Representation for
Land Allocations: Additional Suggested Sites July 2009

Barley

Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
1450 3 Stevenson

Document Section:Barley

Representation: Comment

| am writing with my views regarding the additional suggested sites for the development of housing in the village of Barley. | have lived in Barley for the last 3 years and know the village
and the proposed sites well.

The major two sites proposed, 26 and 27, are outside the village boundary and conservation area and are, as | am sure you are aware, on Greenfield sites. These sites would
significantly expand the village into the country side, which | feel would be detrimental to both the village and the surrounding area. However, this is not my main objection to the
developments. My main objection is that of access to these sites.

Site 27 would be accessed off "Pudding Lane" which is an unmade road and even if it were widened and re-surfaced it could not be made suitable for the number of cars that would be
associated with the number of houses that would be built on the site. From "Pudding Lane" cars would come down onto 'Church End Land" which is hardly wide enough for two cars to
pass even when there are no parked cars (which there always are). This road is unable to cope with the current weight of traffic, let alone that generated by more housing.

The other sites at 24 and 26 would probably be accessed of Picknage road which is a very fast and narrow "rat run" for people taking a short cut to Saffron Waldon. It is a dangerous
road which would be made all the worse by more cars trying to get in and out of their homes. The alternate access for site 26 would be off the "Cambridge Road", again a fast and
dangerous road.

The only site remotely plausible for development, in my opinion, is 25 (Millers Close) but this is hardly going to solve a housing shortage as | can't imaging more than two houses fitting
onto that site.

1454 3 Lee

Document Section:Barley
Representation: Object

We object to the additional four residential sites now being promoted in Barley under the current consultation process. To allow these sites to go forward and be identified for
development would totally overwhelm and destroy the very character of village.

North Hertfordshire is a predominantly rural district, characterised by numerous picturesque villages and hamlets, and, as the Council say, it is undoubtedly an attractive area in which to
live and work. There is a responsibility to ensure that any proposed development does not undermine these very valuable qualities.

Barley is identified as a selected village beyond the green Belt where limited development will be permitted subject to three important criteria (Policy 7):

namely:-

i. the site is within the village envelope;

ii. the proposal is in line with the policy aims for visual character areas;

iii. the proposal would maintain or enhance the character or visual quality of the village or surrounding area; within a Conservation Area the positive preservation or enhancement of its
character will be expected (Policy 20)

It is important to highlight that Conservation Areas are not just concerned with the historical interest or quality of individual buildings. It is the whole character of a place including its
landscape setting, the spaces between buildings that all go together to give a CA its distinctive quality and interest.

In addition Barley and the surrounding area is identified as Landscape Character Area; as such the Council has policies to conserve and restore the area. Barley stands on a local chalk
promontory giving long distant views into and out of the village, a characteristic that should be protected together with the preservation of the pattern or narrow winding lanes and
associated hedge banks, sunken lanes, verges and hedges,
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Barley

Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
It is against this back drop that the new suggested sites, and their impact need to be assessed.

Four sites have been suggested 24,25,26 and 27. Applying conservative levels of development to these sites, 30 units per ha. and 8.5 traffic movements per day per unit the following
parameters can be established:-

Site Area (Ha) No of Units No of traffic movements
24 0.21 6.3 53.55

25 0.13 3.9 33.15

26 1.53 45.9 390.15

27 1.08 324 275.40

TOTALS 88.5 752.25

At the moment Barley has in the order of 200 units producing an indicative 1700 traffic movements per day. These suggested sites would increase the size of the village by over 44%,
increasing traffic movements by the same factor. Not only do these sites conflict with existing policies for the area they are totally unsustainable.

The Council instructed consultants to prepare a Sustainability Appraisal of the suggested sites are summaries have been provided. The Sustainability Appraisal should inform the
evaluation of alternatives, providing a sound evidence base for the plan. It should be an appraisal of the economic, social and environmental sustainability of the Plan. The Sustainability
Appraisal for these sites falls considerable short of the mark in achieving any of these objectives. We may have local services and a regular, but infrequent bus service, but where is the
assessment of the visual impact, the traffic generation and the conservation area to name but a few? How can a development be sustainable if it destroys the very character and well
being of an area?

In conclusion, to allow these additional suggested sites to go forward for further consideration would totally compromise the stated policies and aspirations of the Council. But more
importantly to us as residents of Barley, their development would totally overwhelm and destroy the very character of our village. They must be omitted and given no further credence.
2959 29 English Heritage

Document Section:Barley
Representation: Comment

Sites 24, 25, 26 and 27 have the potential to harm Barley Conservation Area and its setting and may require development briefs to guide proposals. Site 27 also has the potential to
harm the setting of the Grade II* listed St Margaret of Antioch Church and would require sensitive planning.
4485 1 Isle

Document Section:Barley
Representation: Comment

As you are well aware that the sewage and drainage in barley can not take any more houses being built, the last lot of barn/house which were built have suffered from flood and drainage
problems and increased flooding in the village

We understand that the farmer has to make a living but by building house/barns on the land, this land forms part of the setting of the village being rising ground and green edges to
barley

| have been told that a ministry inspector looked at these proposals in the 90s and ruled against them?
4498 1 Wyatt
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
Document Section:Barley

Representation: Support

We have seen the map of the four sites in Barley and approve of each of them as being in the long term interests of the village.
4676 1 Isle

Document Section:Barley
Representation: Comment

As you are well aware that the sewage and drainage in Barley can not take any more houses being built, the last lot of barn/house which were built have suffered from flood and drainage
problems and increased flooding in the village

We understand that the farmer has to make a living but by building house/barns on the land, this land forms part of the setting of the village being rising ground and green edges to
barley

| have been told that a ministry inspector looked at these proposals in the 90s and ruled against them?

4998 1 Williams
Document Section:Barley
Representation: Object

We understand that Barley is in a conservation area and therefore we hope and expect that any future developments would not be detrimental to the village and happen at a rate, which
could be sustained by the village. We are therefore very concerned by the suggested inclusion of additional sites within the existing village boundary.
5412 3 Stacey

Document Section:Barley
Representation: Object

This is another proposal to develop greenfield, grade2 agricultural land closely associate with a conservation area; which is in principle undesirable. The size of the area proposed would
represent a disproportionate single step increase in the village size which might be acceptable if more modest and as an alternative to the progressive infilling development which is
damaging the village environment.
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0365 61 Natural England - East of
England Region
Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Comment

This site is very close to County Wildlife Site 09/024 Manor Farm, Church End and may in fact overlap its boundaries. Further details are available from the Herts Biological Records
Centre.
0891 5 Barley Parish Council

Document Section:Site 24
Representation: Comment
It was noted that this land is currently outside the village envelope but that its frontage is part of the conservation area. It was generally felt that the site should not be developed in

isolation but that if the area on Picknage Road already shown in grey on the plan was developed that this corner site could be linked and form part of an overall development at the same
time. However, the following concerns were raised:-

- currently the visibility at this junction is very poor and any development would have to ensure that access was well away from the junction and that the site lines were
significantly improved.

- The land that in question along with the adjoining agricultural land rises as the junction is approached; it is at the entrance to the village and is visible from some considerable
distance away. Accordingly any development should not be allowed unless it is of a high architectural value, is small in scale with buildings no higher than the existing
agricultural buildings on the site.

1454 4 Lee

Document Section:Site 24
Representation: Object

This is a greenfield site, outside the defined village envelope. Development of this site would be contrary to other Council policies. There is no justification for its inclusion as a
development site. Indeed the Council have previously resisted development on this site, refusing recent applications.
2686 4 O'Brien

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Comment

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007

States
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made
for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.
2686 7 O'Brien

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Object

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007
States

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made

for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.

3683 2  Trustees of the WT & RZ Bidwells
Doggett Family Trust

Document Section:Site 24

Representation: Support

| write in response to the Additional Sites Consultation and with reference to Site 24, Picknage Corner, Barley. The Council is aware that the same landowner, Trustees of the WT & RZ
Doggett Family Trust, has made representations to earlier stages of the LDF process (representation 3683) with regard to the adjacent land along the Picknage Road frontage identified
as Site BL/r02 in the Land Allocations Issues and Options consultation in March 2008.

We ask that this site be considered in conjunction with Site BL/r02 as it benefits from the same sustainability and deliverability criteria. The two sites, if developed together would form a
logical extension to the built up area of the village. A previous planning application on the land (05/01430/1) confirmed that there were no constraints on accessibility in 2005/2006. We
are not aware of any significant changes in the local area that would affect this positive highway response in 2009. We confirm that the farmyard is not essential to be retained for the
ongoing agricultural business.

Site 24 is available and wholly suitable for development if considered with Site BL/r02. We ask that due consideration is given to the earlier work in support of the identification of this site
for residential development.
3689 5 Dongworth

Document Section: Site 24
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
Representation: Support

There are four proposals relating to Barley and it is my view that three of these would be suitable and are within the planning development framework if the village is chosen.
3950 64 Hertfordshire County
Council - Historic
Environment
Document Section:Site 24
Representation: Comment

Requirement for Pre-application or Pre-determination Archaeological Assessment

The sites below have known archaeological remains within them or have archaeological potential. We would therefore wish that - in accordance with Government policy in PPG 16 and
the current draft PPS 15 - the LPA requests that pre-application or pre-determination archaeological assessments should be included within all development briefs and other proposals
for the sites, if they are formally adopted as development sites in the local development plan. Such assessment would, depending upon the size and location of the proposals, range in
scope from additional desk-based research to more extensive archaeological field survey and evaluation. The purpose of the archaeological assessment would be to provide sufficient
information about the archaeological resource and in particular the extent of archaeological remains worthy of preservation in situ, to enable the LPA to determine any specific
application for development.
3952 23 Hertfordshire County

Council - Passenger

Transport Unit
Document Section:Site 24
Representation: Comment

Plots 24 and 25: Vehicle access from the Picknage Road would be considered acceptable if the access was located centrally along the frontage onto Picknage Road that would meet the
safety requirements of the B1039 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 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.

4095 15 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Comment

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

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available
Surface Water Network capacity - Unsewered

1. Assets Affected
c) Pipelines (Protected easements or diversion under Section 185 Water Industry Act 1991)
4624 1 Mann

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Support
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent

We would support the change of use for this site to residential. It is small and close to the village centre. The current barns on the site are dilapidated and replacing these with a home
appropriate to the character of the village would be valuable.
4631 1 Brown

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Support

Barley Site 24

The site is currently an eyesore. How it can be described as "greenfield" is surprising considering the amount of concrete and buildings already in situ. It would be preferable to have it
converted into a residential space.
4730 2  Hebditch

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Object

Site 24 extends along Picknage Road, which is very narrow at this point, to a very dangerous corner with limited site lines which makes it unsuitable for development in its present state.
Again, it is outside the village in a greenfield site, bordering a conservation area.

We appreciate the need for housing in a village, but surely the Parish Council policy of 'organic growth' is one which should be pursued to ensure that villages such as Barley remain
villages and not satellite towns.

4871 19 Smith

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Object

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

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

Food security is now a national priority;

Open green spaces are a valuable amenity for all;

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

Fields are necessary for water management.

5412 1 Stacey

Document Section:Site 24
Representation: Object

This proposal provides for residential development at a prominant site in the village extending the percieved shape of the village and the nature of the approach to this historic village i.e.
from grade 2 agricultural land bordering a conservation area to modern housing. Permitting this proposal would also increase the likelihood of support for past proposed development of
the rest of this side of Picknage Road which fundamentally damage the aspect an views from this part of the village.

6321 4 Easton

Document Section:Site 24
Representation: Object

Site 24 greenfield site located on a very busy junction. Safe access again will be an issue.
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Our Parish Council policy is for organic growth not wholesale development which will spoil the ambience of our lovely village.

6488 3 Allan

Document Section: Site 24
Representation: Object

The small piece of land - Mr Doggett's - on the corner of Picknage Road and Church End is also farming land but it is the least objectionable. It is such a shame that it will inevitably
finish up as some dreadful pastiche that will do nothing for the appearance or feel of the village. | hope | am wrong.

| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.

6489 3 Foy

Document Section:Site 24

Representation: Object

The small piece of land - Mr Doggett's - on the corner of Picknage Road and Church End is also farming land but it is the least objectionable. It is such a shame that it will inevitably
finish up as some dreadful pastiche that will do nothing for the appearance or feel of the village. | hope | am wrong.
| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
0891 6 Barley Parish Council

Document Section: Site 25

Representation: Comment

As the land in question is already within the village envelope, there is no need to alter the current status subject to the existing policies continuing to apply with particular reference to the
Village Character area designation.
1454 5 Lee

Document Section:Site 25
Representation: Object

This site adjoins the Playstow and as such forms a central focus to the village layout: it is recognised as being essential to the character of the village and countryside. Any development
here would certainly not maintain or enhance the character of the village or the surrounding area; and would as such have a detrimental impact on the Conservation Area.
3689 4 Dongworth

Document Section: Site 25
Representation: Support

There are four proposals relating to Barley and it is my view that three of these would be suitable and are within the planning development framework if the village is chosen.
3950 117 Hertfordshire County
Council - Historic
Environment
Document Section:Site 25
Representation: Comment

Mitigation of archaeological impact by condition

| consider that (without prejudice to any future advice) for the sites listed below, in the event of development proposal, any archaeological issues can probably be dealt with by condition,
should planning permission be granted.
3952 24 Hertfordshire County
Council - Passenger
Transport Unit
Document Section:Site 25
Representation: Comment

Plots 24 and 25: Vehicle access from the Picknage Road would be considered acceptable if the access was located centrally along the frontage onto Picknage Road that would meet the
safety requirements of the B1039 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 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.

4095 16 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 25
Representation: Comment

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



Representation for
Land Allocations: Additional Suggested Sites July 2009

Site 25

Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) - Barley

WWTW capacity - Capacity available

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available

Surface Water Network capacity - Unsewered

1. Assets Affected

b) Wastewater Treatment Works (400m cordon sanitaire)
c) Pipelines (Protected easements or diversion under Section 185 Water Industry Act 1991)
4624 2 Mann

Document Section:Site 25
Representation: Object

We would not support the change of use for this site to residential although it does have some value. It is small and close to the village centre. One or two homes appropriate to the
character of the village on this small would be valuable on this site. However, there may be more appropriate sites which would not affect the central green space around the plaistow.
Also access along Picknage Road to this site would pose traffic issues in addition to current parking problems.

4631 2 Brown

Document Section: Site 25
Representation: Object

Barley Site 25

If building is allowed on this piece of land then the whole character of the Plaistow will be changed. It will further encourage further building along other stretches along Picknage which
would be detrimental to the village. A precendent should not be allowed to ruin this signicficant village space.

It would be more appropriate to allow development on the other side of Picknage, filling in the space between the current housing up to and including site 24.
4730 3  Hebditch

Document Section:Site 25
Representation: Object

Site 25 is again a greenfield site and access to it would be via Picknage Road, which as stated is dangerous in parts and very narrow in places.

We appreciate the need for housing in a village, but surely the Parish Council policy of 'organic growth' is one which should be pursued to ensure that villages such as Barley remain
villages and not satellite towns.

4871 20 Smith

Document Section: Site 25
Representation: Object
| object to all sites that alter the Green Belt boundary.

| object to the loss of agricultural land for the following reasons:
Food security is now a national priority;
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
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.

5412 2  Stacey

Document Section: Site 25
Representation: Comment

It appears that this is the only application in its group which actually falls within the village boundary. Building on this area would remove a substantial piece of green area within the
village. | feel that any vehicular access would not have good lines of site for access to Picknage road.
6321 3 Easton

Document Section:Site 25
Representation: Object

Site 25 again a greenfield agricultural site with similar vehicular problems relating to Picknage Road as outlinerd in our objection to site 26. Any increase in traffic will undoubtably
increase the risk of accident.
6488 2 Allan

Document Section: Site 25
Representation: Object

The proposed building land on the Cambridge Road - between the sewage works and the last bungalow in the village - the McGiffen's - is outside the envelope and on farming land. If
permission was granted for this why not on any other field?

| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.

6489 2 Foy

Document Section:Site 25
Representation: Object

The proposed building land on the Cambridge Road - between the sewage works and the last bungalow in the village - the McGiffen's - is outside the envelope and on farming land. If
permission was granted for this why not on any other field?
| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
0459 83 CPRE - The Hertfordshire
Society
Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

This is a greenfield site just outside the boundary of the Selected Village of Barley. The land is classified grade 2 agricultural. Its release for development would be contrary to
established Rural Area and Selected Villages policy.
0891 7 Barley Parish Council

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

The inclusion of this site is wholly inappropriate and if taken further will be very strongly resisted. Potentially this site would add 45 to 50 extra houses to the village and no need has
been demonstrated that a development of this size is warranted. It was felt by all concerned that the development of this site would not support local services of the local economy as
suggested but would rather put undue stress on the roads, water supplies, drainage systems etc. Further more access to the site which is not believed to be in the control of the
promoter would be difficult and the additional traffic movements would put unacceptable strain on already busy roads. The village sewerage works also adjoins this site.

In conclusion the Council strongly oppose the inclusion of the two large sites as suitable for development. If included the consequences the size of the village would increase by over a
third in one fell swoop which would destroy its current character, put undue strain on its services whilst providing no positive advantages to the community whatsoever.
1454 6 Lee

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object

Again this is a greenfield site and the same comments apply as to Site 24. There is also a sewage treatment facility within the site.

Taking an indicative average development of 30 to the hectare this site could produce 46 units with in excess of 390 traffic movements per day. Raise that density to 40 ha (61.2 units), a
not uncommon density and the traffic movements would rise to a staggering 520 per day. The junction of Picknage Road/Cambridge Road/High Street is a difficult junction already with
frequent incidents. To increase the traffic flows by the level that could be produced from this site is simply untenable.

2686 2  O'Brien

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
States

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made
for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.
2686 6 O'Brien

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Comment

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007
States

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made
for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.
2686 9 O'Brien

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007
States

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made
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Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent
for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.

3689 3 Dongworth

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Support

There are four proposals relating to Barley and it is my view that three of these would be suitable and are within the planning development framework if the village is chosen.
3950 61 Hertfordshire County
Council - Historic
Environment
Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Comment

Requirement for Pre-application or Pre-determination Archaeological Assessment

The sites below have known archaeological remains within them or have archaeological potential. We would therefore wish that - in accordance with Government policy in PPG 16 and
the current draft PPS 15 - the LPA requests that pre-application or pre-determination archaeological assessments should be included within all development briefs and other proposals
for the sites, if they are formally adopted as development sites in the local development plan. Such assessment would, depending upon the size and location of the proposals, range in
scope from additional desk-based research to more extensive archaeological field survey and evaluation. The purpose of the archaeological assessment would be to provide sufficient
information about the archaeological resource and in particular the extent of archaeological remains worthy of preservation in situ, to enable the LPA to determine any specific
application for development.
3952 25 Hertfordshire County

Council - Passenger

Transport Unit
Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Comment

Plot 26: Vehicle access from the Picknage Road would not be considered acceptable. The existing vehicle access from the sub station access road 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 small development, which
would generate an increase in traffic along the lane. This may cause concern for existing users such as access to local residents and electricity 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.

4095 17 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Comment

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

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available
Surface Water Network capacity - Unsewered

4559 1 Hearn

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object
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Site 26
Ref. Rep No. Applicant Agent

Site 26 is a greenfield agricultural site outside the limits of Barley village. Houses built on this large site would significantly increase the population of village altering its character. This
would appear to be contrary to the Council's planning policy 6 which permits only single dwellings on small plots to be built on such sites. It certainly conflicts with the Barley Parish
Council policy of permitting only "organic growth" of the village, building only a few houses at a time within the existing limits of the village.

For these reasons | strongly object to the allocation of site 26 for housing.

4624 3 Mann

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object

We strongly oppose change of use for thie site to residential.

It is large enough to accommodate a substantial number of homes, for which there is no current need in the village. A "development" on this site would be detrimental to the character of
the village, a homogeneous estate is out of keeping with the current variety in Barley.

This is a greenfield site, it does not fall in the "selected village" boundary and would not lend itself to the "organic growth" goal of the parish council.

Furthermore the approach to Barley from either Chishill or Flint Cross would present the view of an estate. Expanding the size of Barley by perhaps 20 homes would degrade the
character of the village.

Access to the site either along Picknage or Cambridge Road would be potentially hazardous on bends in the road.
4631 3 Brown

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Support

Barley Site 26

If more housing is required this would seem a potential place, as it is near current housing and there is also reasonable access to the site. However, | am concerned for the people who
live along Cambridge Road and Picknage and the decline in value if their views are obstructed. Equally | am concerned as to access for the proposed properties. Would the road
become adopted?

4716 1 Goswell

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

I am writing with my concerns regarding the allocation of land of housing in Barley Hertfordshire.

The land for site (26) is situated at the bottom of our garden and would cause great distress to our family along with our neighbours. Our views will be ruined and will cause great
disruption to the village.

Site (26) is completely undesirable, please consider building somewhere else appropriate.

4730 1  Hebditch

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

We would like to register our firm opposition to Site 26 - New Hill, Picknage Road, Barley.
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Barley is a village in a conservation area and to build what can only be described as a housing estate on agricultural land outside the village limits goes against Parish Council policy,
which is for 'organic growth', ie building just a few houses at a time, preferably within the current limits of the village.

Site 26 is outside the limits of the village (covered by Policy 7), and therefore falls under Policy 6 - Rural Areas beyond the green Belt. In these areas only single dwellings on small plots
are recommended.

Access to Picknage Road - presumably via the sewerage access road - is on a very dangerous bend. The traffic using the crossroads of the B1368 and B1039, already the site of many
accidents, will increase dramatically. In 25 years we have seen an enormous increase in traffic at peak times, due in part to the construction of 'infil' housing, as well as the fact that it is a
main commuter route to Audley End station. This road is not able to cope in its present state.

We appreciate the need for housing in a village, but surely the Parish Council policy of 'organic growth' is one which should be pursued to ensure that villages such as Barley remain
villages and not satellite towns.

4871 21 Smith

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

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

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

Food security is now a national priority;

Open green spaces are a valuable amenity for all;

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

Fields are necessary for water management.

5011 1 Ward

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object

We are concerned about the proposed residential development in Barley for the following reasons:-

Character Village - Barley is a small picturesque village consisting of a wide range of housing types. A large affordable housing development outside the developement envelope would
ruin the qualities and appearance of a rural settlement.

Access - The village and nearby roads could not support the extra vehicles this amount of housing would naturally bring. Safety would be a major concern for the village as a whole,
particulary where adding new access roads that would be needed.

Flooding - Picknage Road suffered severe flooding a couple of years ago. Building on agricultural land will only add to the issues of drainage with water unable to soak away through built
up areas.

Amenities and infrastructure - Although Barley has a school, shop, bus service, church etc, an additional influx of a large number of additional occupants would exceed the capacity of
these services.

Inappropriate expansion - The vast quantity of extra housing is much more than the Village has experienced, generally growing 10% over 10 years. We feel this is too many too quickly
and that to maintain Barley as an attractive and comfortable place to reside, growth should be realistic.
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Sewage works - The water treatment works would be located very close to proposed residential area which seems very inappropriate.

Conservation Area - This area borders onto a conservation area and as a greenfield site in a rural village would surely be worth preserving.
5450 1 White

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

Due to the location and size of Plot 26, housing built there will turn Barley from a discrete village to an urban sprawl. It extends the village boundaries unacceptably and, due to its large
area, would detrimentally impact the look and feel of the village. If Plot 26 is developed, good agricultural land will be lost forever and a dangerous precedent set for future.
5451 1 White

Document Section: Site 26
Representation: Object

Plot 26 is good agricultural land which will be lost under a ubiquitous housing scheme. A dangerous precedent would be set for future and Barley, as a compact and discrete well
balanced community, would be gone forever due to the large size of this development and the location outside the historic village boundaries.
5557 1  Worboyes

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object

My husband and | object to the development of site 26 in Barley. We live on Picknage Road and would be directly affected by any developement on this site. Please see the points below
in support of our objection:

1) Site 26 is a greenfield agricultural site and any change of use is undesirable.

2) Development of the site would be against the village/parish council policy for housing i.e. growth should be organic and within the limits of the village.

3)The look and feel of the village should be preserved and the development of site 26 would be very unlikely to be in keeping with the rest of the village.

4) Under Policy 6: Rural Areas beyond the Green Belt, only single dwellings on small plots are recommended. Site 26 is not in line with this policy.

5) Site 26 is a relatively large plot of land allowing up to 20 new houses to be built. This would have a significant impact and cause considerable disruption to the village.
6321 2 Easton

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object

Site 26 at present a greenfield agricultural site. The mapping that you have published is INNACURATE. It does not take into account the land that we own which land locks numbers 3
and 4 Cambridge Road and numbers 15,16 and 17 Picknage Road. The published area ie 1.53 hectares is presumably wrong? Site 26 is outside the village limits (covered by policy 7)
and therefore falls under policy 6, rural areas outside the green belt. In these areas only single dwellings on small plots are recommended.

Presumably it is proposed to access this site using the existing service road to the sewerage plant? At this point Picknage Road is particularly dangerous due to the bend in the road
exacerbated by parked vehicles. Great caution has to be used. If this large site is developed this will mean a large increase in vehicle numbers creating more possibilty of accidents. This
is a busy through way from adjoining villages using this road to Royston and other destinations.

6488 1 Allan

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object
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The site in the Plaistow should not be developed - it is the village's common and according to NHDC it should be maintained and its open aspect pre-served. This has already been
breached by that dreadful gravel motorway which links the last Doggett development to Picknage Road.

NHDC gave assurances this wouldn't happen - now look at it.

| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.

6489 1 Foy

Document Section:Site 26
Representation: Object

The site in the Plaistow should not be developed - it is the village's common and according to NHDC it should be maintained and its open aspect pre-served. This has already been
breached by that dreadful gravel motorway which links the last Doggett development to Picknage Road.

NHDC gave assurances this wouldn't happen - now look at it.

| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.
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0365 62 Natural England - East of
England Region
Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Comment

This site is very close to County Wildlife Site 09/025 Barley Church and may in fact overlap its boundaries. Further details are available from the Herts Biological Records Centre.
0459 84 CPRE - The Hertfordshire
Society
Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

Again, this is a greenfield site outside the boundary of the Selected Village of Barley. It is grade 2 agricultural land. lIts release for development would be contrary to established Rural
Area and Selected Villages policy.
0839 3 Diocese of St Albans Howard Sharp & Partners

LLP

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Support

Site 27 is well contained and only a short distance from the heart of the settlement centre. Barley scores well in relation to accessibility and sustainability criteria with a good regular bus
service. The settlement is of a size whereby additional residents will support local services and the local economy generally. The site is not affected by any wildlife designation.

There is only one previously developed site in the village proposed. Greenfield sites are needed to sustain the viability of village services and to provide housing choice. This allocation
fits with the strategy of proportionate growth for settlements in the core strategy, where Barley is a village identified for development in the settlement hierarchy. This site is the most
suitable site as it would ensure the rural character of the village is preserved and would not harm the surrounding landscape.

The site is not of bio-diversity value in that all the land involved has either been continuously cultivated or is in fact previously developed land. The ground water source protection zone
would not be affected and is, therefore, not a factor that counts against this site. EA define these to show the risk of contamination from any activities that might cause pollution in the
area. It is only in zone 3 which is the total area needed to support removal of water or discharge from the borehole. There will be no contamination or derogation from the proposed use -
we would refer to The EAs 'The Environment Agency, Groundwater Protection: Policies and Practices' (2007).

The main purpose of these further representations is to demonstrate that clear access is now provided off Shaftenhoe End Road, rather than along Pudding Lane. Some residents along
Pudding Lane were concerned about additional traffic movements. This has now been overcome. The boundaries of the site are amended to accommodate this new access point and
includes Glebe land owned by the Diocese of St Albans.

All the landowners involved have confirmed a commitment to developing the site and therefore, in accordance with the relevant tests, this site is deliverable, feasible and available for
immediate development. The Church of England's 'Shrinking the Footprint' campaign is but one initiative by the Church to encourage ways of increasing energy efficiency and
contributing towards the aim of reducing carbon emissions. This site is proposed for a ground-breaking and genuinely innovative housing scheme which will deliver a significant
proportion of affordable homes and be an exemplar scheme for projects such as this across England and Wales where modest additional housing is to be integrated into existing
communities.

There is an opportunity to enhance the Conservation Area by comprehensively addressing the 'fringe' nature of the uses and activities that have been carried out on these parcels by the
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separate land owners. The site area totals 2.3 hectares but it is proposed that this scheme, in order to meet the high levels of sustainability and best practice that is envisaged, will need
areas set aside to accommodate the alternative energy technologies and local food production. Accordingly the anticipated yield for new homes will be about 45 to 60 homes, of various
sizes and tenures, according to local needs.

The promoters of this scheme are rolling out a programme of genuine consultation and involvement of the local community, proposing buildings which exceed current requirements in
terms of energy consumption and construction techniques.

The owners and promoters welcome the opportunity of working with the District Council together with the local community to deliver this important local project.

Revised site area 2.3 (hectares). Area of land shown edged red on the plan attached demonstrating access onto Shaftenhoe End Lane.
0891 8 Barley Parish Council

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

The inclusion of this site is wholly inappropriate and if taken further will be very strongly resisted. It is understood that at least 30 houses have been suggested could b accommodated
on the site and as with site number 26 no need has been demonstrated that a development of this scale is warranted or appropriate in this village. The land in question is on the edge of
a character area and is adjacent to a conservation area. The site is not grass land as described. It consists of four parcels of land each in separate ownership in which grassland
comprises of only 50 to 60% and is part of an agricultural small holding. The remainder of the site consists of garden land and a small builders yard. There are two public footpaths one
of which crosses the site. The only access to its is up Pudding Lane which is a private single track un-adopted road which opens onto Church End with exceedingly poor site lines. If
this land were to be developed it would be visible from miles around and would spoil an otherwise unspoilt "green belt" area which the Council wish to see maintained.

In conclusion the Council strongly oppose the inclusion of the two large sites as suitable for development. If included the consequences the size of the village would increase by over a
third in one fell swoop which would destroy its current character, put undue strain on its services whilst providing no positive advantages to the community whatsoever.
1454 7 Lee

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

Yet again we are presented with a greenfield site; outside the village envelope, in the Landscape Conservation Area, adjacent to the Conservation Area and Visual Character Area 5
which recognises the importance of the undeveloped nature of this area. Its development would compromise all of these objectives.

Churchfields is accessed via Pudding Lane, an unadopted, unmade single track. There is no other means of access. Again using the parameters for development referred to above this
site would produce 32 units with 275 traffic movements; with all vehicles going out onto the very narrow Church End, just opposite to the village school? This would be nonsensical.

The visual intrusion of this site would be disastrous, hardly conductive to the Council aims of maintaining the open character and distance views of the village from the northern fringe of
the Landscape Conservation Area.
2458 2  Justice

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

Pudding Lane, Barley, is a narrow one car width unadopted lane, which is "no through" constantly subject to flooding and drainage problems. It leads onto busy B class road with slight
bend which already is hazardous. It has established woodland all around. This area would increase commuting and private car use and could indeed overload the small school and its
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facilities. It has one small village shop and post office. | do not see how "affordable" housing would benefit, this project would contain large expensive houses. Elderly and disabled
people would not find housing here suitable from a mobility point of view. Royston town itself, which is approx 4 miles away, is only really accessible by private transport. Any increase to
traffic would make Barley roads busier and unsafe.

2686 3 O'Brien

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Comment

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007
States

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made
for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.
2686 5 O'Brien

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Comment

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007
States

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made
for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.
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2686 8 O'Brien

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

The creation of residential housing on greenfield sites outside the Barley village boundary should not be allowed. The development would not be subject to conservation area regulation,
but more importantly it would contravene the Babtie group report and the Land Allocations Development Plan remit.

North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character Assessment
Babtie group. April 2004

Concluded that Barley Village and the scarp slopes (Area 232) should be
conserved and restored.

Sustainability Appraisal and SEA of the North Hertfordshire Land Allocations Development Plan Document. December 2007
States

SO/B Ensure that changes protect or enhance the existing natural and man-made
for their own sake and for the benefit of future generations.
3689 2 Dongworth

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

The remaining proposal involving plot 27 - Churchfields, Pudding Lane, is completely inappropriate for the following principal reasons:

* As you will be aware, access to the proposed 25 to 35 unit development would only be possible via Pudding Lane; an unadopted track which, owing to its' width, alignment and junction
onto Church End, is incapable of serving a further 50 to 70 vehicles per day (a conservative estimate based on the assumption of no more than two daily journeys from each new
property). Whilst 'modernisations’, such as widening operations and the installation of street lighting and pedestrian footways, could be undertaken, these would be likely to have
irreparable negative impacts upon the lane, which is a characteristic and notable feature of the village in its own right. Furthermore, the increase in traffic entering Pudding Lane from
Church End is likely to result in periods of congestion along the adjoining High Street, which itself is a major artery to the A505.

* With regard to the site of the proposed development | would like to highlight the fact that Churchfields lies at the very end of Pudding Lane and that the surrounding land proposed for
development is almost entirely represented by valuable grassland habitats of significant value to local wildlife. The site is not well integrated within the defined settlement confines of
Barley, and whilst | understand that sensitive development is permissible within the village conservation area, there is no ambiguity with regard to the fact that Churchfields lies well
outside this boundary. Indeed, development of this site would contravene policies set out in the North Hertfordshire District Local Plan (grassland for wildlife (policies 13 (ii)c and 13 (iii))
as well as those aims set out in the national guidance in PPG3, which strongly encourage the development of brownfield or previously developed sites, rather than Greenfield sites.

* Finally, | would like to draw your attention to the drainage implications associated with the proposed development: Pudding Lane currently acts as the main channel for surface water
flow from Churchfields and the surrounding grasslands habitats during periods of heavy rainfall. However, there are three listed buildings directly adjacent to Pudding Lane, one of which
(Roly Poly Cottage) was flooded in June 2007 as a direct result of this. Obviously, development of even a single further residential unit at the top of Pudding Lane, which is at a higher
elevation than the entire surrounding settlement, could have serious implications on adjacent properties, and as pointed out earlier, all are listed. | would have strong reservations for
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any design proposals suggesting the implication of a Sustainable Urban Drainage System (SUDS): the proposed development would sit at the top of a north facing slope, the inclination
of which increases as one travels down Pudding Lane. Consequently, during periods of heavy rainfall there will be little opportunity for surface water to passively soak away before
gravity takes effect and the water flows down hill. However, in the absence of a SUDS scheme, | cannot see how the proposed development could be considered either sustainable or
environmentally friendly.

In short, | fear that development of this site would set an undesirable precedent which would undermine both national and local planning policies. | have discussed this with many of the
residents of Barley and all have been appalled that such a proposal has been put forward.
3950 62 Hertfordshire County
Council - Historic
Environment
Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Comment

Requirement for Pre-application or Pre-determination Archaeological Assessment

The sites below have known archaeological remains within them or have archaeological potential. We would therefore wish that - in accordance with Government policy in PPG 16 and
the current draft PPS 15 - the LPA requests that pre-application or pre-determination archaeological assessments should be included within all development briefs and other proposals
for the sites, if they are formally adopted as development sites in the local development plan. Such assessment would, depending upon the size and location of the proposals, range in
scope from additional desk-based research to more extensive archaeological field survey and evaluation. The purpose of the archaeological assessment would be to provide sufficient
information about the archaeological resource and in particular the extent of archaeological remains worthy of preservation in situ, to enable the LPA to determine any specific
application for development.
3952 26 Hertfordshire County

Council - Passenger

Transport Unit
Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Comment

Plot 27: The existing vehicle access from Church End is very narrow, which makes the access corridor to the development site impractical without widening to accommodate two-way
traffic. The vehicle to vehicle inter visibility from the access is substandard and it is not likely that this could be improved. It is unlikely that this development could be developed in
highway terms.

4095 18 Anglian Water Services Ltd

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Comment

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

Foul Sewerage Network capacity - Capacity available
Surface Water Network capacity - Unsewered

1. Assets Affected
c) Pipelines (Protected easements or diversion under Section 185 Water Industry Act 1991)
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4581 1 Sedgwick

Document Section: Site 27

Representation: Comment

| refer to the proposed development at site 27, Churchfields Barley.

It appears that the access to these properties will be via Church End and then Pudding Lane.

| have concerns about the safety issues this will raise:

Church End also serves Richmonds coaches and there are frequent hold-ups when buses try to manoeuvre into the Town House car park
The school also fronts on to Church End and at 8.45 and 3pm the road is cluttered with parked cars

Church End is in parts very narrow and cars frequently mount the pavements to allow lorries or coaches to pass

Pudding Lane is very narrow and bordered by listed properties so will pose a hazard for an increased number of cars.

| should like the above points to be taken into consideration when the planning application is reviewed.

4624 4 Mann

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

We strongly oppose change of use for thie site to residential. It is large enough to accommodate a substantial number of homes, for which there is no current need in the village. A
"development" on this site would be detrimental to the character of the village, a homogeneous estate is out of keeping with the current variety in Barley. This is a greenfield site, it does
not fall in the "selected village" boundary and would not lend itself to the "organic growth" goal of the parish council.

Access to the site would be along a narrow lane, which may require amelioration causing disruption to the surrounding area. This site is currently very pleasant countryside and loss of
this would not be beneficial.
4631 4 Brown

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Object

Barley Site 27

The access to this site is very poor. It would only be a suitable site for the odd one or two houses not for an entire development, which in the current climate is much more likely. The
site is in the majority surrounded by fields and open space, including footpaths. This would change the character and feel of the village, where these footpaths and their views are part of
the advantage of living here.

4730 4  Hebditch

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

Site 27 raises many of the same issues, being a greenfield site, with access to an even more congested Church End - again a through route for commuters, and the site of the village
shop, church, town house (village hall), care home and school.

We appreciate the need for housing in a village, but surely the Parish Council policy of 'organic growth' is one which should be pursued to ensure that villages such as Barley remain
villages and not satellite towns.

4871 22 Smith

Document Section: Site 27
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Representation: Object

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

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

Food security is now a national priority;

Open green spaces are a valuable amenity for all;

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

Fields are necessary for water management.

4998 2  Williams
Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object
Site 27.

1. The proposed area is only connected to the existing village envelope by a single point at the top of Pudding Lane thus forming a 'bubble' shaped proposed development site well
outside any current building. ALL sides of the area are adjacent to open agricultural green fields.

2. ACCESS. No suitable access to the site, particularly given its size is at all obvious. Is a new road being considered eg from Shaftenhoe End Road or Smith's End Lane and if so would
this eventually lead to even more development?

The alternatives appear to be pudding Lane and School Lane. The remaining paths on the map are very narrow footpaths, which are single person width in many places. These lanes
and footpaths are often used by walkers visiting the village and provide an attractive amenity for the village and visitors.

Pudding Lane

a. This is a single-track country lane and cars are unable to pass each other if travelling in opposite directions. The distance between Roly Poly cottage (a Listed building and one of the
oldest in the village) and the opposite bank is sufficient for one car only (see photo 1). The passage of anything wider than a standard car is very difficult and both the garden wall of our
house Glenelg and the end wall of Roly Poly cottage have suffered damage in the past when lorries have attempted deliveries. The trees on the Brick House side of pudding Lane are
sizeable and well established. They are at the base of a steep bank and if they were cut them down it would drastically affect the character of the whole area.

b. We estimate on approximately 40 houses there are likely to be approximately 60 cars plus visitors. This is a huge volume of cars emptying into Church End. Visibility at the end of
Pudding Lane where it joins Church End is very restricted. Cars pulling out of Pudding Lane to the Local school is also very narrow; cars cannot pass each other along this length without
mounting the pavement in front of Willets and the adjacent house. (see photo 3). This end of Church End is already very congested. PArents taking children to the village school already
have to contend with a difficult and potentially dangerous route to school. Richmond's coaches cause difficulties. A significant increase in cars passing into Church End would exacerbate
this.

3. The visual impact is significant. The site is at one of the highest points in the village and therefore very visible from surrounding village etc. Playing cricket on the village pitch on a
summer day currently affords a peaceful setting with open views. This would disappear.

The photograph accompanying the site map is unlabeled and we do not recognise where it actually is! What we do know is that it is not Pudding Lane between Church End and Pye
Cottage in Pudding Lane and therefore does not represent an access route.

In conclusion we have very strong objections to the inclusion of site 27 within the existing boundary. We would like to invite anyone connected with these decisions to visit the site during
a normal weekday, most appropriately when parents and small children are negotiating Church End on their way to school.
5009 1 Hart
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Document Section: Site 27

Representation: Object

My comments here are addressed to site 27 but, in part, apply equally to the other larger additional sites listed in Barley which together would have a major impact on the community by
increasing the number of village dwellings by some 20%.

Site 27 is located in perhaps the most lovely part of Barley and includes, both in the site and its immediate surroundings, a considerable number and variety of trees, shrubs and
grassland that provide a much valued aspect to the village. The site, which is located at a high point in the village, provides views across the surrounding valleys and farmland, is outside
of the village boundary and, if developed, would destroy the environment of this part of the village. It does not currently have access to the site which could provide an acceptable entry
and exit onto the highway for more than its current use and would require even more loss of environment if this were to be secured via other adjacent properties.

Whilst infill within the current village boundary is an acceptable way of providing additional sites the proposed site 27 would destroy a much loved feature of the village.

5016 1 Hills

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

| object to extensive development on this land for the following three reasons:

1 - Increase in traffic volume on road near village school. Traffic from this site would have to enter an already congested road, Church End. Traffic already travels too fast near the
village school, and an increase in such traffic would be a major safety concern.

2 - Access to site. Access would be on an already narrow lane, Pudding Lane. There have been a number of accidents and near misses where Crossways meets Church End, these
accidents being caused partially by views being restricted by parked cars on Church End. It is very possible that the junction of Pudding Lane and Church End would be a similar
blackspot.

3 - Woodland. There is woodland that would need to be cleared at the northernmost corner of this development. | would prefer to see development of land on which stand old
agricultural buildings/derelict buildings rather than existing woodland, no matter what the condition of the woodland is.
5018 1 Warren

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

| am making an objection to development on this site (at the end of Pudding Lane) because of 1)the danger of increased traffic near the local school and other amenities and 2)lack of
adequate access.

1) The village school is close to the exit from Pudding Lane into Church End. My children attend the school and | have witnessed vehicles driving too fast along Church End on a number
of occasions when walking the school run. The road also has the majority of local amenities including the shop, church and Town House. To obtain access to and from Pudding Lane
along this road would increase the volume of traffic which causes an added danger to school children and others using this road.

Pudding Lane meets Church End at a place where viewing oncoming traffic is restricted and therefore causes a danger.

2) Pudding Lane is the only access point and is too narrow to accommodate an increase in traffic.

Anyone living in houses built on this site would need a car as there is not a regular bus service from Barley to any destination.
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5453 1 Jagelman

Document Section: Site 27

Representation: Comment

This is a very attractive site at a relatively high point and so visible from a wide surrounding area. The locality has a number of footpaths well used by ramblers ,dog walkers etc. Pudding
Lane is despite the photograph wholly unsuitable as an access route without significant widening and loss of protected trees. The sight lines into Church End are appalling. Neither
Pudding Lane nor Church End would cope safely with the increased volume of traffic such development would inevitably bring.

Development of a site of this size at this location would be insensitive and out of keeping with the village. It would no doubt lead to further pressure to develop nearby sites south of
Church End.

| share the widespread concern over the listing of this site expressed by the Parish Council and many individuals at the meeting on Monday last.
5523 1 Williams

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Comment

Ref Land Allocations- Additional Suggested Sites
Barley sites 24, 25, 26, 27

We understand that Barley is in a conservation area and therefore we hope and expect that any future developments would not be detrimental to the village and happen at a rate, which
could be sustained by the village. We are therefore very concerned by the suggested inclusion of additional sites within the existing village boundary. In particular

Site 27

1.The proposed area is only connected to the existing village envelope by a single point at the top of Pudding Lane thus forming a bubble shaped proposed development site well outside
any current building. All sides of the area are adjacent to open agricultural green fields.

2. Access. No suitable access to the site, particularly given its size is at all obvious. Is a new road being considered eg from Shaftenhoe End Road or Smiths End Lane and if so would
this eventually lead to even more development? The alternatives appear to be Pudding Lane and School Lane. The remaining paths on the map are very narrow footpaths, which are
single person width in many places. These lanes and footpaths are often used by walkers visiting the village and provide an attractive amenity for the village and visitors.

Pudding Lane

a) This is a single-track country lane and cars are unable to pass each other if travelling in opposite directions. The distance between Roly Poly cottage (a Listed building and one of the
oldest in the village) and the opposite bank is sufficient for one car only (see photos 1). The passage of anything wider than a standard car is very difficult and both the garden wall of our
house Glenelg and the end wall of Roly Poly cottage have suffered damage in the past when lorries have attempted deliveries. The trees on the Brick House side of pudding Lane are
sizeable and well established. They are at the base of a steep bank and if they were cut them down it would drastically affect the character of the whole area.

b) We estimate on approximately 40 houses there are likely to be approximately 60 cars plus visitors. This is a huge volume of cars emptying into Church End. Visibility at the end of
Pudding Lane where it joins Church End is very restricted. Cars pulling out of Pudding Lane into Church End are unable to see to the right until well into Church End. (see photo 2). The
length of Church End from Pudding Lane to the local school is also very narrow; cars cannot pass each other along this length without mounting the pavement in front of Willets and the
adjacent house. (see photo 3). This end of Church End is already very congested. Parents taking children to the village school already have to contend with a difficult and potentially
dangerous route to school. Richmonds coaches cause difficulties. A significant increase in cars passing into Church End would exacerbate this.

3. The visual impact is significant. The site is at one of the highest points in the village and therefore very visible from surrounding villages etc. Playing cricket on the village pitch on a
summer day currently affords a peaceful setting with open views. This would disappear.
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The photograph accompanying the site map is unlabeled and we do not recognise where it actually is! What we do know is that it is not of Pudding Lane between Church End and Pye
Cottage in Pudding Lane and therefore does not represent an access route.

In conclusion we have very strong objections to the inclusion of site 27 within the existing boundary. We would like to invite anyone connected with these decisions to visit the site during
a normal weekday, most appropriately when parents and small children are negotiating Church End on their way to school.
6211 1 Holmes

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Object

My principle objection is the fact that Pudding Lane is a narrow unmade road unsuitable to increased traffic that would follow from the sizeable development under consideration.

Roly Poly Cottage is the first Grade Il listed thatched building along Pudding Lane and is reputed to be one of the oldest properties in the village. My bedroom is within two feet of the
lane and | am already occasionally woken by vehicles accessing the few properties that already exist. Development of plot 27 would result in a considerable increase in vehicle
movements potentially making my cottage uninhabitable. In addition, | have serious concerns about whether the structure would survive the heavy traffic that would be necessary in the
construction and servicing of the new buildings, let alone the inevitable increase in private vehicles that would follow.

Pudding Lane joins Church End just a short distance from the village primary school and the prospect of additional cars using this junction at busy times when young children will be
around gives me great concern as to the safety of the children. There are also many horse riders in the village who regularly come along Church End. The additional conflicts that an
increase in vehicle traffic would inevitably cause could result in serious injury to horses and/or riders.

A footpath runs along the edge of the site and is very popular both with local people and visitors to the area. During my walks | have been fortunate enough to see many species of
wildlife during my walks including badgers, foxes, and muntjac deer. Developing plot 27 would inevitably disturb the wildlife and lead to a deterioration of the quality of village life.
Furthermore, | fear that if this development, which is outside the existing village boundary, were to take place, it would be the first step to coalescence with the hamlet of Shaftenhoe End
leading to both settlements loosing their individual identities.

Finally, | notice that the fact that developments 'are likely to lead to an increase in commuting and private car use' is included as a weakness of sites in some other areas. This weakness
is not attributed to the sites in Barley. | can only assume that this is an oversight as new houses would certainly lead to a considerable increase in private car use and commuting. While
there is a bus service to and from the village, it is not frequent enough to make public transport a viable alternative to the car.

6305 1  Collier

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Comment

| am considering moving to Barley and am therefore a frequent visitor. During my visits | enjoy walking the various footpaths in and around the village.

| was concerned to see the notice outside the Town House giving details of the possible additional areas of housing development being considered as part of the Local Development
Framework.

| was particularly concerned to learn of the possible development at the top of Pudding Lane (Plot 27). Whenever | walk up this lane to join the footpath, its rural nature is an essential
part of its charm. The prospect of the lane carrying substantially additional traffic or having to be given a tarmac surface or widened to facilitate the building of extra houses is of great
concern to me. | believe that the small pink thatched cottage would be particularly vulnerable. It is clearly of some considerable age and the heavy vehicles that would be needed as
part of the construction would need to pass very close to it, if indeed they could get past at all without damaging it or its thatch.

Barley appears to be a thriving village, however, | understand that one of the challenges that it faces is that the doctors' surgery has a full list and that residents already have to wait
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some considerable time before they can get onto the doctors' list. This would clearly be exasperated by the building of a significant number of additional houses. | note that your
consultation document mentions that there is a regular bus service to the village. While there is a bus service that some villages may envy; looking at the timetable, | do not believe that
anyone could realistically think that the service is sufficient to be an alternative to the private car.

6321 1 Easton

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Object

Site 27 greenfield site. This site has established woodland and mature hedgerows which lends itself to bio diversity. Access presumably using Pudding Lane on to Church End is totally
unsuitable.Church End which only has a pavement on one side contains the Fox and Hounds pub, the village school, church, Town House (village hall) , care home and shop. Church
End is already very crowded with vehicles and at times is very difficult to negotiate due to the prescence of public buses and delivery vehicles

6488 4 Allan

Document Section:Site 27
Representation: Object

The Rees land. This land is supposed to be an agricultural small holding - has this been lifted? Regardless this proposal should be totally rejected. 30 houses for a village the size of
Barley would have a huge impact. The access - Pudding Lane onto the ever busier Church End - is completely inappropriate.

To widen Pudding Lane would be Philistine. Please have a look.

| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.

6489 4 Foy

Document Section: Site 27
Representation: Object

The Rees land. This land is supposed to be an agricultural small holding - has this been lifted? Regardless this proposal should be totally rejected. 30 houses for a village the size of
Barley would have a huge impact. The access - Pudding Lane onto the ever busier Church End - is completely inappropriate.

To widen Pudding Lane would be Philistine. Please have a look.

| urge the planners to listen to those who actually care as opposed to the small minority who would attempt to despoil the village that is their home.
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