. Those that do exist are struggling to survive in the economic climate. Thus there aren't any new jobs in the village. Anyone moving to Barkway will 
have to find work elsewhere.
The inevitable large increase in traffic would ruin the village atmosphere.
The village does not have a doctor. The nearest GP practice accepting new patients is 5 miles away in Royston.
The local primary school is tiny and could not cope with a large influx of children.
Barkway does not have a shop.

1302 3 Macintosh

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I have read the North Herts District Counsil proposal for additional housing within the region and have obviously studied the proposals for my local area, particularly the village of 
Barkway. 
I am aware that this is only at proposal stage at present but I must object in the strongest manner possible about the proposed additional sites around the village of Barkway. It defies 
belief that any organization would wish to build houses in and around Barkway for the following reasons:
1. All of these plots are on Greenfield sites. I thought that it was still government policy to build on brownfield sites first and only build on Greenfield sites in extremis. There are a large 
amount of brownfield sites available in the county that should be considered first. 
2. I'm also very surprised that these sites are being considered around a village that does not have any local amenities at all ¿ no shops, no doctors, very limited bus service, a tiny 
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school that would not be able to accommodate a large influx of new pupils, etc.
3. Due to the fact that there are no local amenities there are also very limited employment opportunities. This would have very large ramifications on the local populous and 
infrastructure. 
4. All of the proposed sites are on high grade agricultural land and are on protected groundwater source land. 
5. All of these sites are outside the boundary of the village itself ¿ therefore this would mean that in effect these houses would be an enclosed housing estate on their own outside a tiny 
village with no supporting infrastructure.
I am amazed that these sites are actually being considered and I must strongly advise that they are discounted from this proposal process at the earliest stage possible.

1335 3 Smith

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I write to state my objection to the seven proposed sites in and around Barkway.

Apart from the sites being outside the current village boundary they are Greenfield and high grade agricultural land.

The village does not have any resources to support increased housing,  We have no shop or amenities and only a very limited bus service.

To propose any additional housing in a "Village" community is totally unrealistic.

Again I repeat I am totally opposed to the proposals.

1336 3 Smith

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I write to state my objection to the seven proposed sites in and around Barkway.

Apart from the sites being outside the current village boundary they are Greenfield and high grade agricultural land.

The village does not have any resources to support increased housing,  We have no shop or amenities and only a very limited bus service.

To propose any additional housing in a "Village" community is totally unrealistic.

Again I repeat I am totally opposed to the proposals.

1359 3 Blake

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

We write to express our strong opposition to the proposed additional housing in the village of Barkway.  

We moved here in 1987 to enjoy the beautiful surroundings of North Hertfordshire, and consider Barkway to be a prime example of this beauty, in a Conservation Area. The proposed 
sites for housing are totally unsuitable, both to their surroundings and to the everyday life in the village.  There is grave concern relating to the destruction of wildlife in the area.
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We have no shopping or employment/medical facilities here, and any new residents will have to travel in order to find both of these amenities. The bus service is a limited one. This, 
obviously, means more private cars in the area.  We are, at present,  looking into the provision of a dozen affordable homes on the Wheatsheaf Meadow site to the North of the village.

We already have a surfeit of large lorries speeding through the High Street ¿ routed via  their Sat Nav ¿ and which pose a distinct threat to life and limb.

The High Street has to be used for car parking, due to the fact that the houses which line it are of an age when no garage facilities were built.   Any more cars travelling through the 
village to and from work/shops etc would be totally unfeasible and create a danger: not only to the public but to the houses themselves ¿ most of which are built with no foundations 
whatsoever.  There is no street lighting.

All sites mentioned in the proposal are Greenfield sites and on high grade agricultural land, which is a very valuable resource in this present day and age, to this country for the ever 
growing demand for food production.

Opinion in the village is so very strong in opposition to these plans, that it is envisaged that any protest group will gain very effective and newsworthy publicity for the cause of preserving 
our precious village heritage in this country.  We have a buoyant, caring community in Barkway and have no wish to see this close community destroyed.

We very sincerely hope these proposals will be rejected.

1359 4 Blake

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

We write to express our strong opposition to the proposed additional housing in the village of Barkway.

We moved here in 1987 to enjoy the beautiful surroundings of North Hertfordshire, and consider Barkway to be a prime example of this beauty, in a conservation Area. The proposed 
sites for housing are totally unsuitable, both to their surroundings and to the everyday life in the village. There is grave concern relating to the destruction of wildlife in the area.

We have no shopping or employment/medical facilities here, and any new residents will have to travel in order to find both of these amenities. The bus service is a limited one. This, 
obviously, means more private cars in the area. We are, at present, looking into the provision of a dozen affordable homes on the Wheatsheaf Meadow site to the North of the village.

We already have a surfeit of large lorries speeding through the High Street - routed via their Sat Nav - and which pose a distinct threat to life and limb.

The High Street has to be used for car parking, due to the fact that the houses which line it are of an age when no garage facilities were built. Any increase in the number of cars 
travelling through the village to work/shops etc would be totally unfeasible and create a danger: not only to the public but to the houses themselves - most of which are built with no 
foundations whatsoever. There is no street lighting.

All sites mentioned in the proposal are greenfield sites and on high grade agricultural land, which is a very valuable resource in this present day and age, to this country for the ever 
growing demand for food production.

Opinion in the village is so very strong in opposition to these plans, that it is envisaged that any protest group will gain very effective and newsworthy publicity for the cause of preserving 
our precious village heritage in this country. We have a buoyant, caring community in Barkway and have no wish to see this close community destroyed.
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We very sincerely hope these proposals will be rejected.

1394 6 Whitehead

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to log my objection to all seven proposed sites for additional new housing in and around the village of Barkway.

My reasoning for this objection are as follows:

The village has poor public transport links. The village is already under strain from private car and lorry use, which is causing structural damage to roadside properties and noise pollution 
for residents. Any development will increase the volume of traffic. Indeed, the lack of public transport means that a car is essential for life in Barkway so that ammenities such as shops, 
GP surgeries, schools etc. (which the village doesn't have) can be accessed elsewhere.

The site is on greenfield and high grade agricultural land. This seems a poor use of land when there are many brown field sites that could be redeveloped first.

Barkway is blessed with beautiful countryside and a number of lovely footpaths particularly between Barkway and Reed. Many people visit Barkway at the weekends to enjoy the local 
walking. Some of the proposed sites appear to be on the land we currently walk and ride on. Again, future developments will compromise the beauty and tranquillity of the local area.

The rural nature of Barkway means there are virtually no employment prospects. Coupled with the fact there are no shops or amenities means, I believe, that we do not have the 
resources to support increased housing in the village.

Finally, Barkway is an historic village that has changed little over the past two centuries. By imposing new developments on the village, the beauty and history of the village will be 
eroded. The council should be treating Barkway as a jewel in its' crown, not continually threatening its' existence with ill-conceived building plans.

I trust my objections will be considered during the consultation process.

1398 3 West

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

In general all the suggested sites 17-23 are using good agricultural land when the pressure is now for the UK to grow more of its own food, reducing the dependency on foreign imported 
food.  Also any additional housing development will increase traffic in an already busy High Street.  Site 17:- Access from Burrs Lane into High Street dangerous now and with increased 
traffic to and from this site, accident risk would be high.  Site 20:- Would seem to be unsuitable for development as the only access would be via Gas Lane which is a very narrow private 
road with extremely poor sight lines where it joins the High Street.  Again a very high accident risk.  Increased housing development would result in the village being over-developed and 
loosing its' character, greatly increasing private car use and risk of accidents.  Current bus services are currently limited.  As for attracting more people to the village thus supporting the 
local economy - What local economy?

1428 3 Riches

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Dear Sir/Madam
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I wish to log my objection to all seven proposed sites for additional new housing in and around the village of Barkway.

My reasoning for this objection are as follows:

The village has poor public transport links.  Any development will increase the use of private cars, particularly through the High Street.  We already have a high volume of traffic and I am 
particularly anxious that this will increase with the additional housing.  This impacts on noise and safety for current residents.  In addition any family without a private car, moving into the 
area, would find it very difficult to access amenities and services such as the local GP surgery in Barley.

The sites are on greenfield sites and high grade agricultural land.  This seems a poor use of land when there are many brown field sites that could be redeveloped first.

Barkway is blessed with beautiful countryside and a number of lovely footpaths particularly between Barkway and Reed.  Many people visit Barkway at the weekends to enjoy the local 
walking.  Some of the proposed sites appear to be on the land we currently walk and ride on.  Again, future developments will compromise the beauty and tranquillity of the local area.

Finally, the rural nature of Barkway means there are virtually no employment prospects.  Coupled with the fact there are no shops or amenities means, I believe, that we do not have the 
resources to support increased housing in the village.

I trust my objections will be considered during the consultation process.

Yours faithfully,

Elizabeth Riches

1435 3 Tong

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object against development on any of the  sites in Barkway for the following reasons

All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Yours Sincerely
Caroline Tong

1486 3 West

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

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



Representation for 

Land Allocations: Additional Suggested Sites July 2009

Barkway

AgentRep No.Ref. Applicant

1. Infrastructure Bearing in mind that the extra sites under discussion are applied to all the surrounding villages and Royston. The impact of these proposals cannot be seen in isolation 
of just Barkway. Why have 7 sites many very large been identified in Barkway in comparison to other surrounding villages where only 2 or 3 sites have been suggested?
   a. Water We live in a very dry area and have been subject to water restrictions in the past, if the climate is going to become drier as is predicted how will there be sufficient water??.
 
  b. Education Even if the village of Barkway has a new school built , all the schools in the villages and Royston feed into 2 Middle Schools and 1 Senior School in Royston. 2 of these 
schools are accessed by a local residential road with narrow pavements. Buntingford takes some of the village children but this is served by 1 middle and 1 senior school.

c. Commuting There is no local industry so commuting is inevitable.

d. Traffic and Safety.
 There are insufficient off road parking spaces for the current residents of Barkway. Many houses on the High Street have no parking within their property, some have 1 space but have 
to back out into a busy High Street  Increased housing, more cars weaving there way up the High Street will lead to accidents. 

e. Agricultural Land We are constantly being told that we face food shortages in the future so is it sensible to build on agricultural land which could be brought back into food production? 

f.  Local Economy Constant reference to increasing the local economy. Most of the light industry has gone from Barkway except for the garages. Most people commute or are self 
employed.

g Regular Bus Service
   We do have a limited bus service which  mainly serves the northern tip of
   Barkway and is not suitable for most commuters. The most frequent busses serve only Royston and the other villages not Cambridge etc. Mid evening busses non existent. 

h. Amenities  No Shop, No Doctors surgery.

Individual Plots

17 Access by minor residential road, Use of Agricultural land. Exit onto the High Street poor because of parked cars on the road.

20 Unsuitable Access at the Southern end of the plot by single track road Gas lane Access onto the High Street appalling because the entrance is so narrow and sharp that your car has 
to proceed onto the main road to gain any visibility.
Access from the northern end would again use Burrs lane see above.

21. Agricultural land The tiny spur a the top of the plot onto gas lane passes immediately in front of houses. Car or pedestrian access  here would be totally unacceptable.

22, 19, and 18 These plots provide the best and safest road access, but they are on very large areas of  Agricultural Land and in this area there already a number of grey designated 
areas. Do we need so many houses and probably treble the size of the village??  NO  See above general comments.

1606 24 Davidson

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:
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This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and  minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is  Grade II agricusltural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The property adjacent to the property on its Western Boundary is a chicken and pig rearing farm, where there are already regualr complaints about odour and noise. It is hardly therefore 
suitable for additional housing

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The land identified has very poor current access either for porposed construction or for vehiucular access once construction is completed

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.
The site is bordered by a public right of way used by rambles and horse riders, and any property developement would reduce the natural and pretty aspect of this area for all users of the 
path.

1624 7 Nevin

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

My objections to the suggested further sites(and for that matter existing ones) are that :
1. The proposed number of affordable new houses would increase the population to such an extent as to completely change the character of the village,both as to its social composition 
and the environment-some Greenfield grade 2 agricultural land(vide.no 21)-whereas a lesser and more gradual assimilation would be more acceptable.
2. The road infrastructure (and no doubt other)is not suitable to take such a large extra burden-already straining as it does under the pressure of present usage,especially by heavy 
goods vehicles.
3. There is not much of a local economy to support.
4. There is no indication of how many houses are to be built on each site. Although the term'affordable' suggests as many as possible on a given plot and that their style would be out of 
keeping with others in the village.
5. To allow to such building is completely alien to previous planning practice.

1657 3 Smalley

BarkwayDocument Section:
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I understand there is a proposal under consideration to develop seven different sites, totalling 37 acres, in and around Barkway for the provision of 450 new homes.

I am writing to you because, in principle, I object to the proposal for the following reasons:-
1. Barkway is a small village with a limited bus service, and developments can only increase the use of private cars, and at peak times the High Street is already full to capacity.
2. Barkway has no shop, and little infrastructure to cater for any more people.
3. I believe the above should also apply to schools locally.
4. I believe land surrounding Barkway is excellent quality agricultural land, and that use should be protected, as in the long term it is probably more valuable than covering it with houses.
5. To my knowledge, there is little or no employment in Barkway, and any new homes will house people who will have to travel elsewhere to work, thus aggravating the issue of further 
private cars.
6. I believe the sites are either greenfield or greenbelt, which I believe should be protected.
7. I have read that many recent developments in the countryside have been built, unwisely, on or close to flood plains, with serious subsequent regret. I would imagine that would 
comprise a further impediment to building houses on any of these sites.

I believe there is pressure on the SOuth East of England to build more houses than elsewhere in the country. It follows that there is pressure, both on agricultural land and greenbelt but, 
unfortunately, the infrastructure, including schools, buses, etc., is already at full capacity.

Personally speaking, I believe houses should be built on derelict land, which should be restored. I do hope these proposals are not pursued.

1686 3 Kowalski

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

All sites are outside the village boundary, and nearly all sites are grade II agricultural land. 
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The village of Barkway does not have any shops or other amenites such as a doctors surgery. This situation is already undesirable, even without additional numbers of residents.
The village offers no employment prospects and is therefore essentially a dormitory or commuter village.
All sites would cause an increase in the use of private cars and parking, which is already problematic in the village.
The village has a very limited bus service, part of which is only run during school term times. This cannot realistically facilitate commuting to work in neighbouring towns or making 
connections to London/Cambridge trains.
Specifically, sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest. Site 23 containing the wooded area behind the north end of the High Street has in the past been described 
as one of the defining characteristics of the village.
Additionally, the pros and cons presented with the proposal for consideration seem arbitrary and inconsistent between sites, which makes me question their validity.

1822 3 Matthew

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I have studied the 7 sites proposed in the village of Barkway and feel all of them are not suitable for housing development. My reasons are as follows:
* All sites sit outside the current village boundary and will therefore enlarge the village if they were to be developed.
* There is little local economy, therefore, new residents will look outside the village for employment resulting in more commuting.
* The village has no shop(s) to support a further population increase. Therefore, again increasing the need for commuting and additional car traffic.
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* The bus service is very limited indeed and would certainly not support an increased village community nor diminish the increased commuting requirement.
* The village primary school is small and I do not believe could support any significant increase of pupils created by additional housing.
* Additional housing will increase traffic through the High Street, a road already congested, poorly maintained and used extensively by a significant number of heavy goods vehicles.
* All proposed sites are grade 2 agricultural land. The council should be looking to develop brown filed sites in the district before taking up good agricultural land that the country will need 
in the future to feed an ever growing population. Alternatively, the use of poor agricultural land, already land locked but, close to amenities and good roads, for example Site 37, Royston, 
adjacent to the A505 bypass may be considered.

I would be pleased if you would include these comments within your final consultations.

1829 3 Alsop

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I have studied the 7 sites proposed in the village of Barkway and feel all of them are not suitable for housing development. My reasons are as follows:
* All sites sit outside the current village boundary and will therefore enlarge the village if they were to be developed.
* There is little local economy, therefore, new residents will look outside the village for employment resulting in more commuting.
* The village has no shop(s) to support a further population increase. Therefore, again increasing the need for commuting and additional car traffic.
* The bus service is very limited indeed and would certainly not support an increased village community nor diminish the increased commuting requirement.
* The village primary school is small and I do not believe could support any significant increase of pupils created by additional housing.
* Additional housing will increase traffic through the High Street, a road already congested, poorly maintained and used extensively by a significant number of heavy goods vehicles.
* All proposed sites are grade 2 agricultural land. The council should be looking to develop brown filed sites in the district before taking up good agricultural land that the country will need 
in the future to feed an ever growing population. Alternatively, the use of poor agricultural land, already land locked but, close to amenities and good roads, for example Site 37, Royston, 
adjacent to the A505 bypass may be considered.

I would be pleased if you would include these comments within your final consultations.

1857 3 Tong

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object to all the planned sites in barkway for the following reasons-

All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Yours Sincerely
Alan Tong

1899 3 Coleman
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BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to object to the planning application on the following grounds:

All sites are grade II (bar one) and are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK).

All sites are outside the village boundary in Greenbelt designated land.

All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2

All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use and in these days of global warming the increased use of cars are unsustainable.

The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops, no doctor's surgery or amenities.

The village offers no employment prospects

The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support people commuting to work in neighbouring towns.

Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Hertfordshire Homes over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site, and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.

Sites 17 and 29 are adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and smells.

Site 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest.

Site 18 is located between historic park and gardens as well as recreational spaces.

Site 19 and 20 are abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.

The land is a Greenfield site and designated and used for agricultural use once the farmland is gone it can never be regained.

Please ensure that my concerns are fully considered and thank you for keeping me informed about this application.

2834 5 Barkway Parish Council - 

Chairman

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

It is the Parish Councils view, that we object to these sites being considered for proposed residential use

All sites are outside the village boundary
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All sites are Grade II Agricultural land ( amongst the top 10% land in the UK) and should remain as agricultural land to ensure we are able ot meet our future foodstuffs needs
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects, having no major employers  or industry.
The village has a very limited regular bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring towns
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC)  over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
Sites 17 and 20 are adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours
Sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest
Site 18 is located between historic park and gardens as well as recreational spaces
Sites 19 and 20 are abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.

2921 8 Richards

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I have used your software on your site www.north-herts.gov.uk but have had no response. I am therefore emailing you to object to the proposed sites atound Barkway for the following 
reasons. 
All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK) 
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
Sites 17 and 20 are adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours
Sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest
Site 18 is located between historic park and gardens as well as recreational spaces
Sites 19 and 20 are abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.
I am specifically objecting to the proposed site 17, access for which would have to be along Burrs Lane - anorrow lane with no pavement thst is also a public footpath. The increased 
traffic would be extremely dangerous, therfore to pedestrians and residents.

2922 3 Swan

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I have used the software on your website www.north-herts.gov.uk but have had no response. I am therfore emailing you to OBJECT to the proposed sites around Barkway for the 
following reasons.

All sites are grade 2 agricultural land - amongst the top 10% land in the UK.
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All sites are outside the village boundary

All sites are on a protected groundwater Source protection zone 2

All sites would caused an increase in the need for private car use or public transport (but the latter is currently very limited).

The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities.

The village has no employment prospects

I am specifically objecting to site 17, access for which would have to be along Burrs lane - a narrow lane with no pavement that is also a public footpath. The increased traffic would 
therefore be dangerous for pedestrians and residents.

2922 6 Swan

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
Sites 17 and 20 are adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours
Sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest
Site 18 is located between historic park and gardens as well as recreational spaces
Sites 19 and 20 are abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.

2959 28 English Heritage

BarkwayDocument Section:

CommentRepresentation:

The historic core of Barkway is very linear, consisting almost solely of the High Street.  A number of the proposed site allocations would not respect this character and could harm the 
conservation area and various listed buildings.  This includes sites 17, 20, 21 and 23, with the latter site being particularly problematic as it lies within the conservation area.  We also 
have concerns regarding sites 18, 19 and 22, which would affect the setting of the Grade II registered park and garden at Cokenach and encroach onto the open space currently 
separating Barkway and the park.

2961 3 Humphreys

BarkwayDocument Section:

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



Representation for 

Land Allocations: Additional Suggested Sites July 2009

Barkway

AgentRep No.Ref. Applicant

ObjectRepresentation:

Any residential development in Barkway would be inappropriate at the above sites because:-

They are all classified as grade 2 agricultural lands and with the global pressure on food production their removal would in inappropriate.

They are also classed as being within the "Ground water source protection zone" which is another resource which should not be tampered with.

To build here is environmental crazy, there is no employment here for people locally, and therefore it would become a larger commuter area with more vehicles on our poorly maintained 
roads and extra vehicle emissions.

There would be no impact on local services as we have none, no shops, no doctors, no senior schools, no recreational facilities and limited bus times and routes.

In my view, residential development should be where the local economy can absorb it, extend towns where there are the services and transport links to enable people to have all the 
facilities they need within reach, without the impact on the environment.

3453 3 Warren

BarkwayDocument Section:

CommentRepresentation:

As a resident of Barkway I am making my opinion clear to you on the proposed new sites. 
I understand and fully accept the need for new affordable housing for local people. 
My understanding is that such development is currently under discussion with regard to the Wheatsheaf Meadow and adjacent sites. My information is that this would cope with the 
identified housing needs for local residents. 
We are therefore considering, in the sites numbered 17 to 23, land for new homes in the village for people coming to the village to live, from elsewhere. 
There is, as far as I know, no significant new employment WITHIN the village so this is a lifestyle choice which may well be self defeating. 
The very nature of the village, and its undoubted desirability as a place to live, depends in great part on its current size and the controls in place because it is a conservation area. The 
argument may be made that some of these sites are outside that area, but I contend that, nevertheless, they have an adverse effect on the conservation area and, as the homes are not 
for village people (see previous paragraph) , it is hard to imagine why it would be a good idea to place new homes here. 
Poor bus services 
no village shop/doctor/post office 
small school up to age 9 only 
So new residents would either rely on an upgrade in bus services, or more likely, would use private cars on narrow roads with risks beyond the carbon footprint issue. 
Considering the sites one by one 
17 Prime agricultural land adjacent to a chicken farm. My main objection is that all traffic leaving this site does so down Burrs Lane which has a highly obstructed and difficult traffic 
junction with the High Street. This one must surely be rejected. 
18 Prime agricultural land outside the village perimeter and would restrict the potential growth of village facilities in the recreation ground and village hall; again surely this has to be 
rejected 
19 Prime agricultural land outside the village perimeter and would restrict the potential growth of village facilities at the village hall; again surely this has to be rejected 
20 Access here is dismally poor through Gas Lane, and the shape of the site itself is not conducive to multiple houses. As a site for a single house it may be OK. 
21 It is adjacent to one of the few facilities we have; the pub and garage , road access is OK. There may well be groundwater and archaeology problems but that aside it might be a less 
worse alternative. It would depend on what type and quantity of housing was considered 
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22 This is adjacent to other sites already under consideration. It is a huge site and could change the nature of the village if dense housing is intended. It can only go ahead if, within the 
site, there are extra facilities of a shop/post office/medical centre perhaps/ other village services. That brings the problem of financial viability of such provision, so as I am sure the 
council or its ratepayers would not want to subsidise it, it is just too big and should be rejected. Organic small scale growth may get there one day but a huge single development will 
destroy the village character 
23 It has archaeological interest and is a favoured walk for residents and visitors. Access would have to be via Royston Road near to a bend which has safety implications. It is in a 
conservation area so I presume planning regulations will be strictly adhered to which may put off a developer. It would depend on what type and quantity of housing was considered 
I trust these comments are helpful however I really cannot find a justification for adding hugely to a conservation village with no facilities. There have to be better places.

3952 15 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

BarkwayDocument Section:

CommentRepresentation:

In terms of public transport, the main bus corridor through Barkway is the B1368 High St.  Given the linear nature of development of Barkway along this road, sites located on the current 
boundary of the existing built up area are likely to be within 400m of bus services along this road.  A number of bus services are available, however these only provide limited services 
only and these sites would therefore not score highly in terms of sustainability.

4511 1 Piper

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to register my objection to the proposed new sites for additional housing for the following reasons
All sites are on Greenfield sites. 
All are on high grade agricultural land 
The village has very limited resources to support any increased development such as: a very limited bus service to surrounding towns and villages; no shops, doctor or dentist surgeries; 
one school up to Key stage 1 pupils only.
Development of these sites would permanently spoil an area of outstanding rural beauty.

4513 1 Dalton

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

As a resident of Barkway I am making my opinion clear to you on the proposed new sites. In general terms I oppose them for the reasons below, and in detail find that all bar one of 
them are unsuitable in detailed terms. 
I understand and fully accept the need for new affordable housing for local people. 
My understanding is that such development is currently under discussion with regard to the Wheatsheaf Meadow and adjacent sites. My information is that this would cope with the 
identified housing needs for local residents. 
We are therefore considering, in the sites numbered 17 to 23, land for new homes in the village for people coming to the village to live, from elsewhere. 
There is, as far as I know, no significant new employment WITHIN the village so this is a lifestyle choice which may well be self defeating. 
The very nature of the village, and its undoubted desirability as a place to live, depends in great part on its current size and the controls in place because it is a conservation area. The 
argument may be made that some of these sites are outside that area, but I contend that, nevertheless, they have an adverse effect on the conservation area and, as the homes are not 
for village people (see previous paragraph) , it is hard to imagine why it would be a good idea to place new homes here. 
Poor bus services 
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no village shop/doctor/post office 
So new residents would either rely on an upgrade in bus services, or more likely, would use private cars on narrow roads with risks beyond the carbon footprint issue. 
Considering the sites one by one 
17 Prime agricultural land adjacent to a chicken farm. It would lead immediately to the chicken farm owner demanding approval to change use to housing (he sails close to the wind on 
that already), and in any case the main objection is that all traffic leaving this site does so down Burrs Lane which has a highly obstructed and difficult traffic junction with the High Street. 
This one must surely be rejected. 
18 Prime agricultural land outside the village perimeter and would restrict the potential growth of village facilities in the recreation ground and village hall; again surely this has to be 
rejected 
19 Prime agricultural land outside the village perimeter and would restrict the potential growth of village facilities at the village hall; again surely this has to be rejected 
20 Access here is dismally poor through Gas Lane, and the shape of the site itself is not conducive to multiple houses. As a site for a single house it may be OK. 
21 Here only the general arguments about facilities and traffic apply. It is a sort of in fill. |It is adjacent to one of the only facilities we have; the pub, and road access is OK. There may 
well be groundwater and archaeology problems but that aside it might be a less worse alternative. It would depend on what type and quantity of housing was considered 
22 This is adjacent to other sites already under consideration. It is a huge site and a decision should be deferred until that other site is decided. Surely it can only go ahead if, within the 
site, there are extra facilities of a shop/post office/medical centre perhaps/ other village services. That brings the problem of financial viability of such provision, so as I am sure the 
council or its ratepayers would not want to subsidise it, it is just too big and should be rejected. Organic small scale growth may get there one day but a huge single development will 
destroy the village character 
I trust these comments are helpful. I am trying to be even handed. Nevertheless I really cannot find a justification for adding hugely to a conservation village with no facilities. There have 
to be better places

4514 1 McGow

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to object to the planning application on the following grounds:
All sites are Grade II (bar one) and are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary in greenbelt designated land.
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use and in these days of global warming the increased use of cars are unsustainable.
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops, no doctor's surgery or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support people commuting to work in neighbouring towns.
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Hertfordshire Homes over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
Sites 17 and 20 are adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and smells
Sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest
Site 18 is located between historic park and gardens as well as recreational spaces
Sites 19 and 20 are abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.
The land is a Greenfield site and designated and used for agricultural use once the farmland is gone it can never be regained.

4516 1 Dearman

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:
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We wish to raise our strong objections to the proposed housing sites around the Village of Barkway Herts.
The village is a very small community which is unable to sustain a development of the size that is being proposed. We have no shops, no medical facilities, very limited public transport 
and one very small first school. In addition the road congestion this proposal would cause would be in tolerable.
We moved to the village six months ago and were surprised at how busy the main road is now, we are also faced with the possibility of increased road traffic if the Barkway Golf 
proposals go ahead, house building in addition to this would make the whole village an intolerable noisy place to live, even after the houses were built the increase in traffic would make 
this village a nightmare with dangerous roads waiting for accidents to happen, the village is already used by heavy lorries and cars as a cut through to Cambridge and Royston. We for 
one would never had moved to this area had we know the council were even considering a house building programme of this size. 
On a personal level we live backing on to the paddocks, site twenty three for the proposed housing, we strongly object to this and will make our view known at every turn . The area is of 
aculugical interest and incubuses a large number of what I would think are protected trees. We are very upset and angry at this proposal, we have semi retried from a town to what we 
thought would be a quite place to live and now looks like it too will turn into a noisy town.
The village would have to have at least one school built in order to support the education needs for the children who would live in these houses, what would they do during summer 
holidays, the proposed sites as we can see take away the one place they may play now the playing fields. If you build the number of homes suggested this would change the whole area 
in our opinion and create an environment with no facilities which in turn is likely to create increased crime, caused by boredom, noise and accidents caused by the traffic and community 
frustration caused by the overall general lack of essential facilities.

4673 1 Hatley

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

RE: Land allocations in Barkway (North Herts.)

I want to object to all the proposed sites for new housing in the area surrounding Barkway village.

The main reasons for this are:

(i) The proposed increased housing would place a significant strain on the already stretched infrastructure; this includes that of the roads, schools, sewerage and amenities.
(ii) The increased traffic flow would cause an unwelcome increase in noise pollution and congestion.
(iii) New housing would detract from, and dilute, the historical character of Barkway village.
(iv) Better locations exist for new homes with better road/rail links and with proportionate amenities.

4705 1 Connolly

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object to the proposed additional housing sites in Barkway.  The sheer scale of the proposals is totally overwhelming for a village the size of Barkway.  All the sites are outside the 
current village boundary and are on agricultural land.  The village has very limited resources and cannot support this level of development.  We have no shops, very little employment 
and only a very limited bus service therefore any development would result in an increase in the number of vehicles on the road.

4713 2 Taylor

BarkwayDocument Section:

CommentRepresentation:

I believe that a limited and mixed development within Barkway would be of benefit to the village. Currently there are 7 proposed sites, one of which would provide sufficient growth to the 
village. Any more than one would be out of proportion with the size of the village and would swamp the limited resources available. Large scale development would also tragically alter 
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the character of this ancient and facinating village. I believe any development should focus on housing for the elderly and families. 

Site 18, in my opinion, offers the best option for development. I provided enough space for a mixed development without changing the nature of the village. It is also the closest site to 
the village hall and recreation ground - the two best used amenities in the village.

4757 1 Harris

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I learn from the Barkway Village website with deep dismay, of the current Land Allocations for potential housing development. Whilst I understand and appreciate the UK need for 
additional housing, it beggars belief that the various sites proposed for Barkway Village should receive any serious consideration. Whilst not wanting to take the obvious 'Nimby' 
approach, I feel compelled to write and register my objection to any further consideration of the Barkway sites for potential development and urge you to remove them from any such 
plans.

4872 1 Harris

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I learn from the Barkway Village website with deep dismay, of the current Land Allocations for potential housing development. Whilst I understand and appreciate the UK need for 
additional housing, it beggars belief that the various sites proposed for Barkway Village should receive any serious consideration. Whilst not wanting to take the obvious 'Nimby' 
approach, I feel compelled to write and register my objection to any further consideration of the Barkway sites for potential development and urge you to remove them from any such 
plans.

4891 1 Gillham

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

As a Barkway resident from birth (66 years) it has always been the policy not to build outside the village boundary.  All the proposed sites are on agricultural land which goes against all 
building regulation.  Why villages are targeted for extra housing I do not know, because since I have lived in the village we have lost numerous shops and public houses, we are left with 
one public house and village school, which certainly will not be able to cope with the extra influx of families.  The only reliable form of travel is the family car which will add to the already 
overloaded High Street.

5044 1 Barkway Village Hall

BarkwayDocument Section:

CommentRepresentation:

It is not our place to comment on individual sites but we ask that if more than five housing units are allocated, then consideration be given to each site allocated contributing towards the 
cost of upgrading our Village Hall.

5213 1 Swan

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
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All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
Sites 17 and 20 are adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours
Sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest
Site 18 is located between historic park and gardens as well as recreational spaces
Sites 19 and 20 are abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.

5213 4 Swan

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
Sites 17 and 20 are adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours
Sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest
Site 18 is located between historic park and gardens as well as recreational spaces
Sites 19 and 20 are abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.

6275 1 Toms

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I write this letter to place my objection to any volume development being carried out within Barkway or it's surrounding area.

The grounds for my objections are that our village has no resources to support increased housing, as it has no shops or amenities and we have an extremely limited bus service.

I also notice that all the proposed sites are Greenfield sites and are high grade agricultural land.

It in addition has to be noted that as a village we have almost nothing to offer employment-wise.

I write this letter to place my objection to any volume development being carried out within Barkway or it's surrounding area.
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The grounds for my objections are that Barkway is a small village with very few amenities / services such as shops or regular bus service, meaning that any sizeable development would 
stress an ever increasing problem with traffic through and around the village.

I appreciate that some development is inevitable but any large developments would not be fitting for this area.

6307 1 Alexander

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I understand from your website that the North Herts District Council are in consultation regarding additional housing for the village of Barkway. The residents have just recovered from a 
projected site for travellers which was dropped and many of the objections to that are the same for this latest initiative. 
As a resident for 5 years since retirement, we have enjoyed being in such a delightful village as Barkway - a conservation village surrounded by an unspoilt countryside and agricultural 
land. 
Our main objection to your proposals is that you are considering agricultural land for housing - this should be protected for future generations - as the population increases so will be the 
need for this land. Also all the sites are greenfield which in other areas has been stolen - when will this stop? We also understand that the sites are all on a protected, groundwater 
source. 
We would also point out that there are a large number of listed buildings in the village - our's being one - which are already being affected by heavy traffic, used as an alternative to the 
A10. We have noticed cracks increasing in ceillings and walls. Additional housing will inevitably add to this problem as there will be an increase in cars etc through the High Street. There 
is a regular bus service which is very limited and unlikely to be acceptable to some working residents, therefore a car may be essential. The roads to, in and out of the village are unlikely 
to be able to sustain the excess traffic - they are and have been for some time - in desparate need of repair. 
There are no shops in the village and most businesses that do exist are individuals working from home and would not need to employ staff from the extra residents. You state that this 
proposal will improve the economy of the village - what economy?

6340 1 Kowalski

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I write to object and express my dismay that these additional housing sites are even being considered given the points set out below. 
All sites are outside the village boundary, and nearly all sites are grade II agricultural land. 
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The village of Barkway does not have any shops or other amenites such as a doctors surgery. This situation is already undesirable, even without additional numbers of residents.
The village offers no employment prospects and is therefore essentially a dormitory or commuter village.
All sites would cause an increase in the use of private cars and parking, which is already problematic in the village.
The village has a very limited bus service, part of which is only run during school term times. This cannot realistically facilitate commuting to work in neighbouring towns or making 
connections to London/Cambridge trains.
Specifically, sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest. Site 23 containing the wooded area behind the north end of the High Street has in the past been described 
as one of the defining characteristics of the village.
Additionally, the pros and cons presented with the proposal for consideration seem arbitrary and inconsistent between sites, which makes me question their validity.

6341 1 Kowalski

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I write to object, and express my concern that these additional housing sites are even being considered, given the points set out below:- 
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Any infill or extension of the current building envelope would be to the detriment of the existing community and our attractive environment. 
All sites are outside the village boundary, and nearly all sites are grade II agricultural land. All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2.
The village of Barkway does not have any shops or amenities such as a Doctors' surgery accessible on foot. This situation is already undesirable, even without additional residents. If 
developed, all sites would inevitably cause an increase in the use of private cars and parking, which is already a problem in the village.
The village offers no employment prospects and is therefore essentially a dormitory or commuter village with a very limited bus service, part of which is only run during school term times. 
This cannot realistically provide for commuting to work in neighbouring towns or making connections to London/Cambridge trains.
Specifically, sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest. The wooded area of mature trees behind the north end of the High Street (within site 23) has in the past 
been singled out as one of the village's defining characteristics worth conserving.

6354 1 Kowalski

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Any infill or extension of the current building envelope would be to the detriment of the existing community and our attractive environment. 
All sites are outside the village boundary, and nearly all sites are grade II agricultural land. All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2.
The village of Barkway does not have any shops or amenities such as a Doctors' surgery accessible on foot. This situation is already undesirable, even without additional residents. If 
developed, all sites would inevitably cause an increase in the use of private cars and parking, which is already a problem in the village.
The village offers no employment prospects and is therefore essentially a dormitory or commuter village with a very limited bus service, part of which is only run during school term times. 
This cannot realistically provide for commuting to work in neighbouring towns or making connections to London/Cambridge trains.
Specifically, sites 21 and 23 are in areas of significant archaeological interest. The wooded area of mature trees behind the north end of the High Street (within site 23) has in the past 
been singled out as one of the village's defining characteristics worth conserving.
Additionally, the pros and cons presented with the proposal for consideration seem arbitrary and inconsistent between sites, which makes me question their validity.

6356 1 Lee

BarkwayDocument Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The correct and emerging Core Strategy for the village is that development should only be allowed in principle within the village boundary: therefore none of these sites should be 
selected by the Council.
Particular comments as the insensitivity of the proposal and selection of each of these sites:
17 - Highly visible in the landscape from approach from Nuthampsted
18 - Highly visible from northern approach to the village, spoiling the setting of the playing Fieldd and the historic park to its north, and interrupting the open views to the woods beyond to 
the east 
19 - Highly prominent in landscape at north of village on the brow looking down to Newsells 
20 - Taking part of an orchard to rear of a listed house with clear views to east.
21 - To the rear of historic thatched building, and highly visible from approaches from south and from Nuthampsted
22 - As above, but an even more open classic farmed landscape
23 - Currently a parkland-type setting development of which would damage views to and from the Pump House and grade 1 listed church to the south, and from the High Street at the 
point opposite the listed Red House giving uninterrupted views to farmland to the west from those enjoying the High Street. 
Generally as to why these should not be selected:
Grade 2 land - to be preserved ¿ see national policies and North Herts development policy document
Lighting effects - the prominence of the sites on the village edge on the elevated Landscape Character Area will be very detrimental at night
Character Conservation Village with 50 listed buildings - a jewel for visitors, walkers and English history - any such new housing risks tipping Barkway over the edge, it having absorbed 
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its fair share of infill and back land development since the war, most of it sadly of poor design due to insufficient vision and planning quality control.
There are no facilities in the village except a pub and early years Church school, so there will be an unacceptable increase in car usuage and commuting out. The uncontrolled through 
traffic is already starining the social and physical fabric of High Street life - we cannot add to this at the fringes.
There are no jobs in the village ¿ meaning yet more commuting out: villages like this are not where the Council should be focusing its duty to provide sustainable jobs and homes.
A Policy Reminder
We are vey disappointed that the applicants are proposing sites either unaware of the latest thrust of policy (ie a focused spatial strategy aiming to build on key settlements with 
infrastructure, to enable the reduction in car travel in the light of the serious carbon challenge putting our very existence as we know it at risk, a pre-reqisite of policies seeking to ensure 
a heathly life style) or foregoing principles due to the prospect of financial gain to their individual not society's benefit. 
PPS1 - The LPA must protect and enhance the quality of the natural environment in rural areas ¿ these proposals cannot do that since they build on it
- The LPA must recognise the limits of the ability of environment to accept further development
- The aim is to provide decent homes in locations that reduce the need to travel (Barkway is a particularly fuel inefficient spot to drive in and out of by car due to the elevated topography 
and up and down roads)
- The overriding principle is sustainable deveopment
PPS1 Climate Change supplement
- The LPA must promote communities resilient to climate change
- The LPA must seek to reduce the need to travel, especially by car
- Para 24, concerning site selection: LPAs must take in to account whether there is a realistic choice of access other than the private car - clearly in isolated Barkway, even an 
improvement of the irregular bus serice will not satisfy new resident's desire for independence of and full timing flexibility (this could only be negated if any new housing where 
conditioned on the basis the owners, occupiers and visitors may not use cars - unrealistic currently that the planning committee would make such bold forward thinking moves with the 
twin policy benefit of making new housing more affordable as the 'less green majority' would choose not to compete for such housing)
PPS3 - Development should be in locations with good access to jobs, key services and infrastructure: Barkway does not have this locally
- Development must make effective use of land ie maximise previously developed land, and preserve high quality agricultural land that will becoming increasingly valuable to our security 
with world population increases and the inevitable seal level rise that will affect the productive low lying lands in the region within only 50 - 90 years - well within the early life of any new 
dwelllings.
- LPAs must have a focused spatial vision
- LPAs must account for future levels of accessibility
Draft Core Strategy NHDC 
- The preference is to direct housing to appropriate and sustainable locations
- The spatial vision is housing where there is good access to local shops, facilities and transport networks, with a range of local jobs.
In summary, whilst appreciating the Council has a duty to consult, it is clearly a case of having to go through a rather stressful and expensive process of re-explaining to the applicants 
and policy departments that such locations are totally inappropriate and ever more against policy. 
We trust they will all be rejected, and the Council can focus growth near to the large settlements that have so much to offer in other ways, but importantly the chance to move towards 
the vision of a society less dependent on the car. Barkway and similar small villages must remain special places for its residents who ensure its preservation and close nit community, 
and delight in visitors enjoying it periodically. The residents themselves must indeed embrace nnnovative ways of making the location more sustainable and their use of it less car 
dependent, but that is not the current question.
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0034 15 Dimsdale Phillips Planning Services

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

3.2. The site promoted consists of 1.04Ha of active agricultural land adjacent to the eastern boundary of the settlement envelope and is promoted for residential purposes. It is noted 
within the sustainability appraisal summary prepared by the Council that this is a Greenfield site classified as Grade 2 agricultural land and is also within a groundwater source protection 
zone too. It is also 
within active agricultural use. In these comments it is clear that this is not a sustainable site and 
would not result in the efficient use of land, which includes the preservation of best and most 
valuable farmland for future generations. 

3.3. While the site lies adjacent to the settlement boundary, it is not contiguous with this boundary and would be removed from being a visually contiguous form of development with the 
rest of the 
village. Accordingly it is considered that residential development upon this site is most likely to be visually intrusive into the surrounding countryside and would not respect the character 
and appearance of the village. 

3.4. Access to the site is not considered to be suitable for such a large site and may result in harm to the highway safety of existing uses within the locality.

0459 76 CPRE - The Hertfordshire 

Society

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This is a greenfield site outside the village boundary of Barkway, in the designated Rural Area beyond the Green Belt.  This is grade 2 agricultural land, development of which should only 
be allowed in unavoidable circumstances according to PPS7 paragraphs 28 ¿ 29.

1394 3 Whitehead

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to log my objection to all seven proposed sites for additional new housing in and around the village of Barkway.

My reasoning for this objection are as follows:

The village has poor public transport links. The village is already under strain from private car and lorry use, which is causing structural damage to roadside properties and noise pollution 
for residents. Any development will increase the volume of traffic. Indeed, the lack of public transport means that a car is essential for life in Barkway so that ammenities such as shops, 
GP surgeries, schools etc. (which the village doesn't have) can be accessed elsewhere.

The site is on greenfield and high grade agricultural land. This seems a poor use of land when there are many brown field sites that could be redeveloped first.

Barkway is blessed with beautiful countryside and a number of lovely footpaths particularly between Barkway and Reed. Many people visit Barkway at the weekends to enjoy the local 
walking. Some of the proposed sites appear to be on the land we currently walk and ride on. Again, future developments will compromise the beauty and tranquillity of the local area.
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The rural nature of Barkway means there are virtually no employment prospects. Coupled with the fact there are no shops or amenities means, I believe, that we do not have the 
resources to support increased housing in the village.

Finally, Barkway is an historic village that has changed little over the past two centuries. By imposing new developments on the village, the beauty and history of the village will be 
eroded. The council should be treating Barkway as a jewel in its' crown, not continually threatening its' existence with ill-conceived building plans.

I trust my objections will be considered during the consultation process.

1606 25 Davidson

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway, and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is  Grade II agricultural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The property adjacent to the property on its Western Boundary is a chicken and pig rearing farm, where there are already regualr complaints about odour and noise. It is hardly therefore 
suitable for additional housing

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new people to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The land identified has very poor current access either for proposed construction or for vehiucular access once construction is completed

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambrdige or Listers in Stevenage.
The site is bordered by a public right of way used by rambles and horse riders, and any property developement would reduce the natural and pretty aspect of this area for all users of the 
path.

1857 4 Tong

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object to any development on site 17 for the following reasons
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There is no suitable / safe road access. Burrs lane is too narrow for two way traffic and does not have a pavement for pedestrians.  There is no prospect of widening the road which is 
currently used by many people on foot for access to the nearby footpaths.

Site 17 is also adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm so is subject to noise and odours.

In addition to the above, the following objections apply to this site and all the others in Barkway.

All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Yours Sincerely
Alan Tong

2190 3 Humphreys

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

How ridiculous to think that development within Barkway is a sensible option.  There are no employment opportunities.  There are no facilities or services (no doctors, shops, schools, or 
recreational facilities).  There limited bus services, the north end of Barkway is better served than the south.  The roads are poor now, increased traffic will be detrimental and safety 
issues will increase.  Proposed sites are Grade 2 agricultural status, we need extra production, not reduce it.  Proposed sites are within a "Ground Water Source Protection Zone", we 
should protect these resources.

2921 3 Richards

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object to these sites being considered as possible land for housing on the following terms.   
All sites are Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
All sites are outside the village boundary
All sites are on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
All sites would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

2921 4 Richards

Site 17Document Section:
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The site is Grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)

The site is outside the village boundary

The site is on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2

The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use. Access would be down the very narrow Burrs lane which is also a public footpath with no pedestrian 
paving.

The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities

The village offers no employment prospects

The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.

It is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours.

2921 6 Richards

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Access to the site would be along Burrs lane - a narrow road with no pavement but is also a publec footpath. The increased traffic would therefore create a danger to pedestrians and 
local residents along the lane.
The site is Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
The site is outside the village boundary
The site is  on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
The site is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours

2922 4 Swan

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:
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The site is Grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
The site is outside the village boundary
The site is on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use. Access would be down the very narrow Burrs lane which is also a public footpath with no pedestrian 
paving.
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
It is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours.

2922 7 Swan

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Access to the site would be along Burrs lane - a narrow road with no pavement but is also a publec footpath. The increased traffic would therefore create a danger to pedestrians and 
local residents along the lane.
The site is Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
The site is outside the village boundary
The site is  on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
The site is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours

3950 56 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Historic 

Environment

Site 17Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

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 
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application for development.

3952 16 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

Site 17Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Plot 17: An access from Burrs Lane could be considered as problematic as the access corridor to the development is very narrow.  The vehicle to vehicle inter-visibility is also considered 
low. The Plot of this size could accommodate 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. Any implications such as the low level of visibility must be addressed.

4424 1 Solender

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

We wish to make the strongest possible objection to the Proposals for these particular sites as this is the end of the village where we live and have pertinent knowledge.

Firstly we would question the veracity of some of the Sustainability appraisal Summary Strengths.  It is not true that there is a regular bus service.  There is one bus per day Monday to 
Friday but this is essentially the Royston schools bus.  On Fridays there is one shopping bus to Cambridge and Saturdays there is one shopping bus in the morning, allowing 2 hours 
shopping in Royston.
There is a slightly better bus service at the other end of the village 20 minutes walk away.

Local services comprise a garage, a gastropub, a golf course and various artisans working from home including ladies doing reupholstery and home furnishings - surely little significant 
expansion would arise out of these Suggestions.
There are no shops in the village - the nearest being a small Londis/Post Office over 3 miles away in Barley.
any additional to the population would be unlikely to find local employment and the scope for affordable homes is minimal.  Any development would surely increase the present typical 
population spread of mainly retired people and commuters to Ware, Hertford and Stevenage to the south and Royston and London, South Cambridgeshire and Cambridge to the north.  
This would only serve to increase the car usage.  
Then we come to the question of the B1368.  This road is already overloaded, particularly at school times and rush hour and during the day by often heavy commercial traffic using it as 
a "rat run" from the A10 into Cambridgeshire, Suffolk and Norfolk avoiding Royston.
Any suitability of sites 17 and 21 for housing would be hindered by the periodic obnoxious smells emanating from a nearby free range egg & pig farm and a chicken fattening place 
respectively whenever the faeces is removed for disposal.
More locally, Gas Lane is an unadopted narrow lane wide enough for one vehicle and with a dangerous almost blind access onto the High Street. It would not be feasible as an access 
point for developments on sites 20 and 21.  Gas Lane also provides an important water course from the west down to the River Quin and floods, albeit rarely.
It appears that the postulation of site 20 involves an idea of the owner of the property adjacent to the north-eastern boundary to build a single bungalow.
Any proposal for development of sites 17 and 21 (and 18) is potentially more serious. 
These particular sites were kept out of the recent sale of the Cokenach Estate by the previous owner as long term investment because they border highways with adjacent basic services 
and could ultimately be put forward for housing development.  Even if turned down on this occasion it is likely that applications to develop these sites will be repeated over the years.
All these sites are on greenbelt farmland outside the village boundary.

We do not believe that these particular sites are suitable for going forward as Additional Suggested Sites.

4656 1 Taylor
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I would like to object to any plans to create more housing in Barkway village.  The village is very small and has very little facilities for the occupants.  It also has a wealth of historical 
buildings along the high street which already have problems coping with the level of traffic passing through the village as is, without creating even more traffic by building more homes. 

Lisa Taylor

4713 1 Taylor

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Barkway Site 17, Burrs Lane.
I object to the proposed site as it will provide little benefit but with the greatest level of disruption to local residents. Being a greenfield site at the end of Burrs lane it would destroy the 
local rural feel of the site and would also significantly increase the depth of the village away from the historically developed High Street, thus changing the nature of this historic village 
and conservation area.

Access down Burrs Lane is also very restricted and unable to support any increase in traffic levels. The entrance to Burrs Lane is on a blind bend of the already busy High Street, making 
any increase in its usage potentially dangerous.

4871 12 Smith

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

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

5213 2 Swan

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is Grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)

The site is outside the village boundary

The site is on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2

The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use. Access would be down the very narrow Burrs lane which is also a public footpath with no pedestrian 
paving.
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The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities

The village offers no employment prospects

The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.

It is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours.

5213 5 Swan

Site 17Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Access to the site would be along Burrs lane - a narrow road with no pavement but is also a publec footpath. The increased traffic would therefore create a danger to pedestrians and 
local residents along the lane.
The site is Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
The site is outside the village boundary
The site is  on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
The site is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours
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0034 17 Dimsdale Phillips Planning Services

Site 18Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

3.5. Site No. 18 consists of 1.45Ha of active agricultural land to the north eastern edge of Barkway with the site promoted for the use as a school/residential. This site is Greenfield, in 
active agricultural use and is classified as Grade 2 agricultural land and is within a groundwater source protection zone. In these comments it is clear that this is not a sustainable site 
and would not result in the efficient use of land, which includes the preservation of best and most valuable farmland for future generations. 

3.6. While this may be an appropriate location for a school adjacent to a recreation ground and would be a valuable resource for the village, it is not considered to be appropriate for 
residential use. The site is set away from the settlement boundary of the village and is sited adjacent to where the built character of the village becomes more linear in style. It would be 
inappropriate in the face of this established character, which provides a gentle visual introduction to the northern entrance to the village to prove development in depth. To do so would 
be harmful to the character of the village and the nearby historic parks and gardens.

0459 77 CPRE - The Hertfordshire 

Society

Site 18Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Again, this is a greenfield site outside the village boundary, and is grade 2 agricultural land.

1394 4 Whitehead

Site 18Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to log my objection to all seven proposed sites for additional new housing in and around the village of Barkway.

My reasoning for this objection are as follows:

The village has poor public transport links. The village is already under strain from private car and lorry use, which is causing structural damage to roadside properties and noise pollution 
for residents. Any development will increase the volume of traffic. Indeed, the lack of public transport means that a car is essential for life in Barkway so that ammenities such as shops, 
GP surgeries, schools etc. (which the village doesn't have) can be accessed elsewhere.

The site is on greenfield and high grade agricultural land. This seems a poor use of land when there are many brown field sites that could be redeveloped first.

Barkway is blessed with beautiful countryside and a number of lovely footpaths particularly between Barkway and Reed. Many people visit Barkway at the weekends to enjoy the local 
walking. Some of the proposed sites appear to be on the land we currently walk and ride on. Again, future developments will compromise the beauty and tranquillity of the local area.

The rural nature of Barkway means there are virtually no employment prospects. Coupled with the fact there are no shops or amenities means, I believe, that we do not have the 
resources to support increased housing in the village.

Finally, Barkway is an historic village that has changed little over the past two centuries. By imposing new developments on the village, the beauty and history of the village will be 
eroded. The council should be treating Barkway as a jewel in its' crown, not continually threatening its' existence with ill-conceived building plans.
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I trust my objections will be considered during the consultation process.

1606 26 Davidson

Site 18Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and  minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is  Grade II agricusltural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of employment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase 
in our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.

2190 4 Humphreys

Site 18Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

How ridiculous to think that development within Barkway is a sensible option.  There are no employment opportunities.  There are no facilities or services (no doctors, shops, schools, or 
recreational facilities).  There limited bus services, the north end of Barkway is better served than the south.  The roads are poor now, increased traffic will be detrimental and safety 
issues will increase.  Proposed sites are Grade 2 agricultural status, we need extra production, not reduce it.  Proposed sites are within a "Ground Water Source Protection Zone", we 
should protect these resources.

3950 57 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Historic 

Environment

Site 18Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

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 
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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 17 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

Site 18Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Plot 18, 19 & 22: Vehicle accesses from the Cambridge Road would be considered acceptable to plots 18 and 19 and also vehicle access from the Royston Road to serve plot 22.  
These sites with the accesses located centrally along the frontages may meet the safety requirements of a classified Main Distributor Road and to provide the optimum vehicle to vehicle 
inter visibility in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges.   These sites 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 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.

4713 3 Taylor

Site 18Document Section:

SupportRepresentation:

The best option of all of the proposed sites in Barkway - it is seperated from the heart of the ancient and protected village centre but is close to local amenities. Access from the Barley 
Road would be easy and not disruptive to any existing dwellings.

4871 13 Smith

Site 18Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.
I 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.
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0034 19 Dimsdale Phillips Planning Services

Site 19Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

3.7. This site lies opposite No. 18 but extends further out from the northern edge of the village and is set well away from the village settlement boundary. The site is 3.41Ha in size and is 
currently in 
agricultural use. The sustainability appraisal of the Council indicates that this is again land classified as Grade 2 agricultural land and is within a groundwater source protection zone. In 
these comments it is clear that this is not a sustainable site and would not result in the efficient use of land, which includes the preservation of best and most valuable farmland for future 
generations. 

3.8. The northern side of the highway also features a linear form of development with Site No. 19 overlapping slightly with the existing development in this area. The site is located well 
outside of the existing settlement boundary and if developed efficiently would feature development in depth which would be contrary to the existing built character of this part of Barkway. 
It is therefore considered to be an inappropriate location for additional residential development which the scale of site implies.

0459 78 CPRE - The Hertfordshire 

Society

Site 19Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This is another greenfield site outside the village boundary, classified as grade 2 agricultural land.  Its development would be a significant extension of Barkway into the Rural Area.

1606 27 Davidson

Site 19Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is Grade II agricultural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.
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The land has been unused for sometime and continues to lie dormant, due to an absent landowner. This land should and could easily be leased for farming enabling it to be used to 
support food demands in the UK.This wodl be a far more valuable use of this land than housing.

2190 5 Humphreys

Site 19Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

How ridiculous to think that development within Barkway is a sensible option.  There are no employment opportunities.  There are no facilities or services (no doctors, shops, schools, or 
recreational facilities).  There limited bus services, the north end of Barkway is better served than the south.  The roads are poor now, increased traffic will be detrimental and safety 
issues will increase.  Proposed sites are Grade 2 agricultural status, we need extra production, not reduce it.  Proposed sites are within a "Ground Water Source Protection Zone", we 
should protect these resources.

3950 19 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Historic 

Environment

Site 19Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

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 18 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

Site 19Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Plot 18, 19 & 22: Vehicle accesses from the Cambridge Road would be considered acceptable to plots 18 and 19 and also vehicle access from the Royston Road to serve plot 22.  
These sites with the accesses located centrally along the frontages may meet the safety requirements of a classified Main Distributor Road and to provide the optimum vehicle to vehicle 
inter visibility in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges.   These sites 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 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.

4713 4 Taylor

Site 19Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is too large - it would provide space for too many houses - beyond the ability of the village to absorb.
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4871 14 Smith

Site 19Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.
I 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.
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0034 18 Dimsdale Phillips Planning Services

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

3.9. This site consists of 0.7Ha of grassland and trees which is  denoted as a Greenfield site with a Grade 2 agricultural land designation. It is also within a groundwater source protection 
zone. This is an elongated 'L' shaped site which adjoins the  existing settlement boundary at its northern point, but is set  away from the boundary for most of its length. Access to the site 
would be via Gas Lane, which is a minor road which is not  considered suitable at the present time and will require  upgrade prior to being able to accept development. It is not  clear 
whether the promoter has control of Gas Lane such that  it within his control to upgrade the highway to suitable standards. 

3.10. The shape of the site is such that development would be constrained and inefficient and therefore not in line with the aims and objectives of PPS1 and PPS3 in this regard. Seen in 
the context of the character of the village this site would not be considered to be an organic location for additional development. This is not considered to be appropriate site for 
additional residential development.

0459 79 CPRE - The Hertfordshire 

Society

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This is a greenfield site outside the village boundary, classified as grade 2 agricultural land.

1606 28 Davidson

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is Grade II agricultural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.
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The site is bordered on its North site by an agricultural holding namely a chicken and pig farm, where already there are complaints about odour and noise.

The site has very poor vehicular access.

2190 6 Humphreys

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

How ridiculous to think that development within Barkway is a sensible option.  There are no employment opportunities.  There are no facilities or services (no doctors, shops, schools, or 
recreational facilities).  There limited bus services, the north end of Barkway is better served than the south.  The roads are poor now, increased traffic will be detrimental and safety 
issues will increase.  Proposed sites are Grade 2 agricultural status, we need extra production, not reduce it.  Proposed sites are within a "Ground Water Source Protection Zone", we 
should protect these resources.

2921 5 Richards

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is Grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)

The site is outside the village boundary

The site is on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2

The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use. 

The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities

The village offers no employment prospects

The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.

It is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours.

2921 7 Richards

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
The site is outside the village boundary
The site is  on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
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The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
The site is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours

2922 5 Swan

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is Grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)

The site is outside the village boundary

The site is on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2

The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use. 

The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities

The village offers no employment prospects

The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.

It is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours.

2922 8 Swan

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
The site is outside the village boundary
The site is  on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.
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The site is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours

3950 60 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Historic 

Environment

Site 20Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

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 20 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

Site 20Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Plot 20: The existing vehicle access from Gas Lane is very narrow which makes the access corridor to the development site impractical without widening to accommodate two-way 
traffic. The development plot of this size could accommodate a medium sized development and likely to generate a significant increase in traffic along the lane 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 accommodate.

4424 2 Solender

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

We wish to make the strongest possible objection to the Proposals for these particular sites as this is the end of the village where we live and have pertinent knowledge.

Firstly we would question the veracity of some of the Sustainability appraisal Summary Strengths.  It is not true that there is a regular bus service.  There is one bus per day Monday to 
Friday but this is essentially the Royston schools bus.  On Fridays there is one shopping bus to Cambridge and Saturdays there is one shopping bus in the morning, allowing 2 hours 
shopping in Royston.
There is a slightly better bus service at the other end of the village 20 minutes walk away.

Local services comprise a garage, a gastropub, a golf course and various artisans working from home including ladies doing reupholstery and home furnishings - surely little significant 
expansion would arise out of these Suggestions.
There are no shops in the village - the nearest being a small Londis/Post Office over 3 miles away in Barley.
any additional to the population would be unlikely to find local employment and the scope for affordable homes is minimal.  Any development would surely increase the present typical 
population spread of mainly retired people and commuters to Ware, Hertford and Stevenage to the south and Royston and London, South Cambridgeshire and Cambridge to the north.  
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This would only serve to increase the car usage.  
Then we come to the question of the B1368.  This road is already overloaded, particularly at school times and rush hour and during the day by often heavy commercial traffic using it as 
a "rat run" from the A10 into Cambridgeshire, Suffolk and Norfolk avoiding Royston.
Any suitability of sites 17 and 21 for housing would be hindered by the periodic obnoxious smells emanating from a nearby free range egg & pig farm and a chicken fattening place 
respectively whenever the faeces is removed for disposal.
More locally, Gas Lane is an unadopted narrow lane wide enough for one vehicle and with a dangerous almost blind access onto the High Street. It would not be feasible as an access 
point for developments on sites 20 and 21.  Gas Lane also provides an important water course from the west down to the River Quin and floods, albeit rarely.
It appears that the postulation of site 20 involves an idea of the owner of the property adjacent to the north-eastern boundary to build a single bungalow.
Any proposal for development of sites 17 and 21 (and 18) is potentially more serious. 
These particular sites were kept out of the recent sale of the Cokenach Estate by the previous owner as long term investment because they border highways with adjacent basic services 
and could ultimately be put forward for housing development.  Even if turned down on this occasion it is likely that applications to develop these sites will be repeated over the years.
All these sites are on greenbelt farmland outside the village boundary.

We do not believe that these particular sites are suitable for going forward as Additional Suggested Sites.

4713 5 Taylor

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Access to this site would be very difficult and would disrupt significantly the lifes of local residents. It would also blight access to the open countryside and change the character of the 
immediate area. There has already been modern development adjacent to this site and would create a modern 'gheto' within this ancient village, this changing the nature of the village.

4871 15 Smith

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

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

5213 3 Swan

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is Grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)

The site is outside the village boundary

The site is on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
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The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use.

The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities

The village offers no employment prospects

The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town

Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.

It is adjacent to a working chicken and pig farm and subject to noise and malodours.

5213 6 Swan

Site 20Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site is Grade II (bar one) are grade II agricultural land (amongst the top 10% land in the UK)
The site is outside the village boundary
The site is on a protected groundwater Source Protection zone 2
The site would cause an increase in the use of public transport and private car use
The village of Barkway is devoid of the resources to support increased housing, no shops or amenities
The village offers no employment prospects
The village has a very limited bus service, which is insufficient to support commute to work in neighbouring town
Barkway PC is already in dialog with North Herts, Homes (sic NHDC) over the creation of up to 12 affordable homes on the disused Wheatsheaf Meadow House site , and are therefore 
meeting the current and foreseeable housing demands of the village for the next few years, as indicated by our Housing Needs Survey.

The site is abundant with wildlife being used as regular crossing route for fallow and muntjac deer.

6358 4 Environment Agency

Site 20Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Source Protection Zone 3 (SPZ3). Chalk groundwater 30m bgl. Lowestoft Till over Chalk. We would have no objections to the residential development of this site provided that a 
Preliminary Risk Assessment was submitted with any planning application. We welcome the opportunity for development to remediate land affected by contamination and bring 
brownfield sites back into beneficial use.

We consider the land may be affected by contamination due to previous site use, as suggested by the surrounding site uses. Should potential contamination be identified then the site 
must be investigated and remediated in line with PPS23 and CLR11 and we would recommend planning conditions to secure this.
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0034 20 Dimsdale Phillips Planning Services

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

3.11. Site No. 21 is located directly to the south of the existing village boundary, but does not adjoin this boundary. It is noted within the sustainability appraisal as being Grade 2 
agricultural land, but also a site which borders a conservation area and an archaeological site. This part of the village is 
characterised by more sporadic forms of residential development and is certainly not part of the main built up area of the village. The slight separation between the red line of the site and 
the existing settlement boundary would leave an uncomfortable separation between the existing and the proposed development, which would result in harm to the character of the 
village. 

3.12. This site only has a road frontage with Nuthampstead Road and not the main High Street; this would result in an uncomfortable visual relationship with the rest of the village where 
a large 2.07Ha site would not address the major highway. This would be contrary to the main character of the village where development is generally linear in nature with some 
development in depth at the 
core of the village, however this part of the village is where the settlement starts to dissipate and therefore this addition would be seen as an uncomfortable linear extension in a location 
away from services within the centre of the village.

0459 80 CPRE - The Hertfordshire 

Society

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This is a greenfield site outside the village boundary, classified as grade 2 agricultural land.  Its development would significantly extend Barkway right up to Nuthampstead Road.

1315 8 Foot

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Building more houses will ruin the rural character of this area. There is already far tpoo much traffic and more housing will increase traffic problems. the road is not up to heavy traffic. 
There is no infra structure: no drainage, no gas. Please do NOT spoil the countryside

1394 5 Whitehead

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to log my objection to all seven proposed sites for additional new housing in and around the village of Barkway.

My reasoning for this objection are as follows:

The village has poor public transport links. The village is already under strain from private car and lorry use, which is causing structural damage to roadside properties and noise pollution 
for residents. Any development will increase the volume of traffic. Indeed, the lack of public transport means that a car is essential for life in Barkway so that ammenities such as shops, 
GP surgeries, schools etc. (which the village doesn't have) can be accessed elsewhere.

The site is on greenfield and high grade agricultural land. This seems a poor use of land when there are many brown field sites that could be redeveloped first.
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Barkway is blessed with beautiful countryside and a number of lovely footpaths particularly between Barkway and Reed. Many people visit Barkway at the weekends to enjoy the local 
walking. Some of the proposed sites appear to be on the land we currently walk and ride on. Again, future developments will compromise the beauty and tranquillity of the local area.

The rural nature of Barkway means there are virtually no employment prospects. Coupled with the fact there are no shops or amenities means, I believe, that we do not have the 
resources to support increased housing in the village.

Finally, Barkway is an historic village that has changed little over the past two centuries. By imposing new developments on the village, the beauty and history of the village will be 
eroded. The council should be treating Barkway as a jewel in its' crown, not continually threatening its' existence with ill-conceived building plans.

I trust my objections will be considered during the consultation process.

1606 23 Davidson

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neighbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is Grade II agricusltural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.

1606 29 Davidson

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.
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The land identified in this document is Grade II agricultural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.

2190 7 Humphreys

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

How ridiculous to think that development within Barkway is a sensible option.  There are no employment opportunities.  There are no facilities or services (no doctors, shops, schools, or 
recreational facilities).  There limited bus services, the north end of Barkway is better served than the south.  The roads are poor now, increased traffic will be detrimental and safety 
issues will increase.  Proposed sites are Grade 2 agricultural status, we need extra production, not reduce it.  Proposed sites are within a "Ground Water Source Protection Zone", we 
should protect these resources.

2213 5 Morris

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Having reviewed the possible additional sites in Barkway I would like to comment specifically on Site 21.

I do not believe that this site should be included and should be deleted for the following reasons:-
Your own Weakness for this site included "Borders a conservation area". Also "Borders an archaeological site".
The site is located close to and between Barkway Sewage Farm and Industrial size chicken rearing sheds, to the east and west. The few existing houses all predate both constructions. I 
believe that none of the existing houses would have had current permission to be built, had they been constructed after the sewage farm and chicken rearing sheds. It does not seem 
environmentally sound to build more houses in this location.
The land is subject to surface flooding in the winter. There is a ditch in the filed to the west of the B1368 which runs east under this road and then diverts down Gas Lane. This ditch is 
not sufficient during heavy rain when water finds its way onto site 21 and results in this land sometimes becoming very boggy. I also understand from an elderly Barkway resident that 
there used to be a large pond on this land, which would compound the problem.
The site is to the south of the village and would create an unnecessary ribbon development lengthening of Barkway.
I understand that the sites should be located close to employment and local services. The proposed sites are not within reasonable distance of most basic services. There is no shop in 
Barkway, the post office and small store in Barley, 3 miles away. It is not suitable for a weekly family shop.  There is no GP in Barkway and the one in Barley is full. I tried to sign up when 
I moved here 6 years ago and it is still full, I have to travel to a surgery in Royston. The bus service is infrequent and little used. The school is already full and oversubscribed. More 
families will only exacerbate the problem. There is very little full time employment in the area. Agriculture is the local business and as you will be aware this employs very few people and 
rarely recruits.
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There are ample sites already purchased by developers and earmarked for housing in Royston, which has jobs and local services. Why build houses away from where the people could 
most easily be absorbed.

The document within the NHDC local development framework which sets out strategic spatial policies is the Core Strategy. The Council currently does not have a Core Strategy but its 
latest document relating to the COre Strategy is Preferred Options paper of September 2007.

Paragraph 3.50 of the NHDC preferred Options paper states that:-
"None of the villages have a vast number of facilities and so are inappropriate locations for further growth. However, some do have sufficient facilities to allow some additional growth. 
Those villages are Barkway, BArley, Reed and Therfield. We are proposing drawing development limits around these villages so that any additional growth does not result in outward 
expansion into surrounding fields or lead to loss of rural character".

The key issue are then identified as follows:-
"Development boundaries should be defined for Barkway, Barley, Reed and Therfield".

From this several matters emerge in relation to site 21:-
Site 21 is a two hectare filed beyond the main built development area of Barkway. The sit's development would represent additional outward expansion into surrounding fields and it may 
therefore be anticipated that the development limit will be drawn so as to exclude this field.
Only limited expansion is proposed for the villages. The site is over two hectares in extent and at an expected density of 35 dwellings to the hectare would result in 70 dwellings to make 
the most efficient use of land. This is an entirely inappropriate amount of development for the village of Barkway and is not contemplated within the settlement hierarchy where growth of 
that scale is expected to take place in the towns not villages.
That scale of development would be unsustainable in a small village such as Barkway with its very limited facilities and would increase the need to travel, particularly by the private motor 
car.
If as anticipated, the development limit boundary is drawn so as to exclude the field then the site would be subject to policies for the rural area outside towns and identified villages. This 
would mean that the only development that would be acceptable would be development appropriate to Green Belt and rural areas. Essentially therefore, agriculturally based.
The site is of course a Greenfield site and policy is that priority should be given to the development of previously developed land.
The site is also grade II agricultural land which is regarded nationally as "the best and most versatile".
A site of this size in the context of Barkway would represent an inappropriate scale of development bordering the village Conservation Area and its development would harm the 
character and appearance of the Conservation Area.

For the reasons set out in this representation, the Council is requested not to allocate site 21 at Barkway.

3950 58 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Historic 

Environment

Site 21Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

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 
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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 21 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

Site 21Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Plot 21: The use of the existing right of way to provide an access from Gas Lane is very narrow this may make the road corridor to the development site impractical. The lane would 
require widening to accommodate two-way traffic to the High Street.  The development plot of this size could accommodate a medium sized development and would generate a 
significant increase in traffic along the lane and may cause concern for existing users such as emergency service vehicles. Therefore an access onto the Nuthampstead Road should be 
considered. The access must be located centrally along the frontage this is in order that the developments meet the safety requirements of a classified local access road, and to provide 
the optimum vehicle to vehicle inter visibility in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges.

4424 3 Solender

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

We wish to make the strongest possible objection to the Proposals for these particular sites as this is the end of the village where we live and have pertinent knowledge.

Firstly we would question the veracity of some of the Sustainability appraisal Summary Strengths.  It is not true that there is a regular bus service.  There is one bus per day Monday to 
Friday but this is essentially the Royston schools bus.  On Fridays there is one shopping bus to Cambridge and Saturdays there is one shopping bus in the morning, allowing 2 hours 
shopping in Royston.
There is a slightly better bus service at the other end of the village 20 minutes walk away.

Local services comprise a garage, a gastropub, a golf course and various artisans working from home including ladies doing reupholstery and home furnishings - surely little significant 
expansion would arise out of these Suggestions.
There are no shops in the village - the nearest being a small Londis/Post Office over 3 miles away in Barley.
any additional to the population would be unlikely to find local employment and the scope for affordable homes is minimal.  Any development would surely increase the present typical 
population spread of mainly retired people and commuters to Ware, Hertford and Stevenage to the south and Royston and London, South Cambridgeshire and Cambridge to the north.  
This would only serve to increase the car usage.  
Then we come to the question of the B1368.  This road is already overloaded, particularly at school times and rush hour and during the day by often heavy commercial traffic using it as 
a "rat run" from the A10 into Cambridgeshire, Suffolk and Norfolk avoiding Royston.
Any suitability of sites 17 and 21 for housing would be hindered by the periodic obnoxious smells emanating from a nearby free range egg & pig farm and a chicken fattening place 
respectively whenever the faeces is removed for disposal.
More locally, Gas Lane is an unadopted narrow lane wide enough for one vehicle and with a dangerous almost blind access onto the High Street. It would not be feasible as an access 
point for developments on sites 20 and 21.  Gas Lane also provides an important water course from the west down to the River Quin and floods, albeit rarely.
It appears that the postulation of site 20 involves an idea of the owner of the property adjacent to the north-eastern boundary to build a single bungalow.
Any proposal for development of sites 17 and 21 (and 18) is potentially more serious. 
These particular sites were kept out of the recent sale of the Cokenach Estate by the previous owner as long term investment because they border highways with adjacent basic services 
and could ultimately be put forward for housing development.  Even if turned down on this occasion it is likely that applications to develop these sites will be repeated over the years.
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All these sites are on greenbelt farmland outside the village boundary.

We do not believe that these particular sites are suitable for going forward as Additional Suggested Sites.

4522 1 Fletcher

Site 21Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

I offer the following comments regarding the proposed development site.

1. The photograph shows the village allotments on the left and two houses on the right.  Official access to the field is between the two and as you can see, it is not only narrow, but 
directly abuts both houses without any kind of border or pavement between.

2. Gas Lane itself is a single track, unadapted road, with no possibility of widening it to accommodate increased traffic were the site to be built on.

3.The unofficial opening to the field lies close to a busy road junction.

4.Increased traffic around the entrance to Gas LAne and at the Nuthampstead road junction would substantially increase the risk of accidents, as both are blind corners and traffic is 
accelerating out of the village at this point.

5. The information about the site states that there is access to a local bus service - which is 3/4 mile up the road at the other end of the village, and only operates infrequently. Anyone 
living at this end of the village would need a car to travel to work.

6. There is no local employment to sustain an increased population of working age.

7. Living, as we do, between the chicken farm and the sewage farm, we were aware of the occasional unpleasant smells when we bought our house.  The house was there before both 
farms, but I wonder if any developer would choose to build new houses in this location knowing that the environment is not ideal.

I hope you take note of my comments which, in summary, suggest strongly that Site 21 in Barkway is utterly unsuitable as a choice for the building of affordable housing, or indeed 
housing of any density.

4713 6 Taylor

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This site is too far from the few local amenities within the village - especially for young children and the elderly.

4757 2 Harris

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site adjacent to my property, site 21, is typical of all the sites proposed, but does have it's own additional grounds for objection. The NHDC website already shows many good 
reasons against using Site 21, namely:
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*Greenfield site, classified as Grade 2 agricultural Land
*The site is situated within a Groundwater Protection Zone 2
*Likely to increase commuting and private car use
*Site borders a Conservation Area.
*Site borders an Archaeological Site.

Additionally:

*The site is located between Barkway Sewage Farm and Industrial chicken rearing sheds. The few existing houses all predate both constructions. I doubt that any of the existing houses 
would have had current permission to be built, had they been constructed after the sewage Farm and chicken rearing sheds. It does not seem environmentally sound to build more 
houses in this location.

*The land is subject to surface flooding in the winter which is exacerbated by the excess run-off of water from the rainwater ditch from the field to the west of the B1368. I am also led to 
believe that there was a large pond on site 21 many years ago, which would help explain why this land often becomes so very boggy.

*Site 21 is to the south of the village and would create an unnecessary ribbon development lengthening of Barkway.

*I understand that development sites should be located close to employment and local services, yet the proposed sites are not within reasonable distance of even the most basic 
services.
 - There are no shops in Barkway, with the local post office and small store being in neighbouring Barley some 3 miles distant. This local facility is useful but hardly adequate for the 
weekly shop of a growing family.
- There is no surgery in Barkway, the nearest one is in Barley, again 3 miles away.
- The Barkway Village School is already full and oversubscribed. More families would have to travel in order for their children to receive education.
- There is very little full-time employment in the locality. Agriculture is the dominant business and as you will be aware, modern methods and equipment means that this sector employs 
very few people.
- The above means that for any additional housing, the new residents would have to travel for any basis requirement. Such travel would be necessity be by car, creating considerably 
increased traffic levels on the B1368 through the village and surrounding roads. Hardly a joined-up 'Green' approach to accommodate a new housing project.

*Prior to moving to Barkway, I investigated local planning information and in particular the Preffered Options Paper of September 2007.
Paragraph 3.50 of the NHDC Preferred Options paper states that:-

"None of the villages have a vast number of facilities and so ARE INAPPROPRIATE LOCATIONS FOR FURTHER GROWTH. However some do have sufficient facilities to allow some 
additional growth. Those villages are Barkway, Barley, Reed and Therfield. We are proposing drawing development limits around these villages so that any additional growth does not 
result in outward expansion into surrounding fields or lead to loss of rural character".

Looking particularly at site 21:
i. Site 21 is a two hectare field beyond the main built development area of Barkway. The site's development would clearly be additional outward expansion into surrounding fields and it 
may therefore be anticipated that the development limit will be drawn so as to exclude this field.
ii. Only limited expansion described above is proposed for the villages. Site 21 is over two hectares in extent and at a potential density of 35 dwellings to the hectare, would result in 70 
dwellings. This would be an entirely inappropriately sized development for the village of Barkway and is not contemplated within the settlement hierarchy, where growth of that scale is 
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expected to take place in the towns.
iii. Such a scale of development would be unsustainable in a small village such as Barkway with the very limited facilities described earlier and as stated, would dramatically increase the 
volume of traffic, particularly by private motor car.
iv. If as anticipated, the development limit boundary is drawn so as to exclude site 21, then the site would be subject to policies for the rural area outside towns and identified villages. 
This would mean that the only development that would be acceptable would be development appropriate to Green Belt and rural areas, essentially agriculturally based.
v. Site 21 is a greenfield site and current policy is that priority for building should be given to the development of previously developed land.
vi. Site 21 is Grade ii agricultural land which is regarded nationally as "the best and most versatile" and it would be totally contradictory to any 'Green' policy planning, to allow such 
development of previous land such as this, when we are all supposed to be encouraging our supermarkets to source foodstuffs from local areas.
vii. A site of this size in the context of Barkway, would represent an inappropriate scale of development bordering the village Conservation Area and its development would seriously and 
irreparably harm the character and appearance of the Conservation Area.

For reasons set out in this representation, the Council is requested not to allocate Site 21 at Barkway or any development.

4871 16 Smith

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

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

4872 2 Harris

Site 21Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

The site adjacent to my property, site 21, is typical of all the sites proposed, but does have it's own additional grounds for objection. The NHDC website already shows many good 
reasons against using Site 21, namely:

*Greenfield site, classified as Grade 2 agricultural Land
*The site is situated within a Groundwater Protection Zone 2
*Likely to increase commuting and private car use
*Site borders a Conservation Area.
*Site borders an Archaeological Site.

Additionally:

*The site is located between Barkway Sewage Farm and Industrial chicken rearing sheds. The few existing houses all predate both constructions. I doubt that any of the existing houses 
would have had current permission to be built, had they been constructed after the sewage Farm and chicken rearing sheds. It does not seem environmentally sound to build more 
houses in this location.
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*The land is subject to surface flooding in the winter which is exacerbated by the excess run-off of water from the rainwater ditch from the field to the west of the B1368. I am also led to 
believe that there was a large pond on site 21 many years ago, which would help explain why this land often becomes so very boggy.
*Site 21 is to the south of the village and would create an unnecessary ribbon development lengthening of Barkway.
*I understand that development sites should be located close to employment and local services, yet the proposed sites are not within reasonable distance of even the most basic 
services.
- There are no shops in Barkway, with the local post office and small store being in neighbouring Barley some 3 miles distant. This local facility is useful but hardly adequate for 
the weekly shop of a growing family.
- There is no surgery in Barkway, the nearest one is in Barley, again 3 miles away.
- The Barkway Village School is already full and oversubscribed. More families would have to travel in order for their children to receive education.
- There is very little full-time employment in the locality. Agriculture is the dominant business and as you will be aware, modern methods and equipment means that this sector employs 
very few people.
- The above means that for any additional housing, the new residents would have to travel for any basis requirement. Such travel would be necessity be by car, creating considerably 
increased traffic levels on the B1368 through the village and surrounding roads. Hardly a joined-up 'Green' approach to accommodate a new housing project.
*Prior to moving to Barkway, I investigated local planning information and in particular the Preffered Options Paper of September 2007.
Paragraph 3.50 of the NHDC Preferred Options paper states that:-

"None of the villages have a vast number of facilities and so ARE INAPPROPRIATE LOCATIONS FOR FURTHER GROWTH. However some do have sufficient facilities to allow some 
additional growth. Those villages are Barkway, Barley, Reed and Therfield. We are proposing drawing development limits around these villages so that any additional growth does not 
result in outward expansion into surrounding fields or lead to loss of rural character".

Looking particularly at site 21:
i. Site 21 is a two hectare field beyond the main built development area of Barkway. The site's development would clearly be additional outward expansion into surrounding fields and it 
may therefore be anticipated that the development limit will be drawn so as to exclude this field.
ii. Only limited expansion described above is proposed for the villages. Site 21 is over two hectares in extent and at a potential density of 35 dwellings to the hectare, would result in 70 
dwellings. This would be an entirely inappropriately sized development for the village of Barkway and is not contemplated within the settlement hierarchy, where growth of that scale is 
expected to take place in the towns.
iii. Such a scale of development would be unsustainable in a small village such as Barkway with the very limited facilities described earlier and as stated, would dramatically increase the 
volume of traffic, particularly by private motor car.
iv. If as anticipated, the development limit boundary is drawn so as to exclude site 21, then the site would be subject to policies for the rural area outside towns and identified villages. 
This would mean that the only development that would be acceptable would be development appropriate to Green Belt and rural areas, essentially agriculturally based.
v. Site 21 is a greenfield site and current policy is that priority for building should be given to the development of previously developed land.
vi. Site 21 is Grade ii agricultural land which is regarded nationally as "the best and most versatile" and it would be totally contradictory to any 'Green' policy planning, to allow such 
development of previous land such as this, when we are all supposed to be encouraging our supermarkets to source foodstuffs from local areas.
vii. A site of this size in the context of Barkway, would represent an inappropriate scale of development bordering the village Conservation Area and its development would seriously and 
irreparably harm the character and appearance of the Conservation Area.

For reasons set out in this representation, the Council is requested not to allocate Site 21 at Barkway or any development.

6101 1 Pitt

Site 21Document Section:

SupportRepresentation:
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I am a lonely voice in barkway. Only I agree very much with the site 21, my home at 145 High Street over looks the field it is really the best for a lot of reasons. It is at the correct end of 
the village has access onto a very good road. With a Pub, a very good garage and access on to the A10 very close. This must be the area for any development. I am sorry I'm not that 
good at writing you may wish to call me 01763848670.

6358 5 Environment Agency

Site 21Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Source Protection Zone 3 (SPZ3). Chalk groundwater 30m bgl. Lowestoft Till over Chalk. We would have no objections to the residential development of this site provided that a 
Preliminary controlled waters risk assessment was submitted with any planning application. We welcome the opportunity for development to remediate land affected by contamination 
and bring brownfield sites back into beneficial use.

We consider the land may be affected by contamination due to previous site use, as suggested by the surrounding site uses, and so would require a Preliminary Risk Assessment for 
Controlled Waters submitted with any planning application. Should potential contamination be identified at then the site must be investigated and remediated in line with PPS23 and 
CLR11 and we would recommend planning conditions to secure this.
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0034 21 Dimsdale Phillips Planning Services

Site 22Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

3.13. Site No. 22 is sited to the east of Royston Road and lies adjacent to and contiguous with Site No. 19 extending in an arc between Royston Road and Cambridge Road. This site is 
a large 4.4Ha site which is currently active Grade 2 agricultural land promoted for residential use. It has a frontage with Royston Road and is sited to the north west of the existing 
settlement boundary. It is beyond the main built up area of the village and would form a large projection into the countryside to the north of the settlement. Given its location away from 
the main built up area of the village, this site would not appear to be a visually appropriate addition to Barkway and would be out of character with the settlement. 

3.14. The site is also located away from the main centre of the village and the services it offers and would not appear to be the best and most efficient use of land, especially given that 
this is active agricultural

0459 81 CPRE - The Hertfordshire 

Society

Site 22Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This site is adjacent to Site 19, and the same considerations apply.

1394 8 Whitehead

Site 22Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to log my objection to all seven proposed sites for additional new housing in and around the village of Barkway.

My reasoning for this objection are as follows:

The village has poor public transport links. The village is already under strain from private car and lorry use, which is causing structural damage to roadside properties and noise pollution 
for residents. Any development will increase the volume of traffic. Indeed, the lack of public transport means that a car is essential for life in Barkway so that ammenities such as shops, 
GP surgeries, schools etc. (which the village doesn't have) can be accessed elsewhere.

The site is on greenfield and high grade agricultural land. This seems a poor use of land when there are many brown field sites that could be redeveloped first.

Barkway is blessed with beautiful countryside and a number of lovely footpaths particularly between Barkway and Reed. Many people visit Barkway at the weekends to enjoy the local 
walking. Some of the proposed sites appear to be on the land we currently walk and ride on. Again, future developments will compromise the beauty and tranquillity of the local area.

The rural nature of Barkway means there are virtually no employment prospects. Coupled with the fact there are no shops or amenities means, I believe, that we do not have the 
resources to support increased housing in the village.

Finally, Barkway is an historic village that has changed little over the past two centuries. By imposing new developments on the village, the beauty and history of the village will be 
eroded. The council should be treating Barkway as a jewel in its' crown, not continually threatening its' existence with ill-conceived building plans.

I trust my objections will be considered during the consultation process.
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1606 30 Davidson

Site 22Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is Grade II agricultural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

The site is extremely exposed, and any development woud have a high profile and visibility.

Being an exposed site it is prone to wind and weather.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.

2190 8 Humphreys

Site 22Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

How ridiculous to think that development within Barkway is a sensible option.  There are no employment opportunities.  There are no facilities or services (no doctors, shops, schools, or 
recreational facilities).  There limited bus services, the north end of Barkway is better served than the south.  The roads are poor now, increased traffic will be detrimental and safety 
issues will increase.  Proposed sites are Grade 2 agricultural status, we need extra production, not reduce it.  Proposed sites are within a "Ground Water Source Protection Zone", we 
should protect these resources.

3950 18 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Historic 

Environment

Site 22Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Requirement for Pre-application or Pre-determination Archaeological Assessment
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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 19 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

Site 22Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Plot 18, 19 & 22: Vehicle accesses from the Cambridge Road would be considered acceptable to plots 18 and 19 and also vehicle access from the Royston Road to serve plot 22.  
These sites with the accesses located centrally along the frontages may meet the safety requirements of a classified Main Distributor Road and to provide the optimum vehicle to vehicle 
inter visibility in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges.   These sites 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 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.

4713 7 Taylor

Site 22Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This site is too large to be easily absorbed by the existing village. A development of this scale would swamp the small existing community and change the shape of the village away from 
its tradition centre.

4871 17 Smith

Site 22Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.
I 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.
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0034 16 Dimsdale Phillips Planning Services

Site 23Document Section:

SupportRepresentation:

2.1. Site No. 23 of the additional suggested sites is known as Top Field, Royston Road, Barkway and is a 1.87Ha site promoted for residential use. This site has been promoted by 
Phillips Planning Services on behalf of Mr Robert Dimsdale and was fully supported by an illustrative layout, transport statement and supporting statement. As the site has been included 
within this phase of additional consultation we feel it is appropriate to reaffirm our promotion of the site along with responding to the sustainability appraisal contained within the additional 
suggested sites document. 

2.2. The site has clear defined boundaries and also has a wall along its eastern boundary, which acts to screen the land from the east. Therefore any development will not have an 
adverse effect on the surroundings or the Conservation Area. The site is also bound by a tree belt on the western boundary, which acts to visually enclose the site within the remit of the 
village. 

2.3. The site has a gross developable area of 1.87ha and has a number of significant mature landscape features; there is much scope to retain these features, helping any development 
relate to the village. These features will act to integrate and relate the new development to the existing development in the village core. 

THE SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL SUMMARY 
2.4. The sustainability appraisal notes a number of strengths and weaknesses of the site and has been set out by the Council. 

STRENGTHS 
2.5. The village is noted within the Local Plan as being suitable for additional development in line with maintaining and enhancing the sustainability of the settlement and also in achieving 
the housing delivery goals set out within the East of England Plan. A site of this size will be sufficient to deliver affordable housing provision which would materially aid the residents of 
the village in attaining new dwellings at prices that are affordable. 

2.6. The site is close to the centre of the village and accordingly is well sited in relation to the existing services of the village and will also have the ability to support the existing services 
through the additional population and increase the likelihood of new services becoming viable in the future. It is surrounded on two sides by existing development and therefore would be 
viewed as a more integral part of the village than a number of other sites which will project into the countryside with greater visual impact. 

2.7. The village also have a regular bus service and accordingly would aid in the reduction of private car use where possible, with the location sufficiently close to the centre of the village 
to prevent very short trips into the village. This is considered to be a highly sustainable site. 

2.8. The site directly abuts the existing settlement boundary such that it would appear be a logical addition to the village. The site also directly adjoins Royston Road offering easy access 
options onto the highway and a layout has been advanced such that it is clear that the site can be developed successfully. The site is available now and is deliverable within a 5 year 
timeframe. 

WEAKNESSES 
2.9. The sustainability appraisal noted by the Council indicates that this is a Greenfield site and is Grade 2 agricultural land, however we would like to clarify that this is paddock land and 
is not in active use for the growing of crops, which many of the additional sites promoted are. In reference to the indicative layout put forward with the site it can be seen that a great deal 
of the site is to remain undeveloped as part of the structural landscaping of the site. Accordingly a great deal of the as yet unconfirmed agricultural land would remain intact. 

2.10. In terms of the groundwater source protection zone 2 designation; suitable protection can be integrated into the design of the dwellings and the overall development such that 
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groundwater would not be harmed. Indeed as a residential development only there is not considered to be particularly problematic with regard to groundwater protection. 

2.11. All new development has the ability to increase commuting and private car use, however there is opportunity to locate new dwellings as close to existing village services as possible 
to aid in the sustainability of any new development, which a number of the other sites promoted do not do. 

PREVIOUSLY SUPPLIED SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
2.12. It is important to reiterate and draw attention to the supporting information which was previously submitted to the Council which fully demonstrates the suitability of the site for 
additional residential development. 

ILLUSTRATIVE LAYOUT 
2.13. In conjunction with the previous report submitted in support of the site we also submitted an Illustrative Site Layout at 1:500 which was created to demonstrate how the site might 
deliver while accommodating the constraints of the mature trees and provide adequate open space, play and parking in a manner sensitive to the rural local and the spacious setting, 
preserving and in some ways enhancing the character and appearance of the Conservation Area. Drawing No. ¿ 053217/2 (PPS 2) 

2.14. The layout is for illustrative purposes only as a demonstration of the potential, there are 
many ways in which the site could be developed and these will vary on the development density. This plan clearly demonstrates that the site can be delivered successfully. 

ACCESS 
2.15. The site has very good access, which is proposed to be located at the centre of the site on the northern boundary from Royston Road. A highways report was prepared and 
submitted which affirms the site, could achieve good access with adequate visibility splays in both directions. This is demonstrable in the key diagrams contained within the report. 

ACCESS TO SERVICES 
2.16. The site is relatively central to the village core and therefore services are within walking distance. Should development be allocated on the other competing sites to the north of the 
village, these services are likely to be accessed via non-sustainable modes of transport. 

THE IMPACT ON THE CONSERVATION AREA 
2.17. The site is in the Barkway Conservation Area, encompassing the historic centre of the village, the Church, and environs and Barkway House and its gardens and associated land. 
The sites inclusion in the Conservation Area appears to revolve its historic relationship with the village, rather than the sites contribution to the character and appearance of the 
designated area. The Top Field is well-enclosed from the north and west by mature hedgerows and trees. There are no public views into the site from Royston Road due to the high 
boundary wall, and hedgerows. 

2.18. The site's location in the Conservation Area is not considered as a barrier to development. The site's relationship to the historic evolution of the village and the its mature landscape 
setting should be seen as considerable attributes, which through an appropriate design solution would lead to a sensitive expansion spatially contained within the existing visual limits of 
the village. 

FLOODING AND DRAINAGE 
2.19. Environment Agency records confirm that the site is not located within a floodplain. 

TREES 
2.20. The site has several areas of mature landscaping; however, these will not be affected by the development, which will be shaped around this and used as a strategic buffer/screen. 
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Furthermore the mature species within the centre of the site, including a very mature oak tree and wellingtonia, will be used as centre pieces to the open space provision forming an 
integral part of the strategy.

0365 60 Natural England - East of 

England Region

Site 23Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

This site is very close to County Wildlife Site 08/050 Barkway House Area  and may in fact overlap its boundaries. Further details are available from the Herts Biological Records Centre.

0459 82 CPRE - The Hertfordshire 

Society

Site 23Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

Again, this is a greenfield site outside the village boundary, classified as grade 2 agricultural land, and its development would be a significant extension of Barkway into the Rural Area.

1394 7 Whitehead

Site 23Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

I wish to log my objection to all seven proposed sites for additional new housing in and around the village of Barkway.

My reasoning for this objection are as follows:

The village has poor public transport links. The village is already under strain from private car and lorry use, which is causing structural damage to roadside properties and noise pollution 
for residents. Any development will increase the volume of traffic. Indeed, the lack of public transport means that a car is essential for life in Barkway so that ammenities such as shops, 
GP surgeries, schools etc. (which the village doesn't have) can be accessed elsewhere.

The site is on greenfield and high grade agricultural land. This seems a poor use of land when there are many brown field sites that could be redeveloped first.

Barkway is blessed with beautiful countryside and a number of lovely footpaths particularly between Barkway and Reed. Many people visit Barkway at the weekends to enjoy the local 
walking. Some of the proposed sites appear to be on the land we currently walk and ride on. Again, future developments will compromise the beauty and tranquillity of the local area.

The rural nature of Barkway means there are virtually no employment prospects. Coupled with the fact there are no shops or amenities means, I believe, that we do not have the 
resources to support increased housing in the village.

Finally, Barkway is an historic village that has changed little over the past two centuries. By imposing new developments on the village, the beauty and history of the village will be 
eroded. The council should be treating Barkway as a jewel in its' crown, not continually threatening its' existence with ill-conceived building plans.

I trust my objections will be considered during the consultation process.

1606 31 Davidson

Site 23Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:
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Of all new sites identified within Barkway , this is likely to be the most suitable for housing, being tucked close to the village boundary, and exisitng housing. New housing could be 
sympathetically construced to fit into the location and landscaped to give minimum visual impact to the locality.

However not withstanding this, I must state that 

This document states: Site could support local services by attracting people to the village and supporting the local economy.

Barkway , and its neghbouring villages are devoid of services, offering no emplyment, and minimal local services for anyone to support. There are no doctors/dentists within the village, 
limited school places available for children up to the age of 9 therefore the village would struggle to support the influx of a large number of properties or increase in population.

The land identified in this document is Grade II agricultural land, amongst the top 10% agricultrual land in the UK. To use this for housing at a time when we are concerned about food 
supplies not only now but long term in the UK would be wholly unsuitable and ill advised.

The land identified is outside the village boundary.

By attracting new poeple to the village, where there are no facilities of emplyment prospects, NHDC would enforce an increase in commuter traffic and private car use and an increase in 
our CO2 footprint.

NHDC are is a "water challenged" area, where every effort should be made to conserve and protect land which will bear water which can be transfered to the water table. The land 
identified is in a Groundwater Protection zone and therefore should not be considered for change of use.

The village of Barkway, does not as stated have a "regular bus service". It has a limited bus service with restricted operating times. It is not possible to use public transport to access 
hospitals, the nearest being Adenbrookes in Cambridge or Listers in Stevenage.

The site is within an area of archaeological interest.

2190 9 Humphreys

Site 23Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

How ridiculous to think that development within Barkway is a sensible option.  There are no employment opportunities.  There are no facilities or services (no doctors, shops, schools, or 
recreational facilities).  There limited bus services, the north end of Barkway is better served than the south.  The roads are poor now, increased traffic will be detrimental and safety 
issues will increase.  Proposed sites are Grade 2 agricultural status, we need extra production, not reduce it.  Proposed sites are within a "Ground Water Source Protection Zone", we 
should protect these resources.

3950 65 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Historic 

Environment

Site 23Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Requirement for Pre-application or Pre-determination Archaeological Assessment
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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 22 Hertfordshire County 

Council - Passenger 

Transport Unit

Site 23Document Section:

CommentRepresentation:

Plot 23: Vehicle access from the Royston Road would be considered acceptable if the access was located centrally along the frontage to meet the safety requirements of a classified 
local access road and to provide the optimum vehicle to vehicle inter visibility in accordance with the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges. The site of this size could accommodate a 
large development which with the adjacent sites on the Cambridge Road 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. 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.

4713 8 Taylor

Site 23Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

This proposed site would change the character of the village centre, being too close to listed and ancient buildings. It would block the tradition open views from the houses opposite.

4871 18 Smith

Site 23Document Section:

ObjectRepresentation:

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

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




