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Mr John 
Washington - 
Consultant

Manabar Ltd 
(Landowner)

07/1051 Employment Paragraph 3.8 states at 31st March 2007 there was 27,185  Sqm (7.1 
hectares) outstanding capacity of employment floor space. This 
included 19,373 sqm (4.8 ha) of planning permissions not 
implemented and 7,812 sqm (2.3 ha) of Local Plan sites not yet 
implemented.

Paragraph 3.9 suggests Consultants have taken all different sources of 
supply and estimated that 7-8 hectares of additional land should be 
allocated for an indicative job target of 7,640 jobs.

Paragraph 3.10 The available land supply calculated to be 34 
hectares.

Included in the 34 ha are the following sites.

Baldock Restraint Area
Royston Road, Baldock 6.2 ha
Letchworth Power Station
Works Road Letchworth Garden City 1.56 ha
Land north of York Way, Royston 11.6 ha
Transco
Cadwell Lane, Hitchin 5 ha
Total 24.52 ha

Paragraph 3.11 suggests an over supply of potential sites for 
employment use.

3

Barton Willmore 
Planning 
Partnership - on 
behalf of West 
Stevenage 
Consortium

West Stevenage 
Consortium

05/0024 Gypsies and Travellers 4.0  Gypsy and Traveller Sites

4.1  We have no comments to make on this section or to the 
questions contained within it (Questions 6-9).

70

 Parker05/0065 Gypsies and Travellers I consider this policy is very much overdone (notwithstanding Govt 
direction and its reflection in East England strategy). Fewer sites need 
to be considered with an outcome, realistically, of only one (or maybe 
two at a pinch) decided.

42

 Highways Agency06/0382 Gypsies and Travellers Of the 6 sites put forward the Highways Agency has no comment.23
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 Letchworth 
Garden City 
Town Council

07/1030 Gypsies and Travellers (Gypsies and travellers NB the word gypsy is the terminology used in 
the document. It may be preferable to refer to sites designated for use 
by travellers, irrespective of the ethnicity of the site occupant which 
should be immaterial to the decision over whether a site is suitable of 
not for the designated use).

None of the sites listed are in Letchworth.

12

 Holwell Parish 
Council

08/1875 Gypsies and Travellers NORTH HERTS DISTRICT COUNCIL
LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK
LAND ALLOCATIONS ¿ ISSUES AND OPTIONS PAPER

RESPONSE OF THE HOLWELL PARISH COUNCIL Re Gypsies and 
Travellers
5th March 2008
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The Flawed Approach of Scott Wilson
We have previously submitted to you (letter dated 7th December 2007)
 that the Scott Wilson report is flawed. Indeed it is quite clear from 
views expressed generally by those at North Herts District Council that 
this view is shared by the District Council.

It is profoundly unfortunate that in setting out options in its Issues and 
Options Paper, NHDC should have chosen to adopt, in large measure, 
proposals in the Scott Wilson report. It has essentially invited public 
consultation, and the expenditure of not inconsiderable effort, on 
proposals which should have been abandoned when it became clear 
that none of them were sensible and satisfactory. The result is 
consideration of proposals ¿ none of which have merit ¿ for the sake of
 form. 

The Accommodation Needs of Gypsies and Travellers in Northern and 
Eastern Hertfordshire ¿ Background Report (September 2007) ¿ being 
a dialogue between NHDC planning officers and Scott Wilson - hardly 
inspires confidence in the analysis of Scott Wilson. Aside from the not 
infrequent disagreement between the North Herts planning officer(s) 
and Scott Wilson about the merits or otherwise of the various sites, the 



22

Land Allocations Issues & Options Paper January 2008- Comments on Gypsies and Travellers

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

planning officer(s) made the following points on the Scott Wilson 
analysis as it then stood in relation to sites under consideration:

'Photos appear to be of a different site¿.' (NH14). 
'Not in Walkern as site name suggests, it's in Barley¿.' 

(NH25).
'Completely wrong description for site. It is not on Graveley 

Rd, it's on London Road, nowhere near B197, not near J8 A1 (M) etc.' 
(NH72).

We previously identified the fact that Scott Wilson had misrepresented 
the ability of the Council to consider sites in Green Belt areas. 
Fundamental to the Scott Wilson report was the issue of Green Belt, 
and the way in which sites were selected to avoid it. In addressing this, 
Scott Wilson referred to Circular 01/2006, stating at section 3.1.6 that 
'Green Belt areas should be avoided whenever possible'. The report 
went on to provide a quotation from part of paragraph 49 of the 
circular. The implication from the Scott Wilson report is that this 
apparent exclusion of Green Belt sites arises from the Circular. It does 
not. In quoting from paragraph 49 of Circular 01/2006, Scott Wilson 
unhelpfully omitted the key first sentence which states not that Green 
Belt areas should be avoided whenever possible, but something 
significantly less stringent ¿ simply that 'there is a general presumption
 against inappropriate development within Green Belts'. A 'general 
presumption' is far from the 'virtual absolute prohibition' implied by 
Scott Wilson, and their report, excluding Green Belt sites from its 
recommendations, is flawed in consequence.

Whilst we recognise that Circular 01/2006 states that 'alternatives 
should be explored before Green Belt locations are considered' ¿ as 
NHDC records at paragraph 4.10 of the Issues and Options paper, it is 
clear that none of the remaining 6 sites identified in non Green Belt 
areas would meet the criteria drawn up by NHDC and Scott Wilson. 
The 'alternatives' have been explored and found wanting. Green Belt 
locations should then have been considered in this consultation 
exercise. Paragraph 65 of Circular 01/2006 is quite clear ¿ that in 
deciding where to provide for such sites, 'local planning authorities 
should first consider locations in or near existing settlements with 
access to local services, e.g. shops, doctors and schools'. NHDC is 
therefore required to first consider sites which meet these criteria, and 
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sites such as Pirton should not be considered further.

The Scott Wilson analysis was further hampered by the fact that 
changes will inevitably be made to the Green Belt in North Herts, in 
particular in the area around Stevenage. It must be recognised by the 
NHDC that substantial development will inevitably take place in the 
area west of Stevenage. As NHDC Councillor Richard Thake has 
acknowledged in this regard 'It is now inevitable that large parts of the 
green belt will be sacrificed' (SNAP consultation on SBC website).

It is interesting that NHDC planning officer(s) appear to have been very
 much of this opinion. In the Accommodation Needs - Background 
Report an NHDC planning officer made the following observation:

'Firstly, we think that some recognition should be given to the 
development west of the A1 (M) at Stevenage, maybe designating it 
on the plan as a 'proposed urban extension'. Planning permission has 
now been granted for 3,600 dwellings, subject to a S.106 agreement. 
This includes a number of services including schools and doctors. The 
East of England Plan has also made provision for 9,600 dwellings for 
the growth of Stevenage, which will be in North Hertfordshire to the 
west and north of Stevenage. I have attached a shape file showing the
 approximate location of the services at west of Stevenage. We think 
that serious consideration should be given to potential sites within 1km
 of these services. This is particularly important, as this area will be part
 of the roll back of the Green Belt.'

In considering whether to take forward any or all of the Scott Wilson 
report's recommendations, the NHDC could and should have taken all 
of this very much into account. It should certainly do so now. To fail to 
do so could mean the Council adopting a proposal on a premise it 
knows is bound to change, which cannot be any sensible Development
 Plan at all. It would in our view be wholly wrong for NHDC simply to 
adopt now any of the potential remaining sites put forward by Scott 
Wilson to the exclusion of much more appropriate and sensible 
alternatives such as West of Stevenage.

Allied to this issue is the fact the Scott Wilson report failed to identify 
sites on the outskirts of the major towns (excluding Stevenage) in North
 Herts, on brownfield or untidy/derelict land. Such sites are more likely 
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to meet all of the relevant criteria in Circular 01/2006, being more 
proximate to shops and medical and educational facilities than rural 
locations.

One reason for this may be the apparent concern that Green Belt 
surrounds these towns, which cannot be utilised. As we have indicated,
 however, that is a mistaken understanding of the Circular. Further, 
paragraph 54 of Circular 01/2006 notes that 'sites on the outskirts of 
built up areas may be appropriate', and paragraph 55 highlights the 
potential use of such sites, stating: 'in some cases, perhaps involving 
previously developed (brownfield), untidy or derelict land, the 
establishment of a well-planned or soft-landscaped gypsy and traveller 
site can be seen as positively enhancing the environment and 
increasing openness'.  

A clear opportunity for such consideration appears to have been 
missed for example in relation to a site at Baldock. The 
Accommodation Needs - Background Report (referred to as the 
Background Report) specifically highlights this. Again as an NHDC 
planning officer observed in that report:

'There is an area which we were very surprised to find did not make 
into your list of sites. The site is the contractor's yard close to junction 9
 of the A1 (M), next to the A505. It is the yard for workers on the 
Baldock by-pass. It has good access to the road network, and is already 
hard surfaced and has some bunding. I suspect it also is already 
supplied with certain services. During the building of the by-pass it was 
used for the stationing of caravans by workers.'
 
This site would of course have been ideal in being in close proximity 
to schools, healthcare and shopping facilities, sources of employment, 
and with ready access to the transport network.

The Scott Wilson report, and indeed the assessment of the NHDC 
planning officer is though further flawed, specifically in relation to its 
assessment of the area of land at Pirton, which we detail below.

Pirton in Comparison with Other Rejected Sites 
We are at a complete loss to understand how any substantive 
examination of the site at Pirton could have led NHDC or Scott Wilson 
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to consider that it would rank anything other than a '3' (i.e. the lowest) 
for the purposes of topography. Analysis of the Accommodation Needs 
- Background Report reveals a number of factors in relation to other 
sites which resulted in those sites being considered unsuitable. These 
factors apply to Pirton, such that it should have been ranked 3 and not 
considered further. So that you can see the issues clearly with 
reference to Pirton, we present these with reference to aerial and 
ground photos of the site.

Overlook from Properties
The issue of overlook from properties was clearly a factor in ranking 
sites as 3, and rejecting them on the grounds of topography. In 
commenting on site NH9, the NHDC planning officer(s) stated in the 
Background Report:

'Do not agree that a site should be downgraded from 2 to 3 because it 
can be seen from a residential property, unless the whole 'area of 
search/investigation' would be in a visually prominent location, 
intrusive in the landscape, overbearing, unable to be screened or 
provide adequate buffer between site and properties. However, due to 
its open character site is likely to be intrusive in the landscape and so 
downgrade to 3.'

In relation to NH19, after comment from the NHDC planning officer(s), 
Scott Wilson accepted the site should be downgraded, stating: 

'Will change rank from '2' to '3' as site can be viewed from/is within 
close proximity to residential dwellings. Site is ranked as '3 and will be 
removed.'

Similarly, after NHDC comment, Scott Wilson said in relation to site 
NH20:

'Will change rank from'2' to '3' as site can be viewed from/is within 
close proximity to residential dwellings and surrounding roads, and 
land slopes.'

The issue of proximity to residential dwellings was also a feature in 
downgrading sites NH21, NH111, and NH115.
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There is a significant section of residential property at Pirton, 
extending for some distance and which plainly overlooks the site, with 
little or no screening. The aerial photo below shows the outline of the 
site with reference to the village, together with a line showing the 
properties which overlook the site. The photos which follow 
demonstrate the 'overlook'. The position from which the ground photos 
were taken is shown on the aerial photo.

Pirton Photo1
Pirton Photo 2

Overlook from Roadway
This issue too was a factor in downgrading sites, as evidenced by the 
Background Report. View from a road was an issue in relation to NH20 
(see above). In relation to NH18, the NHDC planning officer(s) stated: 
'Downgrade to 3 as area is highly visible in views from the south on 
Newnham Way (one of main routes into village)'. The same point was 
made in relation to NH19. In relation to NH25, the planning officer(s) 
said: 'Downgrade to 3 as site is too prominent in the landscape, highly 
visible from the east on the Chishill Road.' For sites NH61 and 62 it 
was said: 'There is little or no screening at the side the road which runs
 between site 61 and 62, making them very open.' Again we are at a 
loss to see how this issue did not result in the downgrading of the site 
at Pirton. The site is bordered by a long stretch of road running from 
Holwell to Pirton ¿ one of the main routes into the village. This road is
 on high ground with clear views overlooking the site. A site on any 
area of the land would be highly visible from the road, little of which 
has any screening. This section of road is marked on the aerial photo 
below. The high visibility can be demonstrated from photo 1 above 
which was taken from the edge of the road, and the lack of screening 
can be seen from photo 3 which follows. 

Pirton Photo3

Removal of 3 Sites from the Scott Wilson Recommendations
As you will know all too well, Scott Wilson presented the NHDC with a 
list of 9 possible sites for consideration. At the NHDC Cabinet meeting 
on 18th December 2007, 3 of these sites were removed on the basis of 
topography, the NHDC planning officer(s) having considered their 
topography should rank as a 3 (in each case Scott Wilson disagreed). 
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This was in spite of the fact that one of the sites ¿ NH18 at Ashwell 
meets the all other relevant criteria and would otherwise appear to 
have been a highly suitable option.

We have carried out a careful inspection of the 3 sites. We do not seek 
for the purposes of this document to suggest that the Cabinet decision 
was in error. What we can say is that in comparing these sites with 
Pirton, it is clear that they are essentially indistinguishable from Pirton,
 and that in the case of NH18 ¿ Ashwell, it stands head and shoulders 
above the Pirton site in terms of its overall suitability. The 
consequence is that a decision by NHDC to seek to place the site at 
Pirton when these other sites had been removed would be perverse, 
such that no reasonable planning authority could make that decision, 
and would clearly be susceptible to Judicial Review. To demonstrate 
the comparability of the 3 sites to Pirton, we have taken photos which 
demonstrate the points we make:

NH18 - Ashwell
 
As we pointed out, in the Background Document, the Planning 
officer(s) observed: 'Downgrade to 3 as area is highly visible in views 
from the south on Newnham Way (one of main routes into village), and
 a site likely to be intrusive in the landscape' ¿ scarcely different to the 
position at Pirton. As can be seen from the photo of NH18 above, the 
land is not unsuitable in comparison to that at Pirton. It is worth 
pointing out that in relation to the general criteria applicable to sites, 
Ashwell met all of them, and has facilities significantly beyond. It has 
a doctor's surgery, a dentist, a chemist, a post office, a village shop, a 
baker, a restaurant, a florist, pubs, an estate agent, small businesses ¿ 
as potential sources of employment, a school, and a bus service. 

NH61 ¿ Preston 

Again, as we pointed out above, in the Background Document the 
NHDC planning officer(s) stated: 'There is little or no screening at the 
side 9 (sic) the road which runs between site 61 and 62, making them 
very open. Both sites are in an elevated position and so quite intrusive.
 Downgrade to 3.' The photo above was taken at mid point of the site, 
looking west, and from the edge of the road in question. As will be 
readily apparent, there is comprehensive screening at the side of the 
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road, significantly beyond that at Pirton. It is also worth pointing out 
that for all it is suggested that the site is elevated and in an intrusive 
position, only one dwelling overlooks any part of the site in any close 
proximity, a stark comparison with Pirton, which is directly overlooked 
by many properties.

NH117 ¿ Reed 

The NHDC planning officer(s) stated in the Background Report that the 
site is: 'Very open character and visible, think should be downgraded to
 3 because of potential visual impact.' We accept that the site is open, 
but it hardly differs from that at Pirton. Further, only one property 
overlooks the site. Unlike Pirton, the site has very good transport links, 
being very close to the A 10.  

The Lack of Suitability of Pirton
As you will know, Pirton is a small rural community on the border with 
Bedfordshire. It has only the most limited facilities. Its closest 
neighbour is the even smaller village of Holwell, with no facilities at 
all. The impact of a Travellers site on the village would be significant. 
Pirton, as a small community, fails to satisfy the criteria set out in 
Circular 01/2006 for such sites. You will of course be aware of the 
document: Site Selection Criteria in relation to: Accommodation 
needs of Gypsies and Travellers in Northern and Eastern Hertfordshire 
(January 2007). It was a document to which NHDC signed up. It states: 
'Sites should be located within an appropriate reasonable distance of 
existing services and community facilities by modes other than car, for 
example: shops, education ¿ specifically a primary school, and 
doctors/health facilities.' [Emphasis mine]. It adds ¿ effectively as a 
requirement - that 'Public transport access is reasonable and safe. In 
terms of road safety for pedestrians.'

Healthcare Facilities
The site is a considerable distance from the nearest medical facilities. 
The nearest General Practitioner surgery is over 4 miles away. The 
nearest chemist is a similar distance. The closest dental practitioner is 
about 4 miles from the site. The Lister Hospital at Stevenage is over 7 
miles away. In short, Pirton does not meet the criterion in any regard.

Education
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Pirton does have a Primary school. It is however a small village school.
 The 'Indicated Admission Number' per year is only 20, this figure 
coming from a measurement of workspace in the school. The 
'Published Admission Number' already exceeds this at 21 per year. In 
short it is already the case that the existing children of Pirton and 
Holwell cannot all be guaranteed a place at the school. It should also 
be stressed that NHDC and Scott Wilson appear not to have considered
 that if the site were to be situated on the area of land furthest away 
from the village, this would have significant implications for the safety 
of children walking to and from the village school from such a site. It 
would require children to walk along a section of narrow road with no 
pavement for half a mile, road that is busy with traffic, particularly in 
the mornings. Much of this stretch of road can be seen in photo 3. The 
shortest route from this position to the school is in fact just short of a 
mile, essentially negating the idea that the school would meet the 
criterion. Further, the nearest secondary school is over 3 miles away 
from the site.

Shopping
Pirton has the most limited shopping facility. It has only one small 
village shop with a selling floor space of less than 30 square metres. It 
stocks basic items, and the owner confirms it would be wholly 
unsuitable for a weekly family shop. Again the positioning of the site at
 the point furthest away from the village would require travel along 
unpaved road. The shop, being close to the school, is almost a mile 
from this point. 

Transport
The public transport system is limited and infrequent with the last bus 
into Hitchin at 2.33pm on weekdays and the last bus back at 6.30pm.  
There is no bus service on Sundays and Bank holidays. Again it must 
be born in mind that the bus stops in the village are some distance 
from the area of land furthest away from the village. Again, this would 
have safety implications, with a need to walk along unpaved and busy 
road for about half a mile.

Employment
Pirton has no amount of small business. Local Farmers have confirmed
 that they do not need further labour, and there is no obvious source of
 employment in the village. In short, it would be necessary to travel 
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some distance ¿ probably to towns such as Hitchin for the nearest 
employment opportunities.

Sewerage Beds
We are somewhat surprised that the analysis by Scott Wilson failed to 
reveal the fact that sewerage beds were previously located on a 
section of the land within the site. We would have thought that a 
careful analysis would have revealed this ¿ a matter which would be 
necessary to take into account in assessing the suitability of the land 
for development. The map below confirms the previous existence of 
the beds, with the area highlighted to assist.

Availability of Land
Much of the land, and that closest to the village is owned by Mrs 
Dorothy Parker. The Issues and Options Paper says that the availability
 of the land in question is 'unknown'. It would seem that neither NHDC 
nor Scott Wilson felt it necessary to make inquiries of Mrs Parker. We 
have sought Mrs Parker's views on the matter. She has authorised us to 
say that she is 'adamantly opposed to the site. [She] couldn't be more 
so. There is no way [she] would make a sale'. Remaining parts of the 
land furthest away from the village are farmed by a life-tenant, who 
intends to continue with his occupation, and is similarly opposed to the
 imposition of a site on his land. Accordingly, if NHDC were to proceed 
with the imposition of a site at Pirton, it would have to use compulsory 
purchase powers and/or force the eviction of a life-tenant, a position 
which would be wholly unsatisfactory and inappropriate.

Narrow Road Access
The roads bordering the site are narrow and unsatisfactory. There is a 
very sharp narrow bend at the south east border of the site as the road 
from Holwell enters the village. This is followed by a section of road 
where lawfully parked cars narrow the road access considerably as can 
be demonstrated by photo 4 below.

Pirton Photo 4

The Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Whilst recognising that the area of land identified at Pirton by Scott 
Wilson does not lie within a designated Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONB), it is in very close proximity to just such an area. It is in 
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fact less than 600 metres away from the Chilterns AONB. The aerial 
photo below demonstrates the proximity. 

You will be aware of the guidance in paragraph 52 of Circular 
01/2006, that in such areas 'planning permission for gypsy and 
travellers sites should only be granted where it can be demonstrated 
that the objectives of the designation will not be compromised by the 
development'. The proximity to the Chilterns AONB must further weigh
 against a site at Pirton.

The Topography
The area is described in the North Hertfordshire and Stevenage 
Landscape Character Assessment for the Pirton Lowlands (area 218), 
and in relation to the issue of screening, it describes the area as a: 
'large scale open, flat farming landscape... Remnant hedges, gappy 
and predominantly hawthorn but with occasional mature trees¿Very 
little woodland cover except adjacent to settlements'.  

As we have already demonstrated from photos 1 - 3, the area is 
considerably exposed, with no natural barrier. A recurring feature of 
the NHDC planning officer(s) comments in the Background Report was 
the observation to the effect that a site would merit downgrading to 
rank 3 if: 

'¿the whole 'area of search/investigation' would be in a visually 
prominent location, intrusive in the landscape, overbearing, unable to 
be screened or provide adequate buffer between site and properties.'

It should be quite apparent from the photographic evidence that this is
 precisely the case at Pirton. It should never have been ranked as 
anything other than 3 in terms of topography and in consequence it 
should have been disregarded and not considered further. You will be 
aware that the agreed Site Selection Criteria require that: 'A site 
should avoid impacting on landscape character and key landscape 
features' and 'There should be the potential for a site to be effectively 
landscaped if necessary for it to be recommended as a potential site.'

There is no natural boundary or screening of any significance at the 
proposed site. It would require considerable construction of mounds to 
produce any adequate screening. Any placement of hedgerow and 
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produce any adequate screening. Any placement of hedgerow and 
trees to act as a natural screen would take 10 or more years to become 
effective, if indeed it could ever be effective at all.

In consequence, it would be wholly inappropriate for any Travellers 
site to be situated on the land in question.

Lest there be any doubt about the open and exposed nature of the site
 and the fact that a site would be 'intrusive in the landscape, 
overbearing, unable to be screened or provide adequate buffer 
between site and properties' we set out 2 further photos below. 

Pirton Photo 5
Pirton Photo 6

To assist, the points from which photos 5 and 6 were taken are shown 
on the aerial photo below.

The Views of Gypsies and Travellers
It would appear that there has been inadequate involvement in 
considering the views of the Gypsy and Travelling community, and 
only of late. The views of the community are that sites such as Pirton 
are simply not suitable and/or desirable. The Council will be aware of 
the letter of 17th December 2007 from the President of the Gypsy 
Council, Mr Hughie Smith, to the Chairman of Barkway Parish Council.
 Mr Smith, referring to his comments 'on forcing Gypsies into areas 
where they do not want to be (as I understand seems to be the case 
here)' said 'this is tantamount to social suicide, and a complete waste 
of time and public money.' He continued: 'Chief amongst our concerns
 are sites in small isolated locations, far from anywhere, and sites 
located on the outskirts of small villages, where the established settled 
population may not be able to cope.'

Lest there be any doubt about his ability to speak on the issue, Mr 
Smith made the point that the Gypsy Council is an all-Gypsy 
organisation, and has been active throughout counties including 
Hertfordshire.

Later quoted in an article in The Comet on 7th February 2008, Mr 
Smith stated: 'We have never been consulted. How can people talk 
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about putting gypsies and travellers here and there without asking 
them what they think? Of course there could be problems if some of 
these sites are in villages with small populations. The first thing we 
want is good relationships with the people we live around.'

Subsequently, it appears that NHDC may have engaged with the 
Gypsy Council. Barkway Parish Council records: 'Hughie reports he is in
 dialogue with NHDC on site locations and is making it quite clear that 
rural locations are non sustainable. He remains 100% against sites like 
Barkway, Sandon and Pirton. He's 100% against "sharing the pain", 
with sites being located in AREAS where they are not wanted or 
needed."

It is clear from this that a site at Pirton would be considered unsuitable 
by the Travelling community. That would clearly match with the 
information available from the survey conducted by the Ormiston Trust
 on behalf of the East of England Regional Assembly in 2007. 
Individuals from Gypsy and Traveller communities were asked by 
Ormiston to become directly involved in this work. The survey reported 
that in relation to Permanent sites: 

75.4% said sites should be located near a town. 
81.1% said sites should be located near schools. [note - 

plural, with no distinction made between primary and secondary]
46.2% said sites should be located near motorways/road. 
52.8% said sites should be located on outskirts of town.  

The issue of sources of employment does not seem to have been 
raised in relation to permanent sites, but in relation to Transit pitches, 
sources of work was an issue surveyed, revealing that 60.4% wished 
such sites to be located 'where there is work'. There is no reason to 
assume that the figure would be any less in relation to a permanent 
site. 

You will appreciate from the representations above that Pirton does 
not sensibly meet these wishes, reinforcing the comments of the 
President of the Gypsy Council.

Responses to Questions in Issues & Options Paper
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You will appreciate that much of what we have said above is a 
substantive response to the questions raised in the Issues and Options 
Paper. However, to make our position quite clear, we comment as 
follows:

Question 6:
Do you consider that any of the areas listed above would be unsuitable
 for Gypsy and Traveller pitches, and/or unlikely to come forward within
 the LDF period? Please indicate which areas and your reasons.

Response
As you will appreciate, this document demonstrates the fundamental 
unsuitability of the site at Pirton. The reasons are detailed above. We 
do not think it would assist to repeat them. They should be considered 
by you in their entirety. Essentially, the site is indistinguishable from 
others which have been removed from consideration by NHDC and 
Scott Wilson. The site profoundly fails to satisfy the criteria in Circular 
01/2006, and those agreed between NHDC and Scott Wilson, from 
healthcare to education and shopping. It has further significant 
problems as set out above.  We have no reason to believe that the 
sites at Barkway (NH72 & NH73) and at Sandon (NH109 & NH112) 
would be suitable. We recognise that site NH16 at Whitwell is more 
adequate in meeting the criteria for such a site, and it alone should 
therefore be retained for consideration. The fact that this site might 
come within new Green Belt does not merit its exclusion for the 
reasons set out above.  

Question 7:
If none of the six areas in this document, or the two areas north of 
Stevenage which have been identified in the SNAP consultation 
document, are suitable/available, should the Council:
a. Consider using its compulsory purchase powers;
b. Look again at areas of search which were previously 
considered by Scott Wilson, but were not felt to merit inclusion in the 
final report;
c. Consider those areas of search which are in the Green Belt, 
but which are not being proposed to be removed from the Green Belt 
(listed in Appendix 1 of the Scott Wilson report)
d. Other (please specify)
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Response
a. We do not see that it would be appropriate in any way for 
NHDC to seek to use its compulsory purchase powers. We understand 
NHDC has not used such powers for many years. It would add to the 
sense of the imposition of such a site on a community, and would run 
counter to the spirit of the recommendation at paragraph 64 of Circular
 01/2006, that consideration should include 'the promotion of peaceful
 and integrated co-existence between the site and the local 
community'.
 b. NHDC should certainly look at areas previously considered 
by Scott Wilson. We see no reason why in these circumstances the site 
at Ashwell should not be reconsidered. 
c. Similarly, NHDC should look at Green Belt areas ¿ as we 
have identified, Green Belt is not sacrosanct.
d. See response to question 9 below 

Question 8:
Do you consider that there is any scope to provide more pitches on the 
existing site at Pulmer Water, St Albans Road, Codicote?

 Cook08/3657 Gypsies and Travellers CONSULTATION RESPONSE - LAND USE

The purpose of this letter is to make a formal response to the NHDC 
Land Use Consultation, in particular the Gypsy & Traveller Section.

I have a number of points to make which I have included under six 
headings.

1. Scott Wilson evaluation criterion - overly simple/too narrow.

The need for a clear and transparent set of criterion is 
understood and appreciated, however, in this particular case the 
approach taken is simple to the point of being brittle.  The original 
filter rests on access to primary school, doctors surgery and a bus stop.

The lineage of these can be speculated upon:- access to 
schooling is important for this section of the community, however the 
empirical evidence is that the particular problem with gypsy and 
traveller children is the move on to secondary education, consequently

1
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 criterion focusing solely on primary education will exasperate this 
problem.  Good health care is important for disadvantaged 
communities, however once again the presumption seems to be that 
access to doctors surgeries is a proxy for access to health care.  It is not.
  Access to hospital facilities, walk-in clinics and the like are equally 
important.  Turning now to access to a bus stop, this seems to be an 
attempt to deal with 'modal shift' aspirations.  This criterion seems 
again to be brittle in two respects.  Firstly, it takes no account of the 
frequency, convenience and diversity of bus destinations available.  
For example, are buses likely to run to the places that a community 
needs?  Secondly, is it culturally in the nature of a traveller community
 to elect for bus services as their chosen transport?  I would suggest not.
  Not least because this is an enterprise community which tend to be 
self-employed, with working vehicles as a critical part of their economy.
  In short, they will not be going to work on a bus.

In summary on this first point.

The criterion are too narrowly drawn and are poor proxies for
 the assumed policy aspirations of

Better access to education - (secondary schools are critical).

Better access to health care - (hospitals not just doctors 
surgeries).

Modal shift - the presence of a bus stop seems not only a 
poor proxy for reducing car use, but one which fails to recognise a 
cultural and entrepreneurial nature of gypsy and traveller employment,
 in particular their propensity towards plant based self-employment.

2. Additional important criterion

As indicated above two obvious ones come to mind.

Easy - (preferably walking) access to secondary schools - this 
is particularly important to allow parental support and integration into 
the school community.

Close proximity to hospital facilities.
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Given the point above about the entrepreneurial nature of 
this community, two further points flow.

Ready and convenient access for larger vehicles to the main
 arterial road network.

Ready and close proximity to a larger critical mass of 
residential and commercial centres where greater employment 
opportunities will readily avail themselves.

The four issues listed above should be included as criterion 
since they will ultimately lead to successful development.  It is my 
particular request that elected councillors have the opportunity to 
consider these points in the terms set out above.  As community 
leaders, I am sure they will recognise the importance of these 
community dynamics which seem to have been overlooked hitherto.

3. Sites in sensitive settings

The consultation considerations include sites which are 
expected to become green belt.  Clearly such sites will be considered 
less suitable and rightly so.  However, other types of site sensitivity are 
not applied as ranking filters, and clearly should be.  For example, the 
proximity to conservation areas; sites of special scientific or nature 
interest and historical monuments should all play a formal role in site 
rankings.  As should NHDC plan policies for an area and the environs 
around search areas, there is no systematic application of these 
considerations as there has been for green belt considerations.  This is 
an omission, since green belt is not the only indicator of a sensitive 
setting.  These other considerations set out above need to be 
systematically applied in a transparent and ranked way.  They are 
currently not.

4. Possible sites not in consideration

During the construction of the A505 Baldock by-pass a 
construction campus was provided close to junction 9 of the A1.  That 
would seem to satisfy many of the criterions proposed above, and 
should therefore be considered as a site.
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5. Potential sites from those suggested

There are two sites to the north of Stevenage namely NH36 
& NH78 which by chance satisfy some of these additional criterion 
suggested above.  These sites - from the SNAP consultation seem the 
most suitable.

6. Cross boundary local authority reciprocal provision

As the development of Stevenage town rolls out to both the 
north and the west, it is inevitable that Stevenage Borough will seek a 
boundary review to assimilate those areas into its boundary, meaning 
of course, that they come out of NHDC's boundary.

NHDC needs therefore to secure an agreement with both 
Stevenage BC and regional authorities, that in the exceptional 
circumstances of one local authority providing it's gypsy and traveller 
pitch quota on land which subsequently moved into another authority's
 boundary, that initial providing authority would not be judged to have
 failed to have discharged it's expected quota.

Please take each of these points into consideration as part of your 
deliberations.  Of course I would wish each of the additional criterion 
proposed to be considered in their own right, although for convenience
 I included them all under point 2.
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Cheffins

Cheffins

Rand

Rand

07/0338

07/0338

Question 6

Question 6

This representation is an objection to the identification of site NH72 
(London Road, Barkway) as a potential area for a gypsy and traveller 
site.  The basis of the representation is that :

There are fundamental flaws in the methodology adopted 
by the Scott Wilson study;

The conclusions in the Scott Wilson study are unsound;
There are inconsistencies between the site selection criteria 

adopted by the study and those in the Development Policies : 
Preferred Options paper ;

A detailed appraisal of the site and its setting demonstrates 
that it would be unsuitable for the intended purpose.

In addition, my client wishes to make it clear that the site will not be 
made available to the Council for the purpose of establishing a gypsy 
or traveller site.

Further details of the representation are attached.

This representation is an objection to the identification of site NH72 
(London Road, Barkway) as a potential area for a gypsy and traveller 
site.  The basis of the representation is that :

There are fundamental flaws in the methodology adopted 
by the Scott Wilson study;

The conclusions in the Scott Wilson study are unsound;
There are inconsistencies between the site selection criteria 

adopted by the study and those in the Development Policies : 
Preferred Options paper ;

A detailed appraisal of the site and its setting demonstrates 
that it would be unsuitable for the intended purpose.

In addition, my client wishes to make it clear that the site will not be 
made available to the Council for the purpose of establishing a gypsy 
or traveller site.

Further details of the representation are attached.

4

3
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 Royston Town 
Council

07/0342 Question 6
It is not known why the Council's Cabinet rejected three of the sites 
identified by Consultants and retained the six they have.  When 
selecting sites Royston Town Council consider that the proximity of 
sites in adjacent counties should be considered and that the settled 
traveller site 2 miles north of Royston in Bassingbourn-cum-Kneesworth
 should be taken into account when allocating sites in the north-east of
 the District.
We will only comment on the sites closest to Royston but consider that 
neither of the Barkway or Sandon sites are suitable:
Ü NH72: London Road, Barkway
Ü NH73: Buckland Road, Barkway
Ü NH109: Land south of Gannock Green and north of Payne
 End, Sandon
Ü NH112: Land south of Notley Green, Sandon
The District Council's own Sustainability report on these sites indicates 
their unsuitability for Gypsies and Travellers.  Any site that is chosen 
must meet the needs of the traveling community and be accessible to 
public transport and close to suitable schools and medical facilities.  It 
is not know why these sites have been included but one could 
conclude that it was on the basis that they are a long way from the 
main population of North Hertfordshire and would have the lowest 
number of objections.  That cannot be the basis for selecting sites, 
which must be on the basis of the needs and aspirations of the traveller
 community

96

 

 

Smith

Smith

07/1020

07/1020

Question 6

Question 6

NH72, NH73, NH95, NH109, NH112, NH16
Objection to change of use for agricultural land stated above.
Objection to change of use for agricultural land stated above.

18

7
 Henaghan08/1564 Question 6 OPDM 01/06 recommends that local authorities (LA) should identify 

need for additional pitch provision and locate pitches where there is 
demand.
The LA should first consider locations in or near existing settlements or
 as part of all significant new build developments, with access to local 
services, e.g. shops, doctors, employment and schools.
NHDC should first consider under used local authority and other public 
bodies land.
NHDC should consider areas within Greenbelt if appropriately located 
to towns that are able to provide access to required services 

1
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All the areas listed are privately owned and situated in rural locations 
with limited access to core services such as doctors, shops employment 
and schools.
All sites offer no alternatives other than the car in accessing these 
services
All areas identified are not within traditional, occasional or current 
areas frequented by Gypsies and Travellers, 
The Gypsy Council claims provision for sites in rural areas located on 
the outskirts of small rural villages is tantamount to social suicide likely 
to overwhelm the neighbouring settled community.
Scott Wilson and NHDC have failed in their duty of care as they have 
failed to consider areas close to towns able to provide core services 
and areas within greenbelt, close to towns able to provide core 
services.

In conclusion, the current proposal to include Sandon as an area 
suitable for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation does not conform to 
the requirements and the guidance for site selection as set out within 
ODPM 01/06.

1. Sandon is not a traditional Gypsy and Traveller route; there 
is neither an unmet need nor demand for a Sandon based Gypsy and 
Traveller site.
2. Sandon is a small commuter village where there are no 
employment opportunities and basic infrastructure.
3. The Sandon sites are not within reasonable distance of a 
GP surgery, shop and other local services.
4. The Sandon sites offer no alternatives other than the car in 
accessing employment opportunities and community services.
5. The population from Gypsy and Traveller site will dominate 
the surrounding settled community and have a detrimental effect on 
social inclusion and community cohesion.
6. The Sandon sites are in visually prominent locations and 
due to their open characteristics are likely to be intrusive in the 
landscape.
7. The Sandon sites do not respect the scale of the nearest 
settled community and will place undue pressure on the local 
infrastructure.
8. The Sandon sites would have a significant adverse effect on
 the amenities of existing local residents or adjoining land uses.
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9. The North Herts, Sandon and Barkway permanent sites and 
the Scott Wilson proposed East Herts, Buntingford transit Gypsy and 
Traveller site would have a significant and adverse effect on the 
amenities and services of the East Herts town of Buntingford.
10. The Sandon sites are not capable of being, successfully 
assimilated into both their immediate environs and the wider 
landscape.
11. The use of the Sandon sites and associated substantial 
increase in traffic, would prejudice highway safety and give rise to 
increased danger for all road users, particularly pedestrians and horse 
riders.
12. The Sandon sites do not have adequate connections to 
services such as sewerage and waste water treatment. 
13. Areas within NH109 are at high risk of flooding and rapid 
inundation.
14. NHDC should in the first instance consider appropriate 
expansion of current sites. Next NHDC should consider alternative sites 
such as unused and under-used land owned by NHDC and other public
 bodies in areas frequented by Gypsies and Travellers, and in areas 
closer to health services and employment opportunities such as in the 
main towns of Hitchin, Stevenage and Letchworth. 

 Davis08/1565 Question 6 The two proposed locations in Barkway (NH72 and NH73) are 
unsuitable for Gypsy and Traveller pitches because:

* Ambiance and visual impact

The village has many historic and listed structures, and is a particularly
 attractive settlement in beautiful countryside. A site would have a 
serious negative effect on this.

*Culture
Barkway is a small, established rural community; the addition of a 
number of new families will have a generally adverse impact upon its 
culture. 

1
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*Scale 
The scale of any proposed site is excessive and disproportionate given 
the size of Barkway.

*Roads  
The roads around the proposed sites (and in the village) are not 
suitable for the types of vehicles which would use the sites.

*Public transport   
Public transport to and from Barkway is extremely rudimentary and 
unsatisfactory.

*School 
 The village has a small infant/junior school. It has neither the space 
nor the staff to accommodate the additional children who would be 
present.

*Medical 
The nearest GP facility is in Barley but this is no longer taking on new 
patients as it has no further capacity. The next nearest is Royston, 
served by a very irregular and infrequent bus service. The nearest 
hospitals are in Cambridge and Stevenage with difficult public 
transport links.

*Shops  
Barkway has no shop. The nearest small shop is in Barley, 3 miles 
away with a very poor bus service; the next nearest is Royston, with a 
very poor bus service. 

*Youth facilities 
Barkway has no social facilities for young people, and those in Royston
 are limited.

*Odour pollution
The proposed sites are located very near to a building where battery 
chickens are housed and would thus be subject to strong and regular 
unpleasant odours emanating from this facility.   
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For these reasons, adopting either of the Barkway sites would be 
extremely negative both for the potential users of the site and for the 
village itself.
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 Muir08/2103 Question 6 I believe the proposed site in Whitwell is unsuitable for travellers for 
the reasons given below:

Local infrastructure
This is barely adequate for the number of vehicles which travel 
through the village (particularly down the high street) at present.  Any 
increase to the current number of vehicles would result in an 
unacceptable level of congestions and may prove dangerous.  The 
proposed access point to the sight is positioned on the insided of a 
very sharp narrow bend.  Furthermore access to the sight from the 
school and bus stop has no pedestrian facilities.

Schools
The local primary school is currently at capacity and could not easily 
be enlarged.  The issue of secondary schools would present a major 
problem.  The nearest schools for which public transport is available 
are invariably full and not offered to local children.  Any increase to 
the numbers of children applying would result in schools further afield 
being allocated  requiring long distances to be made without the 
provision of public transport.

The site itself
The land is sloping which as I understand it is not in accordance with 
the suitability criteria.  There is a great deal of air-traffic noise and 
there is no access to a public sewer which again does not comply with 
the criteria.  Additionally there are 4 major gas pipes which run 
through the site and the site is very close to a large gas transmission 
site.  The site is positioned in an area which is clearly visible to the rest
 of the village.  The site is also very close to the local watercress farm 
therefore any alteration to the chemical composition of the River may 
have an impact upon the crop.

Other considerations
The site is within the current proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
The site is privately owned and the owners object to the land being 
used for travellers.
  

 

1
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 Natural England 
- East of England
 Region

08/3117 Question 6
Natural England notes the proxomity of this site to Blagrove Common 
SSSI, which is approximately 200m from the southern boundary of the 
site. We are concerned that this site allocation may adversely impact 
on the SSSI, and also the adjacent County Wildlife Site 14/017 known
 as 'Tichney Wood.'

1

 NHDC Labour 
Group

08/3691 Question 6 NH72: London Road, Barkway
NH73: Buckland Road, Barkway
NH95: Holwell Road, Pirton
NH109: North of Payne End, Sandon
NH112: Land South of Notley Green, Sandon
NH16: Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell (St Paul's Walden parish)

Many of these sites would be too visually prominent, or too isolated 
from the needs of travellers' families, as recently presented to Cabinet 
(29 January meeting) ¿ in particular for shops and services.  However, 
we believe that the Pirton site would be suitable, and the Whitwell site
 may be, although it may come within an extended Green Belt. As 
major villages, these should satisfy many of the needs expressed by 
travellers.

12
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 Royston Town 
Council

07/0342 Question 7
a. Consider using its compulsory purchase powers;
a. No
b. Look again at areas of search which were previously considered by 
Scott Wilson, but were not felt to merit inclusion in the final report;
b. Without knowing which areas were considered by Scott 
Wilson but not included in the final report we cannot comment on this 
proposal.
c. Consider those areas of search which are in the Green Belt, but 
which are not being proposed to be removed from the Green Belt 
(listed in Appendix 1 of the Scott Wilson report)
c. Refer comment b. above.
d. Other (please specify)
d. Travellers have been know to illegally use a site at 
Letchworth Gate.  During the construction of the Baldock bypass the 
site offices were located on land at the junction of the A505 and B197.
  This site is close to schools,medical facilities and public transport and
 it is proposed that this should be considered for a permanent traveller 
site.

89
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 Henaghan08/1564 Question 7 a) The council should not consider CPO of privately owned sites.

b) The Scott Wilson Report is seriously flawed as it ¿...
i) excludes areas in/near the main towns of North Herts
ii) excludes areas within greenbelt near to the main towns
iii) excludes NHDC and other public bodies owned land.
NHDC should repeat the whole exercise and search in areas that 
capable of delivering the required services and not look to provide 
pitches in areas that Gypsies and Travellers do not frequent and in 
areas unable to provide for the most basic services.
Specifically NHDC should reconsider the Gravely Rd site to the east of 
Letchworth/south-west of Baldock, off the A505, and near the A1(M) 
and Gravely road. This site originally used for construction workers has 
previously been a site of unlawful encampment. This site is close to 
community facilities in both Letchworth and Baldock, is hard surfaced, 
and is already connected to certain services. This site was originally 
identified by NHDC and accepted by Scott Wilson but for reasons 
unknown, excluded from Scott Wilsons Site Scoping Report.

c) We recommend that NHDC question why the following two sites 
ranked 1 by Scott Wilson where excluded from the Site Scoping Report
NH10  Hitchin Rd, Kimpton NH36  Warren 
Lane Green; 

d) And we would ask NHDC to investigate why 13 of the ranked 2 sites 
which Scott Wilson recommend be included were excluded from Scott 
Wilsons Site Scoping Report.
NH37 - Mansells Lane Codicote NH38 - Duxleys 
Wood BendishNH41 - Church Rd West Breachwood Grn NH42 - 
Church Rd Breachwood Green NH44 - Lower Lane 
Breachwood Grn NH52 - Luton Rd SE Cockernhoe
NH55 - Brick Kiln Rd, East Cockernhoe NH78 - Stevenage
 Rd, Little Wymy NH83 - Wymondley Rd West Willian
NH84 - Wymondley Rd East Willian  NH86 - Baldock 
Lane West Willian NH87 - Baldock Lane East Willian
NH91 - Common Lane West Hexton

2
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 Davis08/1565 Question 7
The needs of Gypsy and Travellers are best met by pitches located 
adjacent to major urban areas; Stevenage being the most obvious 
within this locality.  The council should seek such sites, irrespective of 
whether they are in the Green Belt or not.

The council should not use its compulsory purchase powers.

2

 Kohl08/2060 Question 7 I suggest option (d)- other.
The council should consider sites currently in the green belt which may
 be removed following the re-drawing of green belt boundaries which 
are near to established towns.  Such sites will inevitably have a more 
sustainable and accessible infrastructure and public services to meet 
the needs of people who I believe want easy access to shops, schools 
and medical centres as well as land suitable for business use.

2

 Frapporti08/3106 Question 7 Both land allocations are in a small village with none of the facilities 
available in an acceptable range (GP, shops, bus)  The sizes are huge 
compared to the village (up to 50%) and numbers of travellers to be 
accommodated also are high compared to village population.

1

 Frapporti08/3134 Question 7 Why are the majority of the sites very large areas on the edge of very 
small villages?  The only criteria to have been honoured seems to be 
not to put sites on green belt land.  What happened to all the other 
criteria mentioned by Government gypsy Council?
If North Herts does not have any sites that meet the criteria, then 
perhaps this should be pointed out to the government.  Or if Scott 
Wilson was provided with the wrong criteria perhaps a better search 
should be done.
If the former, then perhaps it would be sufficient for North Herts to 
provide only 3 pitches.

3

 NHDC Labour 
Group

08/3691 Question 7 We agree that (a) and (b) should be considered.13

 Royston Town 
Council

07/0342 Question 8
No comment

97

 Henaghan08/1564 Question 8
Yes,the owners of the Pulmer Water site indicated they are prepared to
 accommodate additional pitches.  Unfortunately this is yet another 
discrepancy/flaw where Scott Wilson failed to include Pulmer Water as 
a preferred site in the Site Scoping Report.

3
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 Davis08/1565 Question 8
The optimal location for additional pitches is an existing site. Thus, 
every possible effort should be made to expand this site.

3

 Frapporti08/3134 Question 8 If there are not any sties in North Herts better suitable than the areas 
proposed, I believe it would be best to lobby for North Herts to provide 
just 3 pitches.  These can then be sited on the existing site in 
Codicote.

4

 NHDC Labour 
Group

08/3691 Question 8 Yes, as there is planning permission for 6 pitches, these should be 
used.  We have no comment on whether the site is suitable for even 
more, except that being near to a major village would satisfy many of 
the needs expressed by travellers.

14

CheffinsRand07/0338 Question 9 I am writing to you to express my concerns and disbelief at the 
decision to propose establishing a potential gypsy/traveller site at 
Reed, near Royston.  Our family have farmed the site in question for 
three generations, thus we know the site intimately and hence 
understand the devastating affect building the site would have on our 
business, wildlife, the environment and on the local village.
The proposed site is central to the farms Higher level scheme, in fact 
filed in question is one the most important spring nesting sites for 
Lapwings on the farm.  it is also home to Brown Hares, Skylarks and 
Grey Partridges as well as a summer nesting site for a pair of Marsh 
Harriers.  Lapwings are hugely important birds and massive efforts are 
being made to encourage them to breed on the farm.  Hares, Skylarks 
and Grey Partridges are classified as BAP species by Natural England 
which outlines the importance of conserving them.

The Babington poppy has been found on the site, as a result we have 
established a cultivated strip around the boundary of the field to 
encourage this and other rare plants.  These margins provide valuable 
habitat for insects and hence foraging sites for birds. The proposed site
 is also home to a floristically enhanced grass margin, this has been 
established to encourage rare chalk land plants.  Song Thrush's, 
Yellow Wagtails, Yellowhammers, Linnets and Grey partridges.  All of 
which currently thrive in or around the proposed site.

Last spring a "beetle bank" was dug across the middle of the field to 
provide a habitat for ground nesting birds, small mammals and insects.
The field in question has two large wild bird seed strips that are 
established every spring to provide feed for birds during the winter, 

6
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huge quantities of finches can be seen enjoying this food source.  A 
secondary advantage to these strips is that they are cultivated in the 
spring allowing lapwings and skylarks to next on the bare ground.

It goes without saying that the establishment of a traveller site on this 
field would have a detrimental effect on our attempts to conserve so 
many species that are becoming rarer and rarer.  Not only would the 
destruction of the habitat on this site be devastating but the constant 
disturbance of people living on this site would discourage wildlife from
 living in the important fields around the site.  At present the proposed 
site is an integral part of the farm's Higher Level scheme, the 
implementation of this site would jeopardise the viability of the whole 
scheme.

Another extremely worrying consequence of the site would be the 
closure of the partridge shoot at Hatchpen.  The business employs a 
full time game keeper, two seasonal employees at key rearing periods, 
a part time shoot manage, approximately twenty beaters, five dog 
handlers and two caterers.  A traveller site in the proposed location 
would result in the closure of the shoot and hence all of this local 
employment would be lost.  The disturbance caused by human activity
 in this vital location and the loss of habitat would destroy the shoot.

The proposed site is also on one of the most prominent hills in North 
Herts not only would it spoil one of the finest views in the area but the 
encampment would be able to be seen from huge parts of North Herts 
and South Cambs.

The site is over 21 hectares, this is a huge area and quite simply losing
 that amount of highly productive land would damage the farming 
business of Rand Brothers.  We would also be concerned that locating 
families (and the increased traffic from these families) so close to a 
modern and extremely busy farm yard would present worrying issues of 
health and safety and security.

Finally the village of Reed itself has very few facilities to cope with an 
increase in population.  it has no village shop, no doctors surgery, 
virtually no public transport and the school is tiny.  Finally it is also 
important to note that the village's sewage and water systems can 
barely cope with the present population.
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CheffinsRand07/0338 Question 9 I write in connection with your letter of 5th October 2007 to Mr & Mrs F 
Rand of Reed concerning the above.
I have been commissioned by Mr & Mrs Rand to view the assessment 
of need and potential areas for gypsy and traveller sites.  On the basis 
of a preliminary review of the Scott Wilson report, I wish to give notice 
of our objection to the identification of site NH117 (The Joint North, 
Reed).  I will submit a more detailed response shortly, however in the 
interim I would inform you that this will be based upon:
* Fundamental flaws in the methodology adopted by the Scott Wilson 
study:
* Unsound conclusions in the Scott Wilson study.
* Inconsistencies between the site selection criteria adopted by the 
study and those in the Development policies: Preferred Options paper:
* A detailed appraisal of the suitability of the site: incorporating 
government guidance and the developing policy framework,
In addition, my client wishes to make it clear that the site will not be 
made available to the Council for the purpose of establishing a gypsy 
or traveller site.

5

 Royston Town 
Council

07/0342 Question 9
Travellers have been know to illegally use a site at Letchworth Gate.  
During the construction of the Baldock bypass the site offices were 
located on land at the junction of the A505 and B197.  This site is 
close to schools, medical facilities and public transport and it is 
proposed that this land should be considered for a permanent traveller 
site.  Land ownership not know but possibly Hertfordshire County 
Council.

98

 Tait07/0382 Question 9 I write with great concern over your proposed sites at the Joint Reed, 
and feel that it would be wholly unsuitable to place the site at this 
location.

The basis of the reasoning to position this site, and all other proposed 
sites highlighted in the Scott Wilson Report appears to be flawed in 
that the sites are proposed purely on their proximity to a facility 
regardless of the capacity of the facility (see Scott Wilson Report Ch 3 
Methodology).  no weighting is given as to the suitability o the 
facilities available to accommodate influxes of Gypsy families.

3
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For example: 
A small village school with only 3 classrooms and 4 staff may have 
great difficulty coping with the disruption and special requirements of 
a sudden influx of 10 transient children , whereas a large school with 
500 pupils, dozens of classrooms and staff would much more easily 
cater for these needs.  Equally, a small village surgery should not be 
expected to be as equally capable of meeting the needs of an 
additional, fluctuating Gypsy community as a large town health centre 
would be. 

Additionally
ODPM Circular 01/2006 Planning for Gypsy & Traveller Caravan Sites 
paragraph 54 states:
Sites on the outskirts of built-up areas may be appropriate.  Sites may 
also be found in rural or semi-rural settings.  Rural settings, where not 
subject to special planning constraints, are acceptable in principle.  in 
assessing the suitability of such sites, local authorities should be 
realistic about the availability, or likely availability, of alternatives to 
the car in accessing local services.  Sites should respect the scale of, 
and not dominate the nearest settled community. They should also 
avoid placing an undue pressure on local infrastructure.

The proposed sites in Reed would not only dominate the community 
as it would be along one of the main routes into the village, but would
 dominate the skyline for miles around as it is proposed to be on one of
 the most prominent and exposed locations in the county (the view 
extends to Cambridge and beyond).  This area is particularly beautiful 
and people frequently stop at the side of the road to admire the view, 
or walk along Hertfordshire Way (over which the proposed site would 
lie).

Furthermore, my family and the other residents of Reed have a right to
 live in their homes without fear, and I believe that this would not be 
the case if groups of Gypsy and Traveller families were attracted to the
 area by this facility.
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EverettEverett07/0567 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:

There are no doctor's surgeries within 1km of this site.
The nearest shop is at Kings Walden which is small and over 1km 
away.
The only school within 1km is a small Primary School.  There is no 
secondary school within 1km.
There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.
The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the land being 
used for a Gypsy or Travellers site.
The site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt 
The site is above the level of the road, is highly visible and does not 
lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.
The site does not have access to a public sewer.
Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.

4

 Graily07/0634 Question 9 The key reasons for our objections are;
Education Provision
- We have two children, one of school age and currently he attends a 
good but stretched primary school in Preston Village, the school has 
had full intakes for reception over the last two years and this is 
projected to continue. The same applies to Whitwell school. Both the 
proposed sites are on roads without footpaths which mean extra traffic 
or additional bus services to transport children.
- Secondary Schools - the nearest are in Hitchin and again children 
from this area have to be taken by taxi or by non-working parents 
putting additional stresses on the rural lanes.
 
Congestion/Road Usage.
- Both areas that are being considered are on narrow country lanes 
which are subject to flooding on a regular basis with any rain fall 
consistent for over an hour. Again further traffic from such a settlement 
would further affect the roads and the Travellers would be subject to 
the issues we all face every winter of poorly drained roads and pot 
holes.
- Bus stop - the nearest bus stop for Preston Hill is at least a kilometre 
away, similar for the Whitwell site.

2
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- There are no footpaths or street lighting on these roads making them 
extremely dangerous by day and night.
 
Social Services
- There is only one GP surgery serving all the villages in this area - it is
 good but stretched again and would put a significant pressure that 
would result in a poorer service for all the residents.
- The GP surgery does not have any means of transport to it and is over
 a mile away.
- There is no public sewer or running water at the proposed sites.
- There are no good sized shops providing a range of services 
including a pharmacy, the nearest is Hitchin or Luton.
- The nearest hospital is in Stevenage. As my husband is a Doctor and 
has spent significant time treating A&E as well as Respiratory patients, 
he knows that the Travellers are more prone to need Hospital services 
on a more frequent basis - it takes 20 minutes to get to the Lister 
hospital.
 
Security
- The rate of crime in this area is low. Whilst I know that not all 
Travellers are automatically associated with increased rates of crime 
and anti-social behaviour. Studies on locations with sites within their 
areas have shown significant increases in crime and anti-social 
incidents.
- Given this point, there is no street lighting in this area making it a 
very easy target.
 
Finally I understand that in these instances the locations are subject to 
a compulsory purchase order from the owners. Given the richness of 
the Hertfordshire County and its significiant land banks, surely a more 
sensible and practical solution can be sought whereby the location is;
- already owned by the council
- there is good road, transport, school, social care accessibility.
- more discrete than the both the proposed sites which could draw 
attention and unnecessary trouble to the site.
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 Wiltshire08/1248 Question 9 We understand that sites in Barkway and Reed are proposed as 
possible housing for Gypsey's and Travellers.

With the considerable influx of building in and around these small 
medieval villages, serious pressure have already been put on doctors, 
hospital, schools and policing and to add to this will cause endless 
problems.

It is also well known that sites as proposed increase crime, rubbish 
tipping, etc, and generates fear amongst law abiding citizens, and can
 only result in an overall decline in the quality of life in, and around 
the Barkway and Reed area!

Please reconsider the areas concerned and look for sites where the 
availability required will sustain this type of housing.

3

 Cass08/1250 Question 9 It is with great distress & concern that living in the delightful village of 
Reed, within an area of outstanding beauty, that opposite my home a 
gypsy / traveller site has been proposed.

There is no shop, the Barley surgery is full and the successful school 
would certainly close as the present parents would withdraw their 
children en masse.  My property would be greatly devalued and no 
doubt difficult to sell, which for the twilight years of my life is hard to 
accept.

Mr Rand, the local farmer whose land this site would be on, would lose
 his shooting business and at least twenty people (employees) would 
be made redundant.  

All in all, I feel the proposal is totally unacceptable and hope good 
sense will prevail.

1
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 Rogers08/1253 Question 9 I read with dismay in The Crow recently that the village of Reed has 
been named as a possible site for a Gypsy & Traveller encampment.

The land where this site is proposed is one of outstanding natural 
beauty and although not in a conservation area, is in a conservation 
scheme with regard to flora and fauna.

The land is not flat, is on a high exposed ridge next to a narrow, but 
busy lane and as far as I know is not on a traditional route for gypsies.  
It is not near any shops, or doctors surgeries, in fact Reed has only one 
pub, two churches and a small village school and therefore quite 
unsuitable for the proposal.

1
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 Harvey08/1257 Question 9 I would like to register my objections to a Gypsy & Travellers site at 
Reed Joint.

This is quite obviously an area of outstanding natural beauty and 
home to many rare insects and flora.

There is no record of any Gypsy & Traveller route or, indeed, of any 
Gypsy encampment in Reed.

A large part of the village of Reed is within a conservation area to 
protect from over development.

Any encampment would only have a detrimental effect on the 
surrounding environment.

Also this could only affect all the work that the Rand family have done 
to protect the natural environment.

The village of Reed has a tightly drawn up boundary to stop nay 
further development, so I cannot see how we can have a Gypsy site in 
a place where our children cannot afford to buy houses.

The infrastructure of the village is so fragile that the services just about
 cope now, so that with more people living here they would go into 
overload.

As for being near local amenities, the surgeries at Barley, Buntingford 
and Royston are already full, as are the dentists.

1



59

Land Allocations Issues & Options Paper January 2008- Comments on Gypsies and Travellers

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Harvey08/1262 Question 9 With reference to the identification of a potential area to 
accommodate Gypsy Traveller pitches at Reed Joint.

the criteria contained in NHDC's LDF proposals state that these sites 
will be permitted where there is no significant adverse effect on the 
character and appearance of the countryside or on sites of a significant
 biodiversity importance.

The proposed site would be seen for miles around, in a beautiful part 
of the English countryside.

the Rand family of farmers have worked hard, with Higher Level 
Stewardship Scheme, to maintain wildlife conservation and 
environment protection.  A traveller's site, situated in the middle of 
this, could only have an adverse effect.

As I understand travellers use well tested routes, and Reed is not one 
of these.  If these people choose to live in a transient way why don't 
they just keep on the move?

Also, I don't understand why traveller's children should have priority 
over local children when it comes to schooling.  Is this correct?

The proposed site is not near a shop, doctor's surgery or dentist and 
would put a strain on utility services already stretched to breaking 
point.

All I can say, in finishing, is why is there a need for this to even be 
considered?

1
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 Baxter08/1265 Question 9 I am extremely concerned at the possibility of a Travellers site in our 
village and in actual fact, at the bottom end of our garden.

it is outrageous that the consultants can suggest this possible site when
 there are no local services such as shops and medical facilities in the 
village and to suggest this site on land which is currently part of the 
Higher Level Stewardship Scheme managed by Defra seems to be 
ridiculous.

The proposed site is within an area of natural beauty and because of 
the local farmers Environmental Plan there are rare birds and insects 
which would be endangered and the RSPB is supporting our 
objections to this proposal site.

The consultants indicate that the site is on a level field when it is not.  
have they actually visited this site in person or have they just looked at 
a map?

Most of the village has been protected from more development as it is 
situated in a Conservation Area and a Gypsy encampment would a 
severe effect on the surrounding environment.

I firmly believe that this proposal and its subsequent detrimental 
effects on our village and its inhabitants is unsustainable, ill thought 
out and is totally unsuitable for both the travellers and the village.

1

 Bellis08/1267 Question 9 I would like to register my objections to this plan, as I do not believe 
that The Joint North in Reed is a suitable location for a site to 
accommodate travellers.  My reasons are as follows:

1.  The location is situated on the top of the chalk ridge at almost the 
highest point in the county.  The area earmarked for a traveller site 
occupies an elevated position in an area of natural beauty.  This are 
has sweeping views towards Cambridgeshire and is visible from some 
distance.  It is also a site that is very exposed to the elements of the 
weather, making it a harsh and unsuitable site for caravans or traveller 
accommodation.

2.  The site is also home to a variety of birds and wildlife protected 

1
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under the Wildlife and countryside Act 1981, such as lapwings and 
woodlark amongst many others.  The RSPB have conducted annual 
surveys in this area for the last few years, and it is a well known 
location for the breeding and nesting of birds, some of which are rare 
and endangered.  Placing a traveller site, of any size, at this location 
would damage an area of natural beauty and disrupt and disturb the 
breeding and nesting of endangered bird species.

3.  The site would need to also draw upon the village of Reed for 
services, and it is necessary to point out that facilities in the village are
 almost non existent.  Reed has very limited services.  there are no 
shops, post office, or doctor's surgery.  Doctors' surgeries in surrounding 
villages are fully subscribed.  Obtaining medical services would 
involve a trip of at least ten miles to surrounding towns with facilities.  
Schooling would also represent a major problem, as there is only a 
very small infant school that is fully subscribed.  Residents in the 
village who have children over the age of seven require driving their 
children to schools in other locations.  

4.  Because of its high geographical location, residents of Reed 
experience regular problems with the supply of water, due to 
inadequate water pressure, particularly at times of high demand.

For these reasons I believe the site is unsuitable.  In addition, I am 
convinced there would be insufficient services in the area to support 
travellers.

finally, the site is exposed to the elements of harsh weather, and 
families living in caravans would find this location wholly 
inappropriate for their living requirements.  I wish to request that you 
consider a better suited location for the proposed traveller site, where 
the requirements of traveller families can be met adequately.
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 Goodsell08/1280 Question 9 It is understood that strategies are necessary to cater for traveller 
accommodation however the volume consideration which is 
apparently being undertaken across Hertfordshire will undoubtedly 
cause blight with a consequent devaluation of local properties whether
 or not there is real threat to the area.

The site identified at Reed is in fact in an area of natural beauty and 
highly visible.  the village lacks amenities and services such as shops 
and medical facilities and thus cannot be considered sustainable for 
increased population.  Indeed the village has been protected from 
development by stringent planning conditions and is in a Conservation
 Area.

For the above reasons we strongly oppose these proposals and would 
ask your Authority to withdraw the site from the strategy plan.

1

 Brown08/1301 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a traveller site at NH61, Preston Hill,
 Kings Walden Because;
1. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
2. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for  a Travellers site.
3. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
4. The site is above the level of the road and is highly visible 
and does not lend itself in anyway for a Travellers camp.
5. there are no doctors surgeries within 1 kilometre of the site.
6. The nearest shop is small and over 1 kilometre away.
7. The school within 1 kilometre is a primary school, there are 
no nearby secondary schools.
8. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow and unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.

1
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 Woods08/1303 Question 9 We are writing to strongly object to the plans for a gypsy/traveller site 
in Reed, Hertfordshire.

We moved to Reed to get away from noise and traffic and to have 
some peace and quiet in pretty unspoilt surroundings, to go for long 
walks and enjoy the wildlife.  The view from The Joint looking towards 
Cambridge is absolutely stunning, even visitors ask to go up along The
 Joint to see the view.  We are determined this should be preserved.

We certainly do not have any of the facilities that are listed for 
requirements for the site to be near to.  We have one small infant 
school, no doctor's surgery.  We enjoy the fact that we have no shop, 
no pavements, no streetlights and narrow lanes.  The village has 
charm and has not changed for many years; it is a conservation area, 
which we thought was put in place to protect special areas of beauty 
and interest.  We are sure that is part of the reason people enjoy living 
in Reed and why the house prices in Reed are quite expensive.  We 
also have numerous walkers, horse riders and cyclists passing through 
who enjoy the village.  They would have no interest in viewing a gypsy
 site and would probably avoid the area.  So it is not only the villagers 
but also our numerous visitors that would be affected.

To put a gypsy site along The Joint is absolute madness.  Firstly it 
would spoil one of the best views in Hertfordshire; it would dramatically
 affect the livelihood of the farm owners whose land has been 
earmarked and their employees.  It would destroy the wildlife and their
 environment and most importantly it would ruin one of the best 
villages in Hertfordshire and the lives of everyone who lives there.  
Even now with this hanging over us, it has blighted the village.

Could you please explain to us why the plans are to put these sites in 
pretty unspoilt areas, rather that on the outskirts of towns where there 
are many more facilities, existing traveller routes and it does not affect 
the existing population so much?

1
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 Johnson08/1318 Question 9 Identification of potential area to accommodate Gypsy & Traveller 
pitches - Reed Joint

As residents, we are extremely concerned relating to the to the above 
for the following reasons:
1. There is no suitable infrastructure available to suit a Gypsy / 
Traveller site.
2. There are no local amenities, shops etc.
3. There is already a major water pressure problem in the village, and 
it would not be able to cope with more demands on it.
4. The local village school would not be able to cope with a travelling 
population - furthermore the school is for local children, who must take 
preference.
5. The value of our property would suffer.
6. There would be increased demands on the police - who are barely 
able to cope at the moment.
7. It is inevitable that there would be a "waste" problem.
8. The area in question is farm land, and it should remain as such.
9. The local road systems would be subjected to increased traffic.
10. The whole of Reed is a conservation area - specifically to stop any 
further development.

1
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 Golding08/1321 Question 9 I am writing to protest in the strongest possible terms regarding the 
consideration of the NH117, NH72, NH73 sites which on many counts 
do not even comply with the recommended Policy Criteria of the 
consultants own report!  The arguments against the sites selected are 
many and include the following:-
a. Barkway is in a conservation area, an area of outstanding 
natural beauty and, as far as I am aware, also in the Green Belt.
b. The proposed sites do not have either safe or convenient 
accesses.
c. The proposed sites are not close to reliable, regular public 
transport.
d. The proposed sites are not convenient for local shops, which
 do not exist!
e. Any local schools are tiny and would be unlikely to cope 
with an irregular influx of traveller's children.
f. The proposed sites are not close to a doctor's surgery and 
the closest is already oversubscribed and not taking on new patients.
g. The Barkway sites at least are not on any traditional 
traveller's routes.
h. The sites would impose an undue burden on the local 
infrastructure.
Any one of the above points should preclude the sites from 
consideration and collectively they clearly point to badly flawed 
proposals by Consultants who are blatantly ignoring their own criteria.  
many other sites in the County would be far more suitable with 
negligible local impact.

3

 Medrek08/1322 Question 9 I strongly object to the Gypsy - Traveller's encampment identified on 
The Joint in Reed.

1.  Historically, Reed is not on a gypsy - travellers route, there is no 
record of any encampment in Reed.
2.  An encampment would cause traffic problems.
3.  There are no shops or medical facilities in Reed.
4.  Reed should be protected as a conservation area.

1
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 Maxted08/1325 Question 9 I wish to lodge my strong objections to the proposed sites at Barkway 
and Reed.  The sites are not at all suitable and do not meet the 
RECOMMENDED POLICY CRITERIA.  There are NO SHOPS in 
Barkway.  The BUS service is very limited.  There is NO DOCTORS 
SURGERY in Barkway.  The PROPOSED SITE is next to a chicken 
farm and would suffer from bad smells and AIR POLLUTION.  The 
areas chosen are good farm land NOT SCRUBLAND.  Please reassure 
me that a full investigation into these proposed sites will be carried out
 as it is your duty as elected representative to ensure that all CRITERIA
 are met in the interest of the local inhabitant who voted for you.  I 
await your reply that a full and thorough investigation has been carried
 out and your comments on the matter.

3

 Watts08/1326 Question 9 Proposed identification of Gypsy and Traveller site in Reed Joint

With reference to the above proposals, I should make it very clear I am 
totally against this, for the following reasons:

1.  The village infrastructure is not designed for any further 
development i.e sewage, the school is at its capacity, the roads will not
 take any further influx of traffic;
2.  The area has been designated is of outstanding beauty, as a 
member of the Wild Life Trust, also the National Trust I would not like 
to see this spoilt;
3.  The location is in a conservation area and is a quiet and peaceful 
village;
4.  I have spoken to the local estate agent (Hethrington) who informs 
me that this proposal highlighted in the local paper, has already had 
the effect of lowering house prices in Reed.

I have personally seen the disruption that this small type of site causes 
to the local area (two in Bassingbourn).

1
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 Webb08/1328 Question 9 Identification of potential area to accommodate Gypsy and Traveller 
pitches - Reed Joint

I write to give my comments and views on the question of making 
Reed one of the locations for the above.

I note the selection criteria and conditions for establishing such a site 
and would comment as follows:
1.  Reed only has a very small village school for children up to the age
 of 9.
2.  The bus service is very infrequent.
3.  It is not close to a doctor's surgery.
4.  It has no shop.
There are only a few social activities and unlikely to appeal to the 
gypsy/traveller community and their children.

The suggested location on The Joint at the entrance to this very pretty 
quiet village on open high ground would have a very disastrous and 
detrimental effect not only on the rural surroundings and environment 
but also on the lives of true inhabitants of Reed.

Both of us have had to work hard all our lives to achieve a nice home 
and gardens in pleasant surroundings. We are at the time of our lives 
when we may need to capitalise on our assets for health care. Is this all
 to be swept away because property in the village would be greatly 
devalued? How unfair that native Englishmen  should be robbed of 
their rights because the Government have decreed local Councils must
 make provisions to accommodate, often foreign, gypsy/traveller 
families.

We are totally opposed to a gypsy/traveller encampment at Reed.

1
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 Dray08/1333 Question 9 We would like to comment on the Scott Wilson report under the 
following paragraphs.

The Environment
Reed is one of the most protected villages in Hertfordshire.  The 
reasons for this are on your own files but we would draw your attention 
to the proposed site.  This is on Rands' farmland adjacent to "The 
Joint".  As this site is high on a ridge in the Chilterns, it can be viewed 
from many miles away and would destroy the current aesthetic beauty 
of this area.  In addition there are protected species on this farmland 
which the expert conservationist can verify.  The Rand family have 
already spent thousands of pounds developing their land and 
conserving the environment and it would be an act of folly to destroy 
this work.

Logistics
The proposed site is on a steep hill with no electricity, water or 
sewage.  Reed already has a problem with both its water supply and 
sewage which obviously would be exacerbated.  Another problem 
would be the lack of normal day to day facilities, ie within 3 miles 
there are no shops, petrol stations, doctors, dentists.  There is one local
 primary school which normally is full and I understand that the nearest
 doctor is currently refusing new patients.  Additionally the proposed 
site would need to have an entrance either onto the busy A10 or onto 
a very narrow road, "The Joint" where medium size vehicles are 
unable to pass without pulling over.  Not ideal for caravans or 
converted buses.

Tradition
Do the gypsies and travellers require a site that irrespective of the 
above points is not on the traditional traveller routes?  It's worth noting 
that your own figures show that there are no illegal sites in north east 
Hertfordshire, the reason for this is because it's not a favoured route by 
the gypsy communities.

Finally we would like to take issue with the brief that was given to Scott
 Wilson (Q26) where it appears that every pointer given to them 
appears to have been ignored in the case of Reed.

1
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 Hewett08/1342 Question 9 It is with considerable concern that I read in the local paper of the 
proposal to site a gypsy camp in Reed.  We are a very small village of 
some 200 houses with no shop and a village school that is fast 
reaching full capacity.

The road along the proposed site enjoys spectacular scenery, rising as 
it does over 500 feet above sea level.  This can be seen far across the 
Cambridgeshire plain and is home for hares, lapwings, skylarks and 
several birds of prey.

The site is very exposed and would be a considerable visual impact on
 the surrounding countryside.

The inevitable vehicles that usually accompany travellers would be 
very difficult to conceal in this setting as would any essential 
outbuildings.

Just the mere rumour of this proposal has begun to effect house prices 
locally and we do need to be reassured that every consideration will 
be applied when reaching a decision on this issue.

Did the company commissioned to do this survey actually visit the site?

1
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 Serdean08/1355 Question 9 We have been give to understand that, as an unelected body, you 
have identified two sites in Barkway and one in Reed for Gypsy Sites.  
We would like to OBJECT in the strongest possible terms for the 
following reasons:-
1. Barkway is a CONSERVATION VILLAGE.  The sites 
proposed are totally against current Planning Law and detrimental to 
the Village as a whole.
2. Access would be onto unsuitable lanes/roads.
3. One site backs onto Chicken Houses and therefore would be 
affected by odour pollution.
4. There is no adequate bus service, one bus out of the village
 in the morning and one back in the evening.  slightly more frequent 
on Wednesdays and Saturdays.
5. The Local Infant School is already at saturation point.  The 
other schools are some five miles away.
6. There are no essential services available without great 
expense to the tax paying public.
7. The Local Doctors, nearest in barley (some three miles 
away), are no longer taking on patients - they are full.
8. There are no shops whatsoever.  There is a Village Shop in 
Barley otherwise one has to go some four to five miles to Buntingford 
or Royston.
9. The burden of the village would be intolerable, creating 
noise, disturbance, movement of vehicles and their business activities 
would be unacceptable in a Conservation Village.
10. The Wildlife now using the sites would be destroyed beyond
 redemption.
11. The Police are non-existent in this area.  What guarantees 
can be given should a gypsy site be set up.
Therefore this proposal does not, in our opinion, meet the 
recommended Policy Criteria in any way whatsoever.
FINALLY, it is outrageous to blight this Village, the properties and it 
inhabitants with this proposal until 2011.  This Village should be 
removed immediately from any discussions or list.

3

 Holliday08/1361 Question 9 Re: Ashwell - Potential Gypsy and Travellers Site

Following an Extraordinary Parish Meeting and receipt of the Liberal 
Democrats November 2007 issue of Focus. We wish to submit our 

1
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objection to the proposed location of a gypsy/travellers site in or 
around Ashwell.

We believe Ashwell is unsuitable for the following reason:
* Ashwell is an historic village dating back to before the Doomsday 
Book and predominantly a conservation area, which already has three 
caravan/mobile home sites.

* There are three areas of special interest, these being Ashwell 
Springs, Arbury Banks (Iron Age Hill Fort) and Ashwell Nature Reserve 
in Hinxworth Road. 

* Ashwell Parish Council (Parish Plan 2007) indicated that bus services
 were poor.

* The width of Hinxworth Road is unsuitable for large caravans being 
trailered.

* There is very limited work in area

* The proposed site is not on a traditional gypsy or traveller route.

Other points, which we would be grateful for clarification on, these 
being;

* Why are you proposing to create a no go area in an historic village, 
which if other sites are anything to go by, even the police will not go 
on (to say it is government policy is not an answer).

* What measures are in place top control the number of caravans on 
site as it is evident from the news that Local Governments are unable 
to control the number  of caravans on the site once a site has been 
set-up, other than a court order, which can take months, even years.

* What measures are in place to ensure you fully comply with current 
legislation in respect of energy being consumed on site.

We await your reply in respect of 'Other Points'
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 Godfrey08/1365 Question 9 I write regarding the proposed travellers site at Hinxworth Road, 
Ashwell.

I, along with many other people consider this to ill advised and badly 
thought out. If indeed more sites are needed surely it would make 
more sense to position them on unused industrial sites - Letchworth 
had several. These sites already have all services, the roads are wide 
enough to accommodate commercial vehicles and one on the edge of
 residential areas which provide schools etc. The larger population 
would allow the travelling community to filter into the system and 
thereby diluting any problems.

1
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 Maxted08/1368 Question 9 I recently attended a meeting regarding the above proposed sites in 
our area and wish to lodge my strong opposition to them.  The whole 
matter has caused unnecessary worry to the local community in the 
insensitive way it is being handled.  The first anyone heard of the 
matter was to read it in the local Royston Crow.  Surely with some 
thought to the local residents this could have been handled more 
sympathetically.  The areas chosen are not at all suitable for the 
following reasons because they do not meet the recommended policy 
criteria.
1. Are they aware that Barkway is very much a Village and not 
a Town as the services are far more limited in Villages.
2. The areas proposed in Barkway are next to a chicken farm 
and as a result there is air pollution.
3. The local school could not accommodate a large increase 
children.
4. There are NO shops in Barkway.
5. The local bus service is very infrequent.
6. There is no doctors surgery in Barkway and the nearest at 
Barley is full and they are not taking any new patients.
7. The areas are active productive farmland and not scrubland 
or brownfield.
8. The area also has a Saxon historical interest as many 
artefacts were found on the adjacent land when Barkway Golf Club was
 developed.
As all the above are reasons why the above sites should NOT be 
chosen I am at a loss to understand why they are on the list at all.  
Would you please advise me if all the above points have been 
considered and if not can they be as the selection process seems to be 
vague and in error of the POLICY CRITERIA.  I await your reply and 
full explanation of all the points mentioned and your assurance that 
Barkway and Reed Joint North have been fully and thoroughly 
researched as suitable sites for Gypsies and Travellers.

3
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 Warr08/1399 Question 9 I read with interest the acceptability criteria used to select potential 
gypsy/traveller sites, and with a degree of disbelief that Barkway and 
Reed appear to fit them.  Aside from the fact that the sites are on the 
British Road system, which applies to all centres of habitation within 
these isles, I can see no way in which these 2 villages are suitable to fit
 the criteria.  Barkway has a school, true.  But it is a small school.  The 
villages have no shop, no doctor's surgery, no resident policeman since
 the police house was flogged off) and a poor bus service.  There is a 
death of casual or seasonal work in the area, which probably explains 
why the village is not on a traditional traveller route.  have the 
travellers been consulted?  Have they expressed a desire to live close 
to an industrial poultry unit out "in the boonies"?  Any of the proposed 
sites are moreover much bigger than would be needed by any 
reasonable number of travellers that the area could absorb.  Numbers 
such as appear from the site sizes to be envisioned would not be easily
 absorbed by a small town, let alone a village.  The only advantages I 
can see it that the sites are out of site and out of mind, and the 
villages have small populations and therefore not many votes.  I 
consider the plan to be poorly conceived and will oppose it.  I would 
also point out that in my professional experience, any document with 
the word "Scoping" in its title invariably costs a awful lot more than it is
 worth.  The authors appear to have omitted to read their own criteria 
prior to delivering their conclusions.  One can only assume that the 
"conclusions" predated the "criteria".

3
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 Greening08/1400 Question 9 With regard to the proposed sites in Barkway and Reed, I am writing to 
point out that none of the 3 sites is appropriate.  We are not on one of 
the Travellers' favoured routes.  This is partly due to the fact that 
Barkway, at any rate, is only on a 'B' road and some distance from a 
major road.  In the 30 plus years I have lived in this village I haven't 
seen Travellers in it or passing through.  Over the years services to both
 Barkway and Reed have declined.  Although both villages have 
schools, they are small and could not absorb more then a handful of 
children.  Neither village now has a surgery: our 'local' doctor's surgery 
(at 3 miles distance) is no longer accepting new patients, therefore the 
nearest is over 5 miles away.  Neither village has a shop anymore.  
None of the proposed sites are, as far as I am aware contaminated by 
chemicals or the like, but Japanese Knotweed - on the dangerous 
plants list - grows on one of the Barkway sites, which the Council has 
tried but failed to eradicate.  This plant is invasive both to roads and 
buildings and should be destroyed or at the very least restricted.  An 
intensive chicken battery farm adjacent to one of the Barkway sites, 
would make this site unattractive to many.  Finally.  We used to have a
 resident policeman in Barkway.  Now even Royston Police Station is 
only used during "office hours" and then only manned by personnel 
with little or no power.  There is no sense pretending that the presence
 of Travellers would mean that there won't be additional public order 
issue's and other incidents, but being on a county border we are badly 
served quite apart from the semi-closure of the Royston station.  With 
all these amenities withdrawn only the motivated middle classes of 
financial means are prepared to live here - and the powers that be are 
proposing to make life even more problematic.

3
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 Newsells Park 
Stud Ltd

08/1406 Question 9 You will see from this letter that I write to you as both the owner of 
Newsells Park Stud and Estate and as the head of the Jacobs family 
who reside at the Manor House.  It has come to my attention that there
 are three proposed sites in the Barkway Village area which have been 
suggested to create a Travellers Site, namely NH72, NH73 and NH117.
  I would like to object to this proposal site in Barley Village.  My 
grounds for objection are as follows:
1. Barkway Village itself has no medical or shopping facilities, 
relying on the medical centre at Barley; this centre itself it not 
accepting any new patients and is inaccessible without owning one's 
own car.  The nearest medical centre is over 5 miles away in Royston.
2. The local bus services are at best inadequate, with the 
closest hospitals being a 40 minute drive away.
3. Barkway Village School is very small and the existing staff 
and facilities would be overstretched by a number of children joining 
for intermittent periods.  The addition of transient pupils would be 
disruptive for the permanent ones, their teachers and the curriculum.
4. It is most unlikely that the existing sewer and drainage 
systems will be adequate for such a large number of residents.  
Unacceptable odours would therefore result.
5. Barkway is an unspoilt beautiful village which consists of 
many fine houses and is set in a rural conservation area; it is 
surrounded by a delightful rolling landscape of open arable farming, 
our Newsells stud paddocks and fine old woodland.  We ourselves have
 planted over 50,000 trees to enhance the local landscape.

3
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 Kirkby08/1446 Question 9 I've heard newspaper reports that a site on the outskirts of Ashwell has 
been considered by Consultants as a possible location for a 'Travellers'
 encampment.

The Consultants clearly have no understanding of the effects that such 
a move would have on the local population, the local school, the local
 businesses and the incredible Community spirit that is enjoyed by all 
Ashwell residents.

The village and the surrounding landscape form a historic settlement 
that must not be permanently desecrated by a development that is 
totally out of keeping.

If this is taken any further I shall fight to have my Human Rights upheld
 and will be opposing it vigorously as, I suspect, will the overwhelming 
majority of the Ashwell population.

1

 Wiggans08/1449 Question 9 Following recent publicity regarding potential location of a Gypsy or 
Traveller site at North Joint, Reed I feel compelled to contact you with 
my views.
The issue of Gypsy/Traveller sites is inevitably a sensitive one for the 
existing settled occupants of an area, with the views and rights of the 
local population having to be weighed against the obligations placed 
by Government on local authorities to provide suitable sites.
It is on the issue of the suitability of the site at North Joint, Reed that 
wish to express my views, as follows:

1. Reed is not a traditional Gypsy area. This lack of a Gypsy tradition 
makes the placing of a site in the area a very emotive one for the local
 population. Rightly, they feel that they are being used as an overspill 
for the areas where Gypsies have traditionally stayed and continue to 
stay.
2. Reed is a very old village, boasting a Saxon church, moated houses
 and a peculiar 'spaced' layout. This has been jealously  guarded by 
the local population for many years, with any development being very 
sensitively handled. Establishing a Gypsy/Traveller site on the very 
edge of the village will irrevocably damage the nature of this almost 
unique area. 
3. Reed is a very small village in terms of population. Any addition to 

1
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the number of people within the locality will change the demographics
 in a dramatic and uncontrolled manner.
4. Reed has very limited infrastructure capability in terms of electricity 
supply and water supply. Both of these would require significant 
upgrade to support any additions to the population.
5. Reed does not fulfil many of the criteria for the placement of a 
Gypsy/Traveller site: There is no shop, no Doctor, no Post Office, 
limited public transport, North Joint Road is very narrow, and the site is
 very close to the actual village.

With regards to the actual site itself, the land is owned and farmed by 
an old Reed family, the Rands. The Rand family are not only very 
significant to the economic life of Reed, they are also very 
environmentally aware - at a time when this is taking increasing 
significance in the country as a whole.
I will explore these aspects separately.
1.From an economic perspective, the Rand's farm provides 
employment for locally based agricultural workers and also for workers 
on the game shoot. Both of these activities will be significantly 
impacted by proposed potential site. The agricultural activity will be 
significantly compromised - impacting profitability at a time when 
agriculture is already under significant strain.
The game shoot will be eliminated by the proposed site. This will 
remove important local jobs - gamekeepers, beaters, chefs, etc, and by
 a knock on effect remove the beneficial effect that (paradoxically) 
game shooting has on the indigenous wildlife. Commentators as 
diverse as David Bellamy, Prince Charles and the RSPB have all 
recognised the beneficial effects of game shooting on  the numbers of 
song birds, raptors and other vulnerable species. 
2. The proposed site is part of an environmental stewardship scheme 
and has been identified as being the home of many potentially 
endangered species. These include the Brown Hare, the Lapwing, the 
English Partridge and the Marsh Harrier (the largest of the Harriers). 
The site is also recorded as being the location of a particularly rare 
poppy. Turning this into a Gypsy site would destroy this fragile 
ecosystem and deprive future generations of this priceless resource.
3. The site itself, being on a prominent ridge, is visible from many 
miles away. The site can clearly be seen from Royston and from many 
of the villages  further north, such as Foxton. Placing a site in such a 
prominent position will irrevocably damage this very special view.
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Finally, I wish to turn to the effect that this issue has already had on 
the people who actually live in Reed. Since the shock announcement 
in the Royston Crow, local estate agents have already started to advise
 people not to place their houses on the market. Should this proposal 
move forward in any way to the consultation phase then Reed will be 
named in documents as a potential Gypsy site for at least the next 3-4 
years. Even if Reed does not become a Gypsy site, the area will have 
suffered 3-4 years of planning blight. I am aware that planning blight 
has a precise definition, but that is exactly what this proposal is already
 subjecting Reed to.
In summary, I cannot stress enough my opposition to the proposal of a 
Gypsy/Traveller site in Reed. I believe that my points as made above 
are self explanatory, but I will be happy to come in and discuss them 
with the appropriate planning and executive council staff.

 Cunningham08/1453 Question 9 I write further to our telephone conversation about a month ago and 
my attendance at various  Ashwell village meetings. I  am still of 
course very frustrated  that  we are still having to  deal with the 
repercussions of the Scott Wilson report of October 2007  (the 
"Report").  After further legal consideration and otherwise, I  am now in
 a position to let you have my comments. I should be grateful if you 
would submit these at all stages in the  process of deciding sites. 
 
1    Ashwell Parish Meeting - 14/11/07
 
I (and indeed many other residents  commented) was and remain 
disappointed that Oliver  Heald did not  attend the meeting. I do 
realise that he has   busy  schedule at Westminster but  after your joint 
letter sent to residents in November, I believe that  we all hoped that 
fighting "tooth and nail" would mean initially  showing solidarity  by 
listening to the residents' views in person. The meeting was very well 
attended by an overwhelming majority  of residents opposed to  any 
site in Ashwell. The community was well behaved and rational and I 
believe  the meeting was a very determined effort of  those present to 
show the Parish Council, the DC and the CC their individual and 
collective views. 
 

1
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From reading extracts of Hansard, I can see that  Mr Heald's intention 
is very good as far as ridding North Herts of the issue in question but 
the battle against the actual legislation and supporting Government  
guidance note is now lost   for the time being. The focus therefore  
must  now lie in ensuring and proving that  Ashwell  is not a viable site
 for travellers of any definition. Please do not let Ashwell become the  
sacrifice  of the Tories in, what appears to  be this Labour driven witch 
hunt  (or rather Labour's cynical way of using a minority cause for their 
political end). 
 
2    The Report 
 
Tony Hunter  at the above meeting mentioned that he thought  that 
the Report was flawed. This got me thinking  about the legal aspects of
 the Report. Preliminary legal advice would suggest that the Report 
itself could be questioned from, not only a process point of view, but 
also that the results it contains (and I  can  only speak in terms of 
Ashwell)  are not in accordance with the relevant legislation. 
 
The Report appears to take a "back door" approach  to discovering a 
suitable sites pursuant to   the Housing Act and  2004  and the 
Communities and Local Government (CLG) guidance "Planning for 
gypsy and traveller caravan sites ODPM Circular 01/2006" .  It is clearly
 an undemocratic document in that  no resident in Ashwell was 
notified of its preparation  or, indeed, given any opportunity to   
comment  on the land to be highlighted in the Report.  A bit of due 
diligence  in respect of  the Hinxworth Road site would, in particular 
have resulted in  the knowledge that  that  site is not on mains 
drainage and is not flat. Plus it would be costly to get electricity to  the
 site.  Let us not forget  that  access would be onto the Hinxworth Road 
... this screams danger and lack of thought ...  how indeed would the 
size of vehicles we are talking about here be able to  turn in and  out 
of an access onto  this road ? The road  can barely take the existing 
caravan and farm traffic  that moves along it from time to  time. 
 
In addition, I would point of the following criteria which should, inter 
alia, be considered. Those criteria  in the Report are insufficient to 
make   any conclusions in accordance with the legislation. 
 
a)    Not only does Ashwell contain a number of historic buildings but a
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 great deal of Ashwell is contained within a conservation area 
(extending to the southern boundary of the proposed travellers' site).  
As such the appearance and the character of the area must be 
conserved and enhanced. This, I am informed, is a material  planning 
consideration when assessing  development proposals which are 
outside the Conservation Area but would affect its setting or views in or
 out of the area.
 
b)     The proposed site  includes part of a  local wildlife site which is 
listed  in the National Inventory of Woodlands and Trees.  How could 
the ecological interest  of this site be enhanced or indeed  maintained
 by having a travellers' site next door?
 
c)     It  should be well known that Ashwell is of great historical 
significance, in particular from an archaeological point of view.  A 
number of Roman  artefacts  have been discovered  close to the areas 
highlighted in the Report including  materials  from a Roman villa. 
 
d)    Ashwell   has a high level of tourism which  must be beneficial, 
not only to  Ashwell but to the county and those visiting from outside 
the county.  It would be hard to imagine people wanting to visit if a 
travellers site was situated in or close to the village.    
 
I would refer you to the words of a great and well known visitor to 
Ashwell, the late Sir John Betjeman.  In particular he talks about  St  
Mary's church being "worthy of the best of English villages".. What   
more confirmation does one need  than that  to do everything to 
preserve Ashwell. 
 
e)    The transport links in relation to Ashwell are surely sub standard to
  accommodate the needs of the travellers in accordance with the 
legislation.  In particular I would refer you to a poor road system and 
poor public transport. 
 
f)    The primary school in the village is at full capacity even with the 
proposed extra space (which I understand is merely to deal with the 
requirements of the existing community). 
 
g)    There is no secondary school in Ashwell. Again it would appear 
that   any travellers must have easy access to such a level of 
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education. 
 
h)    The rural character of Ashwell  must   be worth preserving.  The 
impact of a traveller community could  potentially have  a lasting 
damaging effect on this .. making it more like a town . The character of
 the landscape would be destroyed.  In particular the availabilty of 
public footpaths and rights of way would be prejudiced and made 
unviable to those who currently enjoy and appreciate them. .  
 
 
Finally, please would you and your colleagues keep all Ashwell 
residents  informed about the site selection process.  It is crucial that 
nothing  else slips  under the radar as the Report seems to  have done.
  I look  forward to  confirmation by North Herts D.C (in, hopefully  the 
not  too distant future) that Ashwell will not be considered  as a 
potential site for travellers and that no such inference will be 
contained in any future land development plan. 

 Shaw08/1456 Question 9 As a resident of Ashwell since 1973 I am writing to you concerning the 
inclusion of Ashwell, Hinxworth Road, as a possible location for a 
Gypsy and Travellers' site in the Scott Wilson report.

I suggest that this site, and the landscape area of Ashwell as a whole, 
be ruled out of further consideration for the following reasons:

A. Conservation Area, Landscape and Environment Constraints

Nationally Recognised Designation:
The Scott Wilson report fails to mention that a considerable part of 
Ashwell lies in a Conservation Area, to which the proposed site is 
adjacent. 

The centre of Ashwell has been a Conservation Area since 1968. A 
significant reason for this has been summed up by Sir Nikolaus 
Pevsner, the architectural historian of international reputation, who 
stated in his survey of the County's buildings that Ashwell possesses 
'perhaps more architecturally worthwhile houses than any other 
(village) in the County'. Scores of houses are listed buildings.

1
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Visually Prominent Location: Among these buildings is of course St 
Mary's parish church, started in the 15th Century. The church, which 
was praised by Sir John Betjeman, possesses the tallest spire in 
Hertfordshire. One of the most typical views of this historic village is 
that seen when approaching Ashwell from the West, especially from 
Newnham Hill. The proposed site would lie directly in the 
mid-foreground and in the line of vision of anyone approaching the 
village from this main direction. It would lie much lower than 
Newnham Hill and be impossible to disguise by screening.

The Scott Wilson report describes the proposed site as being bounded 
on the south by a 'track'. This is a route frequently used by local and 
other walkers, with or without dogs. The track joins a network of 
footpaths which run along the adjacent chalk scarp and join up with 
the archaeological site of Arbury Banks. The amenity value of these 
footpaths would be affected by the contiguity of the site.

Landscape Character Area: The County Planning Officer, reporting on 
the proposed Conservation Area in 1967, underlines the intention to 
preserve Ashwell as a historic village in the surrounding landscape, a 
planning statement which has been respected for many years: His 
report states 'It is considered that with one or two minor exceptions no 
further building should take place north of the High Street and that 
there should be no further development whatsoever anywhere near the
 village outside the proposed Conservation Area.' 

Tourism: Considerable constraints have been placed over the years on 
Ashwell residents and developers, to ensure that Ashwell's character 
remains intact. For this reason the village attracts tourism, which is also
 important to many of the small local businesses. It is unlikely that a 
Travellers' site will conform visually to the building character and 
standards hitherto demanded of households in maintaining 
conservation area status..

Archaeology, Nature Reserve, SSSI: Evidence of settlement in the 
immediate area goes back to the Bronze Age, and during the Iron Age
 Arbury Banks was built and occupied. Important Roman finds have 
been excavated locally recently. In addition to the Conservation Area, 
these sites are all within a few hundred metres of the proposed 
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Travellers' site, together with an important local nature reserve on the 
Hinxworth Road, only a field away from the site. The Springs in the 
centre of Ashwell are designated an SSSI.

In summary of the above points, I suggest that this site, and the 
landscape area of Ashwell, be excluded from further consideration, on 
the grounds that 'the objectives of the designation (of the Ashwell 
Conservation Area) would be compromised by the development' 
(ODPM Consultation Document Para.36)

B. Access and Road Safety

I have lived for 30 years in my house, which is directly on the High 
Street in the centre of Ashwell. Every main window in my house gives 
sight and sound of the traffic. In addition, for the past 15 months I have
 driven a 'school run' from Ashwell to Biggleswade using the A1, 
travelling along the Hinxworth Road in both directions between 8.15 
and 9.15 a.m. I therefore pass the proposed site twice a day in term 
time.

I suggest that the proposed site, and the Ashwell local road system in 
general, are inappropriate for the following reasons of access and road
 safety:

Proposed Site: entry/exit on Hinxworth Road: The proposed site is not 
level, but slopes up away from the Hinxworth Road. Vehicles turning 
left from the site would have reasonable visibility (but see below). 
Those wishing to access the A1 via Newnham Hill would have to turn 
right and immediately right again onto the Ashwell/Newnham Road, a 
turn of approximately 160 degrees, across traffic coming down the hill 
only visible for a few yards beyond the junction. Similarly, entering 
Ashwell from the Newnham Road to get back to the proposed site 
involves a sharp turn with restricted visibility. I have had to wait in my 
car while an articulated vehicle attempting this manoeuvre entirely 
blocked the Hinxworth Road for some time.

Safe Access to major road networks: 
The road between Ashwell and Hinxworth is narrow and there are two 
blind bends and a difficult road junction (with Love Lane) within about
 300 hundred metres of the proposed site. With the current level of 
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local cars, minibuses, farm and trade vehicles it is necessary to pull off 
onto the verge when two larger vehicles meet. 

Neither of the two country roads which give access to the A1 via 
Hinxworth lead onto roundabouts. Southbound vehicles are obliged to 
join directly into fast moving downhill traffic, particularly difficult at 
rush hour. Northbound vehicles join on the uphill gradient off a very 
short slip road, where joining vehicles often have to stop before being 
able to filter in. The local area is susceptible to fog.

A505/Baldock Bypass: This would involve vehicles coming East 
through the High Street and the centre of the village to take the roads 
that give access to the A505/Baldock bypass. The road out to Ashwell 
Station (2 miles from the village) and the A505 is of average width for 
a country road, but the other access route is little more than single 
track with passing places.

Road Safety: Ashwell High Street is usually lined on one side with 
residents' and other parked cars. The High Street already suffers from 
congestion, serious during the morning rush hour, when school buses, 
contractors' and farm vehicles and cars can be seen mounting the 
pavements in both directions in order to pass each other.

The T-junction at Station Road has restricted vision, and a fatal 
accident involving a vehicle and a cyclist occurred there in Summer 
2007.

Hinxworth Road: Proposed vehicles would be hazardous to pedestrians
 who use the Hinxworth Road at various times of the year. In Autumn 
the hedgerows are used by families for gathering blackberries, sloes 
and damsons. The road, which has no pavement, and in some places 
has high verges, is also used in all seasons by joggers and walkers.

In summary of the above points, The proposed site, and the wider 
Ashwell environs, should be excluded from further consideration as the
 local country road system does not provide sufficiently convenient or 
safe access to the main road network for the travelling community. In 
addition, extra numbers of local vehicles, especially if larger than 
average, would contribute markedly to the congestion from which 
Ashwell and the local roads already suffer. 
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 Heath08/1466 Question 9 With reference to the Government requirement on District Council's to 
identify possible gypsy sites I wish to comment on one proposed on 
land at PrestonHills Farm in the Parish of Kings Walden :
 
the criteria that the site should be within one kilometre of school, 
doctor's surgery and a bus route is not fulfilled as there is no doctor's 
surgery;
caravans on this site would be too visually prominent in the landscape;
there is no sewerage provision;
there is only one small shop;
access is by very narrow lanes for large vehicles and anyone on foot;
petrol is unavailable except in the nearby towns;
there woiuld not appear to be any seasonal or casual work available in
 the area.
 
My view would be that a better site would lie along the B656 road 
between Hitchin and Codicote - it would not be noticeable and would 
give far easier access to a site both for vehciles and for access to town 
facilities and shopping.

1
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 Napier & Barker08/1467 Question 9 I am writing in response to the above recently published report 
regarding the identification of potential sites for Travellers.  

In particular I object to the possible location of a Gypsy and Traveller 
Site at NH61 Preston Hills, Kings Walden.  From my reading of the 
criteria used to identify potential sites, it is apparent that this site at 
Preston Hills fails to meet the conditions for inclusion on any list. 

Specifically, the site (as indicated by the location detailed in Map 6 of
 the Scott Wilson report) will fall within the redesignated Green Belt as 
proposed by NHDC.

Moreover, and perhaps more importantly, the NH61 Preston Hills 
proposed site has a number of deficiencies which should automatically
 exclude it from further consideration.  For example, there is no 
doctors' surgery, school or shop within reasonable proximity (1 
kilometre or less) to the site.  Similarly, there is no bus stop within the 
proscribed proximity (500m or less).

In terms of location, the proposed site is certain to significantly impact 
on the local topography. There is no direct road access onto the site, 
and the provision of a site suitable for Travellers is highly likely to 
compromise and degrade the local rural environs (e.g. the proposed 
site slops away from the road, necessitating levelling).  Such 
significant negative impacts again should exclude NH61 Preston Hills 
from further consideration.

I very much hope that you will reconsider the feasibility of the 
proposed site NH61 Preston Hills and not give any further 
consideration to this particular site, since it clearly does not match the 
precise criteria laid out in the Scott Wilson Scoping Report.

1



88

Land Allocations Issues & Options Paper January 2008- Comments on Gypsies and Travellers

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Barker08/1501 Question 9 I would like to express my strong objection to the Possible Travellers 
Site in Ashwell. Hertfordshire.
 
I was very surprised to learn that the green belt at the moment does 
not surround such an Historic Village, and surrounds as Ashwell.  There
 is a wealth of historic houses and sites, enjoyed by many Tourists, 
walkers and young people visiting with schools and their families.  The
 conservation area appears to extend up to the boundary of the 
proposed site. The purpose of Conservation is surely to conserve and 
enhance the character and appearance of the area.  Near the site is a 
very important place of scientific interest, and also a Nature Reserve 
listed in a National Inventory of Woodland.  Also nearby is an Ancient 
Monument Arbury Banks and Nationally recognised Senuna site( finds 
in the British Museum).
Access to the site is very unsuitable, a narrow road,  infact all the roads
 are narrow in and around the village and are now carrying too much 
traffic.  The ground is not flat and there are no services.
 
Ashwell has a very good  community, a great mix of people, especially
 at the moment full of young families, how they will get into the school
 when older enough I do not know, even with new rooms .
Thinking of the travellers themselves , where would they work?  
Farming , an essential part of life here only needs few employees, and
 there would be no work here.
 
Ashwell is a rare historic Village, Surrounded by a rich , varied and 
productive landscape, which should be preserved.

1
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 Hill08/1502 Question 9 I am writing to you to express my deep concern with regards to the 
proposed Gypsy and Traveller site in Ashwell.
 
I am strongly opposed to this site for a number of reasons, which I have
 listed below:
 
1. It would be bordering a Conservation Area - this would neither 
'enhance' or 'conserve' the area.
 
2. It would be next to a site of scientific interest - I fail to see how the 
proposed site would maintain or enhance this area of ecological 
interest.
 
3. Transport - The road network, could not cope with long vehicles that
 would inevitably be regularly passing through the village.
 
4. Tourism - The presence of a site would potentially have a 
detrimental effect on tourism and therefore the whole village 
economy.
 
5. Visual impact - The proposed site is on a high point on entering the 
village from the West and is clearly visible - this has a massively 
negative impact on our rural landscape.

1

 Bruning08/1503 Question 9 Please accept this e-mail as an official notice of my opposition to the 
proposed gypsy and traveller site in Ashwell.  My reasons are numerous
 and mainly as follows:-
1)  The visual impact would be horrendous.
2)  The proposed site is situated closely to a site of scientific interest.
3)  A large part of Ashwell in within a conservation area.
4)  The local road network could not cope.
5)  Ashwell attracts a wealth of visitors being an attractive and historic 
village.
6)  There are two well known archaeological sites situated very close to
 the proposed site.

1
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 Bates08/1504 Question 9 I am writing to express my concern about the proposed traveller site in 
Ashwell.
I believe that the site is inappropriate for many reasons and wanted to 
make my views known before your meeting on the 12th December.

Ashwell is an ancient village, actively trying to maintain it's historical 
character and interest. A large part of the village is within a 
conservation area and ,as such, has very strict guidelines applied to 
any planning applications. I do not think that the proposed sight would
 meet any of these standards. I believe that the conservation area 
extends to the approximate boundary of the sight, and as such would 
be deemed unsuitable on these grounds alone.

The access onto the Hinxworth road would also seem to be difficult, as 
visibility does not appear to be good at this point.

Ashwell is surrounded by beautiful and productive agricultural land, 
and has a good network of footpaths. These are enjoyed by many 
members of the community, as well as those who regularly travel from 
further afield to use them. it would be a great shame if any access to 
these footpaths became unusable due to the encampment.
The sight is also extremely close to our local nature reserve. Having 
the traveller sight so close to this area , which is listed in the 'National 
Inventory of Woodlands and trees' would not seem to bode well for it's 
maintenance and development.

As someone who's children attend the local primary school, I know that
 extra numbers here would only add to the class numbers in an already
 oversubscribed school.

The ancient monument at Arbury banks is also close to the proposed 
sight, along with the Roman dig on Gardiners lane.  This shows how 
careful we must be around the Ashwell area to ensure that no sights of 
possible archaeological interest are developed.

Finally the visual impact that such a sight would have, on this sloping 
piece of ground, would seem to be to the detriment of everything our 
planning statement stands for.

1
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 Cunningham Question 9 I am writing on behalf of myself and my husband to register our 
opposition to the proposed Gypsy and Traveller's site in Ashwell which 
was highlighted in the Scott Wilson report.

Much of Ashwell is contained within the 'Conservation Area' which 
reaches  the edge of the proposed site on the Hinxworth Road. Surely 
we should be trying to conserve the character of this area rather than 
building on it?

Within a few metres of the west boundary of the proposed site, on the 
Hinxworth Road, is a local nature reserve. It is a beautiful spot with 
wonderful trees and wildlife. It is a listed site on the 'National Inventory
 of Woodlands and Trees' and would suffer with such a close proximity 
of the proposed site.

The Hinxworth Road is narrow at this stretch leading into and out of 
the village with the average sized vehicles needing to slow to pass 
each other, this road wasn't constructed to take over sized vehicles. 
The road leading into the village doesn't have any footpaths or street 
lights. It also has 'blind bends' with pedestrians unable to see on 
coming traffic driving down Newnham Way and exiting the village at 
West End. The path at West End is very dangerous for parents with 
young children entering the village. It is so narrow that you have to 
walk in single file until you get to Back Street where there also isn't any
 pedestrian footpath. Long vehicles with trailers and caravans often 
can't pass other vehicles on the bend at West End and would struggle 
throughout the village.

Our home backs onto the proposed site, with our garden exit opening 
on to the footpath at the proposed sites southern boundary. We, like a 
lot of people use this public footpath to exercise our dogs and take 
personal exercise up and down this path. The view of the Church and 
the village is beautiful from Newnham Hill and the site being built on 
rising ground would be an eyesore and a blight on this part of the 
village. The local community would have to suffer increases in noise 
and light pollution which at present doesn't exist.

We are extremely concerned that a site is proposed for such an area of 
natural beauty and within a village of such character.
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 Willmott08/1506 Question 9 I am writing with reference to the above proposed site and would like 
to hereby register my opposition to the proposal.  This opposition is 
based upon several factors which I would like to briefly list below. 

Firstly, Ashwell is a village that is renown for its' historic character, 
boasting numerous historic buildings.  This historic importance has 
been recognised by the fact that the majority of Ashwell is within a 
conservation area the southern boundary of which extends up to the 
proposed travellers site.  As you will appreciate the very nature of a 
conservation area is to enhance and conserve the character and nature
 of the area, something which the conservation officers and the parish 
council have gone to great lengths to uphold.  The propose travellers 
site would be completely contrary to these endeavours. 

Secondly, Ashwell is surrounded by a rich, varied and productive rural 
landscape.  This enhances the rural character  of Ashwell 
complimenting the conservation area that protects the village.  The 
proposed site would be completely alien in this environment and 
would be wholly inappropriate.

The transport infrastructure in the area does not lend itself to long 
vehicles.  The high street is exceptionally narrow and the current traffic
 load struggles to negotiate the narrow roads.  Longer vehicles would 
find it virtually impossible to negotiate the streets of the village.  
Furthermore the railway station is some distance from the village  and 
it is not a distance that can be walked easily thus making it an 
unattractive service to those without their own transport.  

Finally, Ashwell relies on the tourist industry and attracts visitors from a 
wide area, this is wholly due to its' location, historic importance and 
beauty.  It is important that this is maintained and that nothing is done
 to detract from the village and its far reaching appeal and 
importance.

1
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 Gardner08/1507 Question 9  have various concerns with the site be in Ashwell mainly as it is a 
Conservation area and the close proximity of the site to the local 
nature reserve. The reserve is a special area which would be adversely 
affected by this proposal. Another main concern is the unsuitability of 
Ashwell to have long vehicles coming through the village on a daily 
basis. We do not have a frequent bus service and the train station is 
one and a half miles away. I also strongly feel that the rural character 
of Ashwell would be very much affected to the worse and therefore the 
tourist business would also be be influenced. This in turn would impact
 on local businesses which rely on tourism. 

There is also the visual impact the site would have on the village and 
of course the Newnham and Hinxworth roads are both dangerous 
places to have access roads from the site. I am also a regular dog 
walker over Partidge Hill and along the footpath via the field this site is
 proposed on. I would not have the same access should this site be 
approved.

1
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 Lee08/1508 Question 9 We are writing to register our objections to the proposed traveller site 
on the borders of Ashwell. Our reasons are as follows:

1. Visual impact
Being a Conservation Area it is one of the Design Statement 
requirements that development should enhance the character and 
visual impact of the village. One cannot surely consider that caravans 
would enhance the area being considered, it being in such a 
conspicuous location on the edge of the village?

2. Illogical Planning Consent
If NHDC has approved Ashwell's Village Design Statement, limiting 
future development to infill within the Village boundary, then how can
 serious consideration be given to developing a site with services for 
caravans immediately outside the Village boundary at a location 
where housing development has been and is rejected? Surely this is 
illogical?

3. Existing facilities
Being described as 'Travellers' one can assume that the persons have 
no intention of assuming permanent occupation, but are just passing 
through the area and so only require temporary facilities for their 
mobile homes and themselves.
Ashwell has on its borders two existing, approved, caravan & camping 
sites.
So if the travellers require somewhere to stop for a few days then they 
could presumably pay to stay at one or other of the existing facilities. 
Why create a 3rd site?

1
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 Sheeter08/1510 Question 9 Before my retirement I practised for many years as a solicitor, 
specialising in land law. I came to appreciate and respect the balance 
achieved by our planning laws.
It is with disbelief therefore that I have read of this proposal. An 
application for housing development would be promptly and rightly 
dismissed. How can this proposal be considered preferable? Housing 
would impose an alien aspect on the surrounding land. How much 
more so a site for travellers?

Ashwell is a historic and attractive village enhanced by its surrounding 
rural and farming landscape. This is recognised in planning law by the
 grant of Conservation Area status. Is this to be ignored?
The local roads are rural roads. They would not lend themselves to the
 goings and comings of long vehicles.
There are no facilities in or near the village for travellers.

Some years ago the Prince of Wales likened a development in London
 to a bunion on the face of a loved one. How appropriate those words 
are to this proposal which I would liken to vandalism.

1
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 Schwick08/1511 Question 9 The recent Scott Wilson report  has identified a number of sites for 
Gypsy and Travellers in Ashwell this I believe is totally inappropriate 
for the following reasons:-
 
1. the visual impact on the village of the suggested Hinxworth Road 
site occupies rising ground and is clearly visible from the road and 
public footpath, which would become almost unusable and unsafe 
given the close proximity to the proposed site
2.Conservation area  Ashwell has a wealth of historic buildings and the
 greater part of the village is in a conservation area this extends up to 
the southern boundary of the proposed site. Surely the purpose of a 
conservation area is to conserve and enhance the appearance of the 
area
3. Site of Scientific Interest the proposed site is close to a local wildlife
 which is listed on the National Inventory of Woodlands and Trees
4.Archaeology There is an Ancient Monument at Arbury Banks and the
 Senuna site at Ashwell End, Most new buildings at the west end of the
 village require an archaeological report
5.Transport the local road network does not lend itself to long vehicles 
and the railway is some distance from the village
6.Tourism Ashwell is a highly attractive historic village attracting many
 visitors 
7.Rural Character Ashwell is surrounded by a rich  varied and 
productive rural landscape what effect would a travellers site have on 
the on the landscape and the viability of the neighbouring farmland?

1

 Hodson08/1512 Question 9 Following the meeting last week, in Ashwell, I would like to reiterate 
my opposition to having a traveller site based here.  I think there must 
have been a representative from nearly every house in the village that 
night and people who were not there, were only absent owing to work 
commitments.  Additionally, all babysitters were fully booked! Only 
one person I believe voted for the site and the rest of us 
(approximately 600) were against it.
 
I would like to outline some of my reasons for opposing the proposal.  
Firstly I really do not feel the school could cope with extra pupils.  As it
 is, my children are rushed through their school meals because so 
many children are packed in that dining room.  The extra buildings 
only make the current number tolerable. The numbers in the 
foundation stage are simply crazy.  P.E time is also very limited and 

1
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Ofsted highlighted the lack of playground space for a school of this 
size.  These are all factors I feel you need to take into account.  I am 
at the school most weeks raising money for the PTA and helping the 
teachers and this goodwill will disappear if parents are not listened 
to.  
 
Secondly there is often a traffic jam through the village, especially on 
Saturday mornings.  Please contact the bus service operators, who will 
tell you it is almost impossible to get down our high street. Adding to 
the infrastructure of the village will worsen the problem.
 
Thirdly the proposed site is based near a Wildlife Trust Centre.  Only a 
few weeks ago I was there with the beavers and cubs and we were told 
of the quarry's historical importance to Ashwell. There are rare plants 
and birds to be found here.
 
I do not believe any more traveller sites are needed.  I would like an 
investigation into how many of these travellers and gypsies have static 
homes already.  Do they have homes in Ireland, as a recent Panorama
 programme suggested?  There also seems to be one rule for travellers
 and another for the rest of us. It is almost impossible for tax payers to 
buy land around villages and yet these people, who I understand pay 
a reduced rate of tax, are potentially going to be given sites in these 
locations.
 
There is so much political correctness and legal backing for this group 
of people, I feel that we cannot have a rational debate.  I asked EERA 
for a name of a well run site so that I could visit one and research this 
matter.  They advised me against it, saying that, "it wouldn't be 
prudent or appropriate."  I believe the Police find it intimidating to go 
into the sites. The general feeling is that travellers and gypsies are 
outside the law.  Even when friends have passed on number plates 
and photos of people breaking into their property nothing seems to be 
done, although the police officers attending the crime scene usually 
always remark that they are probably travellers.  
 
Most of the MPs in favour of these sites such Meg Munn (an ex-social 
worker) and Lorely Burt may mean well but I notice do not have their 
views on travellers pasted on their own websites, for their constituents 
to see!  None of the MPs is based in this area of England.  I read the 
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Hansard report on the debate in parliament with great interest and 
have forwarded it to everyone I know.
 
Mr Young, I feel very strongly on this issue and we will move away if a 
site is based next to our house.  I have young children and very 
definite ways as to how I want them raised. As a Conservative I am 
grateful for your support at the district level but hope that our Parish 
Council sufficiently represent our views too.  

 Johnson08/1513 Question 9 I live in Ashwell and was very alarmed when I heard of the proposed 
plans for Gypsy and Traveller sites in the area.  Elbrook Meadow was 
mentioned, and I believe this field is opposite me as I live in Fordham 
Close.

I think Ashwell is one of the least suitable places in the whole of 
Hertfordshire, and really hope that these areas won't be seriously 
considered.

1

 Greenbank08/1514 Question 9 I would like to register my opposition to the proposal to locate a site 
here.  
 
I understand that there is some suggestion that the school will have the
 capacity to take additional children following completion of the long 
overdue extension to the school in September 2008.  It seems a great 
pity that having  waited years for this extension, the welcome 
additional space will come to nothing if the school is immediately 
expected to take in significant numbers of additional children.
 
I am also concerned about the unfortunate reputation traveller's sites 
have of bringing about an increase in litter and local crime.  The 
character of the village would change considerably if, in response to 
the fear of crime, the local residents were to fence and gate their 
houses to defend their property.  
 
I am grateful to you and Oliver Heald for writing to the community and
 welcome further news of the efforts being made to counter this 
proposal.

1
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 Hill08/1515 Question 9 Following the Scott Wilson report, it is proposed to accommodate a 
gypsy & traveller site in Ashwell.  We would like to register our strong 
objections to these proposals.
 
1. Ashwell is in a conservation area, with the purpose of conserving 
and enhancing the village and general area. This will have the 
reverse effect.
 
2. The Hinxworth Road proposal will be almost adjacent to a local wild
 life and woodland nature reserve.  It would also be close to Arbury 
banks ancient monument and the Senuna site.  All would be 
vulnerable.
 
3. The adjacent local roadways are narrow and winding and do not 
support heavy/long vehicles.  Other local transport infrastructure is 
poor.
 
4. The visual impact on the rich, varied and productive rural landscape
 would be devastating.
 
Overall we cannot think of a more inappropriate place to suggest than 
Ashwell.  It does not fulfil the necessary criteria and the impact of this 
adjacent settlement would destroy many village characteristics that 
have taken centuries to develop and constant effort to maintain.
 

1
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 Hogan08/1516 Question 9 I oppose the proposed site in Ashwell on the basis:

1 Ashwell is a Conservation Area the boundary of which extends to the 
Southern edge of the proposed site.
2. The ecological integrity of the Site of Scientific Interest close to the 
proposed site will not be served by the proposal.
3. As a new building work, at the West End of the village,  the 
Archaeology of the site would require extensive and expensive 
investigation, at the rate payers cost, before the site could be 
considered for the proposed purpose.
4.  Transport is an issue in the narrow streets and lanes of Ashwell and 
the long vehicles of the travellers and gypsies utilizing such a site will 
further strain a village already under pressure. 
5.  Ashwell enjoys considerable economically beneficial Tourism. The 
proposed site could only be detrimental to this and to the local 
businesses, that ensure the viability of Ashwell as a village.
6.   The surrounding rich varied and productive landscape gives 
Ashwell its Rural Character ¿ I am concerned that inadequate 
consideration has been given to the impact of such a site on the 
character of the village.
7. The Viability of Prime Farmland neighbouring the proposed site will
 be compromised.
8.  The cavalier choice of a site occupying as it does rising ground and
 in full view to all cannot have been taken into account. The Visual 
Impact of the site must be taken into account.

1
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 Hogan08/1516 Question 9 I wish to provide formal response to the NHDC Land use Consultation, 
in particular the gypsy and traveller section.

I have a concern that the Scott Wilson evaluation criterion 
oversimplifies a situation requiring more considered appriasal.  The 
original filter pivots on access to primary school, doctor's surgery and a 
bus stop.
* There is evidence to suggest that the problem experienced by the 
gypsy and traller community is access to secondary education and so I 
am at a loss to understand why this has not been considered at least 
equally important.
* access to the full spectrum of Health Care should be a criterion 
especially for communities that may be disadvantaged - access to a 
doctor's surgery does not provide this.
* Access to a Bus Stop - does the gypsy and traveller community really 
require access to a bus stop?  Or is this just the thinking of someone 
who would like to see more use of public transport?
Also if we are to maintain our precious heritage, consideration must be
 given to:
* areas expected to become greebelt
* Conservation areas
* Sites of Special Scientific interest
* Nature reserves
* Historical monuments
It is my considered opinion that an additional site, which would 
provide the desired accommodation to the probable satisfaction of the 
gypsy and traveller communities and the local community, should be 
included:
* A505 by-pass Junction 9
I also wish to comment that from the sites which have been suggested 
there are two sites to the North of Stevenage which appear to meet 
many of the criteria.
* NH36
* NH78
In order that whatever is determined should be equitable I should also 
like to see a provision to ensure that providing authorities should not 
be penalised in the even of boundary change.
I would be please if the council will take my comments into 
consideration in the course of the decision making process.

2
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 Slatter08/1517 Question 9 I write to oppose the use of the site identified in the above report as 
2NH18, Hinxworth Road South,
Ashwell, as a potential area for the accommodation of gypsy and 
traveller pitches and to request your opposition to the proposal in the 
decision making process.

My opposition is based primarily on the suitability of the site for the 
purpose outlined. In particular:

Topography
The location is described in Table 3. of the report as being 'Relatively 
flat. Slopes down to
the middle of the site.' From the reports own map, provided as figure 
6b, there is a fall of
around 12 metres across the proposed site. This would appear to 
provide difficulties in terms
of site layout, drainage and Health and Safety. The site is actually 
located at the lowest point
of a field which slopes upward to around 80 metres, a full 30 metres 
above the lowest point
on the site.

Surrounding Land uses
The description in Table 3 states '¿ To the South minor track¿.' This 
might more
accurately be described as '¿ To the South, a minor track bordering 
residential housing¿..'

Rural Character
Ashwell is one of the oldest villages in Hertfordshire and is mentioned 
in the Domsday Book.
It has a rich heritage, with a character derived from over 1,000 years of
 evolution. The impact
of a site such as the one described would be completely out of 
character with this community.

Visual Impact
The site slopes and would be clearly visible from the Hinxworth Road.

1
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 Slatter08/1517 Question 9

Transport

There is virtually no public transport, with the Railway Station around 
4km from the site. The
Hinxworth Road is a minor country road not well suited to long or 
heavy vehicles.

Archaeology
Although mentioned in the Domesday Book, the history of the 
surrounding area goes further
back to prehistoric times and includes the nearby Ancient Monument, 
Arbury Banks and the
Senuna Roman Villa at Ashwell End. Most new building in the West 
End of the village
requires and archaeological report.

Conservation Area
The Ashwell Conservation Area contains a wide range of architecture 
from the 1400s to the
present day and extends to the southern borders of the proposed site. 
Any development along
the lines proposed would be in direct conflict with the purpose of the 
Conservation Area
which is to 'conserve and enhance' the appearance of the village.

Site of Scientific Interest
Local Nature Reserve. The proposed site is close to a local wildlife 
site, which is listed on the
'National Inventory of Woodlands and Trees.'
Given the inappropriate nature of this site I hope it will be possible for 
Ashwell to be excluded from
the list of potential sites at an early stage in the planning process and 
ask that you oppose any any
attempt to establish such a site.

I am writing in formal response to the gypsy and traveller section of the
 NHDC Land Use Consultation.
The following comments refer:
1. Decision Criteria - Scott Wilson Report

2
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The original Scott Wilson Report seems to lay particular emphasis on 
three elements of a community: Access to primary schools, proximity of
 a doctors surgery and bus stop.

The weight placed on these three criteria seems overly narrow when 
compared with the potential needs of a traveller community.  
Education, health and transport are all vital to the needs of any 
underprivileged groups but to believe that these needs are satisfied in 
a traveller community by a doctors surgery, primary school and a bus 
stop addresses only part of the problem.  Indeed it seems strange that 
the potential location for a community that needs more help than 
many is being assessed with criteria that provide the barest minimum 
of service.  Primary schools and doctors surgeries, important though 
they are, are at the initial contact stage of the education and health 
services and provide a minimum where it might be expected that a 
greater than average provision,m such as a location closer to hospital 
and secondary school facilities might be more appropriate.  The use of
 bus stop as a yardstick for satisfying traveller transport needs is bizarre. 
 Travellers by their nature use their own vehicles and do not tend to 
work office hours in local urban areas.  The chance of a local and in 
the case of Ashwell sparse bus service being relevant to traveller needs
 is low to irrelevant.
2. Extended Selection Criteria
The particular needs of travellers that directly address their lifestyle 
seem to include facilities that are only available in major residential 
and commercial centres.  Facilities that I believe should be included 
in the selection are
* Close access to a full range of Primary and Secondary education, not
 just the primary facilities mentioned.
* Easy availability to extended health care facilities such as hospitals 
and drop in centres.
* Access to transport systems that offer frequent and comprehensive 
coverage of the areas to which travellers might require access.
* Ready proximity to major trunk roads to allow easy passage for larger 
vehicles.
3. Other Ranking criteria
Ranking criteria currently include greenbelt but seem to omit other 
significant factors which should be included, such as proximity to 
conservation areas, sites of special scientific interest, nature reserves, 
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archaeological sites and historical monuments.  These should all be 
considered in the evaluation process.
4. Suitable potential sites.
Three sites that go some way towards satisfying the above criteria 
would seem potentially suitable for consideration.  They are:
* the construction campus created close to Junction 9 of the A1 during 
the construction of the A505 Baldock Bypass
* Two sites to the north of Stevenage identified as NH36 and NH78

 Fish08/1518 Question 9 I am writing in my capacity as resident within the Parish of Ashwell to 
formally lodge initial objections to the proposed gypsy and traveller 
site (above) identified in the Scott Wilson report.

As far as I am aware there is no nexus between Ashwell and the 
travelling community and the recommendation made in the report is 
an artificial exercise to identify potential sites. Whilst it is conceded 
that there is a current perceived need to identify permanent sites for 
the travelling community in order to reduce the potential incidence of 
unauthorised sites, the authors of the report appear to have paid little 
regard to brown field alternatives.

The site identified is inappropriate for the following reasons in no 
particular order of weight:

¿ There appears to have been no consideration in the report 
as regards the impact of the site on local archaeology (an Ancient 
Monument at Arbury Banks and the Senuna site at Ashwell End are 
situated very close by).   

¿ The site would be situated in 'countryside' at the entrance to
 the village. The visual impact of the site would sit quite 
uncomfortably with the rural landscape. Indeed, Ashwell is situated in 
some of the finest countryside in Hertfordshire which as a consequence
 attracts a significant level of tourism. I have no doubt that situating a 
travellers site at the entrance to the village would have an adverse 
impact on both the landscape and tourism.

¿ The majority of the village is sited on 'conservation' status 
land up to and alongside the proposed boundary of the site.  The 
conservation belt boundary should not be seen as a notional line 

1
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beyond which all planning responsibility ceases. The siting of a 
travellers site at the boundary would be a major set-back to those 
within the community who have fought so hard to retain the character 
of the local landscape. As a user of Hinxworth Road and the nearby 
footpath close to the proposed site, I verily believe that it would both 
diminish and deteriorate in terms of its visual impact.  
¿ The site would be placed on some of the best and most 
versatile agricultural land which is proximate to a site of scientific 
interest listed in the National Inventory of Woodlands and Trees.

¿ The Hinxworth Road site would be accessed off a busy main
 road with fast moving traffic. Hinxworth Road does not lend itself at all
 to long vehicles. 

¿ There is a need for sites to be close to existing infrastructure.
 The closest train station at Ashwell & Morden is approximately 3 miles
 away. The local primary school is over-subscribed.
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 Summers08/1519 Question 9 I would like to state my objection to the proposed site in Ashwell for a 
gypsy and traveller site.
In particular I would like you to consider:

Conservation area:Ashwell has a wealth of historic buildings and the 
greater part of the village is contained within the Ashwell Conservation
 Area; this extends up to the southern boundary of the proposed 
travellers site.  The purpose of the Conservation Area is to 'conserve 
and enhance' the character and appearance of the area.

SSSI:The proposed site is close to a local wildlife site, which is listed 
on the 'National Inventory of Woodlands and Trees'.  It is difficult to 
see how ecological interest could be maintained or enhanced by 
having a traveller site next door.

Archaeology:There is an Ancient Monument at Arbury Banks and the 
Senuna site at Ashwell End.  Most new building at the West End of the
 Village requires an Archaeological report.

Transport: The local road network is narrow and does not lend itself to 
long vehicles.  The nearest railway station is a long way from the 
village.

Tourism:Ashwell is a highly attractive village which attracts visitors and
 tourism income from a wide area.

Rural Character:Ashwell is surrounded by a rich, varied and productive 
rural landscape.  You should consider the effect of a traveller's site on 
the character of the local landscape and the viability of neighbouring 
farmland.

Visual Impact:The proposed site occupies rising ground and is clearly 
visible from the Hinxworth Road and public footpaths on the southern 
site boundary.  You may want to consider the impact of the 
development on users of the public footpath and motorists entering the
 village from the west.

1
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  08/1520 Question 9 I am writing in my capacity as resident within the Parish of Ashwell to 
formally lodge initial objections to the proposed gypsy and traveller 
site (above) identified in the Scott Wilson report.

I would like to state my objection to the proposed site in Ashwell for a 
gypsy and traveller site.
In particular I would like you to consider:

Conservation area:Ashwell has a wealth of historic buildings and the 
greater part of the village is contained within the Ashwell Conservation
 Area; this extends up to the southern boundary of the proposed 
travellers site.  The purpose of the Conservation Area is to 'conserve 
and enhance' the character and appearance of the area.

SSSI:The proposed site is close to a local wildlife site, which is listed 
on the 'National Inventory of Woodlands and Trees'.  It is difficult to 
see how ecological interest could be maintained or enhanced by 
having a traveller site next door.

Archaeology:There is an Ancient Monument at Arbury Banks and the 
Senuna site at Ashwell End.  Most new building at the West End of the
 Village requires an Archaeological report.

Transport:The local road network is narrow and does not lend itself to 
long vehicles.  The nearest railway station is a long way from the 
village.

Tourism:Ashwell is a highly attractive village which attracts visitors and
 tourism income from a wide area.

Rural Character:Ashwell is surrounded by a rich, varied and productive 
rural landscape.  You should consider the effect of a traveller's site on 
the character of the local landscape and the viability of neighbouring 
farmland.

Visual Impact:The proposed site occupies rising ground and is clearly 
visible from the Hinxworth Road and public footpaths on the southern 
site boundary.  You may want to consider the impact of the 
development on users of the public footpath and motorists entering the
 village from the west.

1
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 Reith08/1521 Question 9 Further to the publication of the Scott-Wilson reporting identifying 
Hinxworth Road South, Ashwell as a potential site for gypsy and 
traveller pitches I am writing to register my objection to this specific 
site and to any other sites identified in Ashwell generally. I have lived 
within the Ashwell area for more than 20 years, and at Holme Park 
Stud for over 7 years and during all that time developments outside 
the village have been highly restricted in line with the planning policy 
in this area ¿ to preserve its unique character.

I therefore consider the proposals to site pitches in or around Ashwell 
to be entirely inappropriate to the rural character of the countryside 
and village environment that currently exists in this area. 

Whilst the village is compact and attractive with its conservation area, 
the surrounding countryside is open and highly scenic chalk landscape,
 set to arable and pasture land with wide and long views stretching 
horizon to horizon. Any new development of any nature outside 
existing built up areas will have a highly visible intrusive impact.
The Hinxworth Road site in-particular is part of an existing agricultural 
landscape stretching downslope from a local nature reserve and site of 
scientific interest. The field leads down to Ashwell village and is 
bounded by the Hinxworth Road on its north side and a public footpath
 on its south side. It is part of a wide expense of agricultural landscape 
framing the views of the village on its east side. Any pitches here, even
 with embankments or screening, will be highly visual and a 
completely obtrusive greenfield development. 

As an adjacent owner of land with grazing horses I am also very 
concerned about the impact of increased traffic, especially long 
vehicles, and also the potential impact on both recreational users and 
agriculture use of the area surrounding a site.

In summary, the proposals to site pitches on greenfield land around 
Ashwell, and in particular Hinxworth Road, is a wholly inappropriate 
development within this highly scenic landscape and I hope they will 
be rejected.

1

 Rhodes08/1522 Question 9 I am writing to inform you of my views regarding the selection of 
certain sites around Ashwell, particularly one identified as 2NH18 

1
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Hinxworth Road South, for a proposed Gipsy and Traveller site.

Firstly I believe the selection of this site, using their own criteria, to be 
fundamentally flawed. The Broad Criteria (para 3.1.5) identifies 
constraints ¿ particularly no 3 ¿ 'Areas should be located within a 
reasonable distance of existing services and community facilities. 
Modes of public transport should be available..' and para 3.1.6 states 
that 'Despite the fact that gypsies and travellers are relatively mobile 
by culture with private vehicles, access to public transport is still a 
desirable site attribute, which has helped prioritise those areas 
selected. A distance of 500 metres for access to public transport was 
used as a starting point.'  The Northern & Eastern Hertfordshire Gypsy &
 Traveller Accommodation Assessment Report by ONS states that the 
existing travellers, when questioned, said their largest single difficulty 
was that of access to public transport.

There is only one bus on a Wednesday along Hinxworth Road. The 
Railway Station is over 2 miles away. By their own criteria the site is 
not suitable. Furthermore Hinxworth Road is narrow and unsuitable for 
long vehicles. This clearly does not accord with the practicalities of 
living on a traveller's site.

The second Broad Criteria (para 3.1.5) no 2 states 'Areas should not be
 located within nature conservation sites¿¿such designations should 
have very considerable weight in the appraisal of potential sites.' Site 
2NH18 adjoins a Local Nature Reserve and is in an area of Scientific 
and Archaeological Interest. It is difficult to see how the establishment 
of a traveller's site in this area would enhance the character and 
appearance of these reserves and monuments.

An additional criterion is that the site should not have an adverse 
impact on the nearby environment.  The number of people 
anticipated to occupy the site would overwhelm the resources of the 
local school, doctor's surgery, dentist and other local facilities, 
particularly as the average age of the existing travelling community is 
below 16. Ashwell is an historic village and through its designation as 
a conservation area requires considerable care to ensure development 
in the area does not destroy the essential character of its environs. 
Whilst the proposed site is on the edge of the conservation area its 
impact on the village would undoubtedly be significant.
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impact on the village would undoubtedly be significant.

Furthermore the topography of the site is both raised and sloping, 
making it difficult to occupy without considerable and expensive 
ground works, and is visible from all directions thereby spoiling what is 
an attractive open vista for the many walkers along the footpath 
adjoining the site and tourists who visit the village on a regular basis.

It is difficult to see how a traveller's site in this location, or indeed in 
any location around Ashwell, fulfils the criteria used in the report, takes
 account of the specific needs of the travellers or protects the 
environment of the existing community.

 Swanson08/1523 Question 9 It was with some surprise and reservation that I recently learned of a 
proposed siting of a Gypsy and Traveller site in Ashwell, as highlighted
 in the recent Scott Wilson report.  This has raised a number of 
questions in my mind which I trust you would be in a position to 
answer.

As a resident of Ashwell I am proud of our beautiful historic village and
 welcome such controls as the 'Conservation Area' enforcement put 
upon the village properties and surrounding area.  In your view will this
 proposed gypsy site be in keeping with such an enforcement, serving 
to conserve and enhance the character and appearance of the village 
area?

I do feel that such conservational constraints have helped to maintain 
the historic buildings and rural landscape of Ashwell, resulting in 
Ashwell being one of the most picturesque villages in Hertfordshire.  
This in itself does attract many visitors and tourists to the area, bringing
 welcome revenue to local businesses.  Again, do you envisage the 
traveller's site being complimentary with this aspect and encouraging 
future visitors to come and enjoy our village?

I understand that a suggested site is also neighbouring the local nature
 reserve; a wonderful site for wildlife, which is listed in the National 
Inventory of Woodlands and Trees.  Again can you see this area of 
ecological interest being enhanced by the proposed site being 
situated next to it?

With the long established archaeological monument of Arbury Banks 

1
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and the more recent exciting find of the Senuma Site at Ashwell End, 
I trust such a proposed traveller's site would be subject to an 
archaeological report as is he case with most new buildings in the 
village?

Ashwell also enjoys the old English tradition of narrow windy roads and
 streets, which I am not sure, would be suitable for the passage of long 
vehicles coming to and from the proposed site; especially with the 
number of parked cars having to line the streets.  

I would welcome your comments and any evidence you may have 
which would address these areas of concern, thereby putting my mind 
at rest that Hertfordshire Council have indeed considered all the 
implications that the proposed gypsy and travellers site would have on 
one of Hertfordshire's most admired and visited villages.

 James08/1524 Question 9 I am writing to make a formal objection to the proposals currently 
under review for gypsy and travellers' sites in North Herts., and 
particularly that planned for Ashwell.

My wife and I are the voluntary wardens of Ashwell Quarry Nature 
Reserve for the Hertfordshire & Middlesex Wildlife Trust.  In addition, I 
am County Recorder for Plants in Hertfordshire for the Botanical 
Society of the British Isles, and was formerly Head of the Hertfordshire 
Biological Records Centre.  I am currently Development Advisor to the 
National Biodiversity Network Trust.

My objections to this development are primarily on two grounds:

¿ Landscape and amenity.  Ashwell is a highly important 
village in North Herts., being an important Conservation Area, a tourist 
attraction of considerable importance to the local economy, and lying 
in an area of considerable landscape quality.   One of the most 
important aspects of the village is its setting, and in particular the 
stunning view of the village from the hills to the west.   The proposed 
site at Ashwell would completely destroy this aspect of the village.  On 
a more local level, its location, adjacent to one of the most well-used 
public path systems around the village, would seriously impact on 
local amenity for the village and others visiting the area, quite apart 
from any threat the settlement might pose to the security of adjacent 

1
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housing.
¿ Inappropriateness to need.  A gypsy/travellers' settlement 
would need to have good links to both public transport and local 
facilities.  Ashwell, being a rural village, is not adjacent to major 
roads, nor has it got good facilities of this kind.  Lack of good public 
transport is a problem for some people in the village as it stands.  The 
location of this proposed site is also as far from the station as it is 
possible to be within the village area!  Road access is difficult, and 
access to this site for large vehicles, with caravans and low-loaders 
attached, would be a nightmare.

Quite apart from these principal issues, the proposed development 
would potentially have an impact on the wildlife of the nature reserve 
we run.  This is a quiet, sensitive habitat, with protected species 
present.   It could well be seriously jeopardised by extensive 
disturbance that might result from unauthorised access from an 
immediately adjacent development of this kind.

On these grounds, we would oppose this proposal for Ashwell.

In addition, I understand that several of the other proposed 
developments are planned for equally bizarre rural locations, not least 
the one south of Sandon village, which is also near a highly important,
 and very sensitive wildlife area, well away from any facilities 
whatsoever.

All I can say is that a gypsy and travellers' site needs to be in an area 
near one or other of the larger settlements in North Herts., where good 
facilities exist, adjacent to good public transport (to minimise the 
impact of road use), and in an area that would not be seriously 
jeopardised by having what could be a visially damaging 
development.   This would lead me to suggest that the area between 
Letchworth and Hitchin, or the area north of Ickleford, as well as areas 
north of Stevenage, would be the most sensible candidates.  No doubt 
there would be local objections to any of these, but the best interests 
of both the gypsy communities and of the local economy would be 
best served if this kind of approach were taken in choosing sites.
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 Rogers08/1525 Question 9 1.The current total of local authority Gypsy and Traveller caravan sites 
( 'GTCS') is 50 and Hertfordshire already provides 11 of those ( 22%). 
This means that Herts, with Essex and Cambs, already provide two 
thirds of the GTCS for the whole of the East of England. The 
remainder of the current provision is divided between 3 other counties 
on a quite disproportionate and inequitable basis.  The proposal by 
EERA that these 3 same counties should provide 82% of the 
additional pitches further compounds the inequity of this inbalance. 
Norfolk, Suffolk and Beds should now be allocated an equal share of 
this provision.

2. The number of additional pitches suggested in the EERA review is 
excessive and not based on confirmed, identified need.

3. The current findings of the Single Issue Review being undertaken by
 EERA are flawed and as a result it is not appropriate that local 
authorities should be required to allocate land to meet requirements 
identified within that review.

Following the release of the 'Scott Wilson' report I do have comments 
and representations to make in respect of its recommendations and I 
will be addressing those directly to North Herts Council. I do not 
consider that the EERA Planning Committee is the correct forum for 
those representations.

1
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 Chambers & 
South

08/1526 Question 9 It is our understanding the Scott Wilson report has indicated that a 
site/s in Ashwell have been identified as potential location/s for a 
Gypsy and Traveller Site. 

While we appreciate the period of formal consultation does not 
commence until early 2008 a meeting of the East of England 
Regional Assembly planning committee will take place tomorrow, 12th
 December 2007, at which the proposals may be discussed. Therefore 
we would like to ensure that at this early stage our views are known and
 taken into consideration. 

Ashwell is an historic village with a significant conservation area the 
purpose of which is to 'conserve and enhance'.  Having gone through 
the listed building approval process ourselves over the last 12 months 
we are very aware of the strict guidelines that the local authority insist 
are adhered to in order to maintain not just the fabric but also the 
aesthetic of Ashwell.  It is difficult to reconcile a Gypsy and Traveller 
site abutting the conservation area with these stated aims. 

Additionally within the boundaries of Ashwell both a site of scientific 
interest (Nature Reserve) and a scheduled ancient monument (Arbury 
Banks) are located.  Development of any sort has a potential 
environmental impact on these two significant sites. 

Overall at this point we would strongly object to the development of 
any Gypsy and Traveller Site within Ashwell as we would any 
inappropriate construction or development.   

1
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 Smith08/1527 Question 9 I write to register my opposition to the proposed position of a travellers 
site in Ashwell Village.  As a long term resident of Ashwell I can see 
absolutely no advantage whatever to the people of Ashwell in this 
proposal.

Local roads are hardly suitable for large vans or towing vehicles 
coming and going, plus the visual aspect of a travellers site together 
with all the normal disorder associated with these sites.

Ashwell is a unique village in many ways , for instance we have a local
 nature reserve very close to the proposed travellers site.  We are also a
 thriving tourist location, with many school visits bringing children to 
study the large and varied range of historic buildings in the 
conservation area.

When all the different aspects are considered I feel most strongly that 
Ashwell is not a suitable location for a travellers site.

1

 Zschieschang08/1529 Question 9 we are writing this letter to oppose against the proposed gypsy and 
traveller site in Ashwell.
Our reasons for this is that we feel Ashwell is not suitable.
Ashwell is a beautiful, historic village which attracts tourism, this will 
diminishes if the site goes ahead.
The landscape, conservation area, and wildlife will be spoilt and 
jeopardized, it will not be conserved and enhanced.
We feel as do many that the roads are far too narrow for long vehicles.
The impact of the development on users of the public footpath 
concerns me in respect to their health and safety.

1
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 Brown08/1540 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a traveller site at NH61, Preston Hill,
 Kings Walden Because;
1. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
2. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for  a Travellers site.
3. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
4. The site is above the level of the road and is highly visible 
and does not lend itself in anyway for a Travellers camp.
5. there are no doctors surgeries within 1 kilometre of the site.
6. The nearest shop is small and over 1 kilometre away.
7. The school within 1 kilometre is a primary school, there are 
no nearby secondary schools.
8. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow and unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.

1

 Beamon08/1541 Question 9 The above proposal has come to our attention and would like to record
 or strong objection to the suggestion that such a development would 
be appropriate for the following reasons.

1. Rural Isolation.-It appears that this proposal is merely to 
address the Central Government Policy of providing traveller sites by 
distancing the facilities as far away form major urban areas to placate 
the majority electorate with no sense of the impact within the Country 
Side.

2. Integration of Traveller Families within the Community - 
The proposal to site the facility in a rural location is the least suitable 
for this to happen. By doing so the stigma and marginalisation of this 
section of the community will continue. If the children are going to be 
afforded the same opportunities they need to be in walking distance to
  a secondary schools, clubs, community facilities, swimming pools etc.
  In Preston apart from the primary school there is no access to any 
such community services.
  
3. Access to Services - There are no primary facilities within 
walking distance and therefore to break the isolation motor journeys 
are essential. There is a small shop which only stocks a small number 
of perishable produce, papers etc along with the main function of a 
post office.  Apart for that there exists only one pub within walking 

1
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distance (if you dare) 

4. Inadequate Infrastructure - There is a fundamental health & 
safety issue unless substantial funding is allocated to this proposal.
- There are no footpaths and the roads in the vicinity are 
largely single carriageway.  From bitter experience you take your life in
 your hands every time you walk out of the village and that's during 
daylight.
- There are no street lights so unless you are providing safety 
jackets and torches access in the winter will be restricted between 8.00 
am ¿ 4.00 pm
- To my knowledge there is no foul or surface water sewerage 
mains along this section of the road which would have to be provided. 
An additional electric supply may also be required. All of which will 
require trenching work in a poorly maintained road of inadequate size.
- Any new junction serving the facility will be sub-standard as 
there is insufficient space to connect to the current lane.

5. Trip Rates - There is already an issue with increases in 
volume of traffic through Preston with the avoidance of the A505 
between Luton & Hitchin. The Road are simply sub-standard for such 
additional traffic movements from the proposed facility in addition to 
the likely mode of transport being light vans and small lorries using the
 most poorly maintained roads in the Country. This is no exaggeration 
and comes from bitter experience of having to utilise them on a road 
bike on average 100 mile a week.  

UNLESS SERIOUS MONEY IS SPENT ON HIGHWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS THERE WILL AT SOME POINT BE A ROAD 
ACCIDENT FATALITY WHETHER VEHICLE TO VEHICLE OR 
VEHICLE TO PEDESTRIAN/CYCLIST.

We trust the above points will be researched and taken in to 
consideration when assessing all options. We hope this demonstrates 
that this particular proposal is wholly inadequate and does not achieve
 a Travellers Site that is sustainable, meet Government Policy in 
providing a suitable site within the District nor a safe environment from
 the Travellers Community itself.
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 Chimes08/1552 Question 9 I have lived in Ashwell for 13 years and we chose it as an area where 
the quality of family life was high.  We have a beautiful rural 
landscape which will not be improved by a travellers site.  Nor will the 
very high numbers of tourist visitors to Ashwell supporting the local 
butchers, bakers and pubs be increased by this.  Long caravan vehicles
 through the narrow lanes in the village will be dangerous for young 
families too.  We have a large conservation area.

1

 Henaghan08/1564 Question 9
It is important that the principle is established, that needs should be 
met where the need arises, such as the site to the east of 
Letchworth/south-west of Baldock, off the A505, and near the A1(M) 
and Gravely road. This site originally used for construction workers has 
previously been a site of unlawful encampment. This site is close to 
community facilities in both Letchworth and Baldock, is hard surfaced, 
and is already connected to certain services. This site was originally 
identified by NHDC and accepted by Scott Wilson but for reasons 
unknown, excluded from Scott Wilsons Site Scoping Report.

We recommend than NHDC re evaluate the following two sites ranked 
1 by Scott Wilson, NH10  Hitchin Rd, Kimpton, NH36  Warren Lane 
Green; 

We recommend NHDC evaluate all NHDC and other public bodies 
land as to its suitability for both residential and G&T sites

4
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 Linard08/1581 Question 9 Just to ensure that you are kept up to date, I enclose a copy of my 
previous letter sent to Mr Wilson
As an up date from that, and having read my letter, it is fairly obvious 
that one of my main concerns was that the Scott Wilson report seems 
to have ignore the criteria given to it for the selection of the 
placements of Gypsy sites in the Hertfordshire area.  Whilst I have 
given the obvious observations regarding Sandon's lack of required 
criteria needed, I was some what surprised to hear that Ashwell had 
been de-selected as a possible site, due to lack of criteria needed.
I know both areas exceptionally well and it beggars belief that 
Sandon, which has practically none of the criteria required, is still 
listed as a potential site. Whilst Ashwell which has the majority of the 
criteria, has been de-selected.
I am sure the NHDC has a perfectly sound explanation for such a 
move, but I feel an explanation is required to clarify the councils 
position.
On a future note, I have been to many meetings over the last 30 years,
 and |I was moved by the support and response in the village hall, with
 standing room only and an overspill on to the green outside.  I cannot
 recall any other meeting where so many emotions were apparent, 
from shock, despair, to anger, from a cross section of people ranging 
from pensioners to young families the overwhelming feeling of 
disbelief.
why would the NHDC want to destroy such a community when there are
 so many less intrusive options available?
I look forward to receiving your explanations regarding Ashwell.

5

 Shields08/1603 Question 9 I am a resident of an area between Preston and Gosmore and have 
just been handed a letter from a friend who lives in the Preston parish 
regarding the potential siting of a Travellers and Gypsy site just 
outside of Preston and on the road to Ley Green.  I am concerned that 
I have not been made aware of this site sooner and feel that the 
Council should have informed the local community individually before
 now.
 
I would like to object to the possible location of this Traveller or Gypsy 
site at NH61 - Preston Hills, King Walden for the following reasons:
 
It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
1km from schools, shops and doctors

1
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500 m from the nearest bus stop
 
There is no doctors surgery within 1 km of this site
The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and over 1kn away
The only school with 1km is a Primary School which is already over 
subscribed to the local community.
There is no Secondary School within 1km
Access from the site to the Primary School is along a dangerous narrow
 twisting unlit road with no pedestrian facilities.
There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
All the country lanes are particularly narrow in this area and NHDC 
recycling trucks and the local buses have enough trouble to pass 
through this area. Additional large vehicles on these roads will cause a
 huge amount of danger to pedestrians.
 
It has been stated that chosen sites could be landscaped and the 
natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy camp:
However, the chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
The rural character and landscape fo the area would be compromised 
by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans and associated 
paraphenalia.  From a conservation point of view there is also a great 
deal of wildlife, such as birds and deer in this area which would also 
be compromised.
 
It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt and this particular site is within the proposed expansion of 
the Green Belt as stated by the NHDC.

 Forster Davidson08/1605 Question 9 Further to my recent letter to you and EERA, to which neither has 
responded or acknowledged (although I do acknowledge receipt of 
letter form NHDC for clarification of my request under Freedom of 
Information Act) I would like to make further points in my objection to 
the allocation in the forward plan of the sites in Barkway and Reed.
It is clearly stated that the sites must have access to a major trunk road.
It is clearly stated that the sites must have access to medical facilities.

Barkway sites.
Whilst in relative proximity to the A10, major trunk road, via Buckland 

3
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road. I should like to point out that Buckland road, crosses the 
boundary between North Herts. District Council and East Herts District 
Council.
In winter this road is not cleared of snow, and nor it is it gritted or 
salted during icing conditions.
If this site is to be allocated, then provision must be made by both DC's
 to clear this road and salt it in the future in order to assure open 
access to the major trunk road. East Herts would have to agree to eat 
into their Salting budget for part of this road, in addition to North Herts.
In addition the B1368, which is not a major trunk road, and is not a 
priority road for winter clearance of snow or salting in times of icing.
Certainly in the last snow fall of 2006 it took until 1445 in the 
afternoon for it to be "run over by a snow plow/gritter", by which time 
the traffic had already compounded the snowfall into a thin sheet of 
"snow ice" making it difficult for all to drive upon through Barkway.
There is no regular bus route, and therefore during these periods 
therefore access to medical facilities is almost impossible to gain 
access to the main truck road and hereby tot he necessary Shops and 
medical facilities.

Medical Facilities
The nearest medical facilities to both sites are in Barley village, and 
thereafter in Royston. As a resident here I should point out to you than 
neither my wife or myself were able to register to any doctor in either 
of these places as they were "majorly" over-subscribed. We in fact have
 to attend a doctor's practice in Buntingford, further away, and again, 
in winter, on the above mentioned routes, which would require to be 
kept open at all times in order to comply with the Traveller Site 
Allocation criteria.

I trust therefore that should the proposed site remain on the forward 
plan that as a resident of Barkway, and a tax payer I can look forward 
to:
1. Priority salting and snow clearing on the B1368, B1039 for access to
 Royston, Barley
2. Priority salting and snow clearing on the "The Joint" from Barkway 
to the A10 and or Buckland road, from Barkway, to Buckland, crossing 
through East Herts District.
3. Priority salting and clearing of the B1038 for access to Buntingford, 
again in East Herts District.
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Or alternatively
The opening of a new doctors surgery and health centre, as well as a 
grocery shop/chemist within walking distance in the village of Barkway.

Reed Site.
Again this site must have the above criteria. The nearest shop again is 
in Barley or in Royston, and whilst in proximity to the A10, the 
oversubscribed surgeries in both places, mean that the site is not within
 access of suitable medical facilities.
If medical facilities in Barley are to be expected to cope with the 
proposed site, then again the issue of road salting and clearing in 
winter must be accommodated.

I would also remark as follows. Why is it North Herts, District Council 
insists to propose these three sites, Reed (1) and Barley (2), when even 
the councillors of NHDC have registered their clear objections to the 
unsuitability of the sites, for the reasons i list above and also put to you
 in my initial letter?

A further point. I recognise that these sites are for travellers, therefore, I
 would ask for what duration of time would a traveller be permitted to 
stay upon each site - since by definition, travellers travel. I presume for 
each day they remain on site, they will pay equally on a pre-rata basis 
for the services they receive from NHDC. In the same way that we 
permanent residents of the non-travelling nature are required to pay 
under legislation.

I further ask, that should these sites continue to be forced upon us, that 
you inform us at the earliest stage of how these sites will be 
developed, maintained and sustained. As they must be sustainable 
they will require to offer all of the following - waste, collection, toilets 
or toilet waste disposal, power, water etc, none of which are available 
on the proposed sites. From where will the funding for these sites 
come?

As the sites must be sustained, maintained and serviced I would 
therefore suggest then that this would require a permanent building 
and supervision on a daily basis, to ensure travellers, as they come and
 go are registered onto the site and billed accordingly.
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This of course means that for each site a warden will be required, and 
again I ask where the funding from this will come from?

Sites must be sustainable, and to be sustainable they will require 
travellers to actually use them. The fact is that the proposed sites are 
miles of any current route used by travellers. And therefore unlikely to 
attract any "paying customers" - does this mean that NHDC propose an 
advertising campaign to attract travellers to the now newly developed 
site?

It is proven that any area around a traveller site very quickly sees a 
drop in property prices. Will we therefore be eligible for re-assessment 
of our council tax banding, or a "travellers site" rebate by way of 
compensation? Already with the announcement of the proposed sites, 
we saw property prices suffer in Barkway as a result, prior to any effects 
of the credit crunch or interest rate changes.

Does all of the above not tell NHDC that these sites, are neither 
suitable, appropriate, nor sustainable and that maybe, just maybe, all 
of the assessments done by Scott Wilson are fundamentally flawed. I 
have already questioned their qualification to conduct this presumably
 expensive study, and their justification for their assessment and 
conclusion, both questions still remain unanswered by yourselves.

Our next door neighbours children could have done the assessment 
instead, much cheaper and much more accurately.

I again register my utter dismay at the proposal of these sites, 
proposals which seem incredulous, unfounded and improperly 
assessed, without consultation or prior debate, based on a study 
conducted by an independent body, who appear to have made no 
consultation, or given any consideration to the reality of local facilities,
 conditions and circumstances.

 Davidson08/1606 Question 9 Further to my recent letter to you and EERA, to which neither has 
responded or acknowledged (although I do acknowledge receipt of 
letter form NHDC for clarification of my request under Freedom of 

3
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Information Act) I would like to make further points in my objection to 
the allocation in the forward plan of the sites in Barkway and Reed.
It is clearly stated that the sites must have access to a major trunk road.
It is clearly stated that the sites must have access to medical facilities.

Barkway sites.
Whilst in relative proximity to the A10, major trunk road, via Buckland 
road. I should like to point out that Buckland road, crosses the 
boundary between North Herts. District Council and East Herts District 
Council.
In winter this road is not cleared of snow, and nor it is it gritted or 
salted during icing conditions.
If this site is to be allocated, then provision must be made by both DC's
 to clear this road and salt it in the future in order to assure open 
access to the major trunk road. East Herts would have to agree to eat 
into their Salting budget for part of this road, in addition to North Herts.
In addition the B1368, which is not a major trunk road, and is not a 
priority road for winter clearance of snow or salting in times of icing.
Certainly in the last snow fall of 2006 it took until 1445 in the 
afternoon for it to be "run over by a snow plow/gritter", by which time 
the traffic had already compounded the snowfall into a thin sheet of 
"snow ice" making it difficult for all to drive upon through Barkway.
There is no regular bus route, and therefore during these periods 
therefore access to medical facilities is almost impossible to gain 
access to the main truck road and hereby tot he necessary Shops and 
medical facilities.

Medical Facilities
The nearest medical facilities to both sites are in Barley village, and 
thereafter in Royston. As a resident here I should point out to you than 
neither my wife or myself were able to register to any doctor in either 
of these places as they were "majorly" over-subscribed. We in fact have
 to attend a doctor's practice in Buntingford, further away, and again, 
in winter, on the above mentioned routes, which would require to be 
kept open at all times in order to comply with the Traveller Site 
Allocation criteria.

I trust therefore that should the proposed site remain on the forward 
plan that as a resident of Barkway, and a tax payer I can look forward 
to:
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1. Priority salting and snow clearing on the B1368, B1039 for access to
 Royston, Barley
2. Priority salting and snow clearing on the "The Joint" from Barkway 
to the A10 and or Buckland road, from Barkway, to Buckland, crossing 
through East Herts District.
3. Priority salting and clearing of the B1038 for access to Buntingford, 
again in East Herts District.

Or alternatively
The opening of a new doctors surgery and health centre, as well as a 
grocery shop/chemist within walking distance in the village of Barkway.

Reed Site.
Again this site must have the above criteria. The nearest shop again is 
in Barley or in Royston, and whilst in proximity to the A10, the 
oversubscribed surgeries in both places, mean that the site is not within
 access of suitable medical facilities.
If medical facilities in Barley are to be expected to cope with the 
proposed site, then again the issue of road salting and clearing in 
winter must be accommodated.

I would also remark as follows. Why is it North Herts, District Council 
insists to propose these three sites, Reed (1) and Barley (2), when even 
the councillors of NHDC have registered their clear objections to the 
unsuitability of the sites, for the reasons i list above and also put to you
 in my initial letter?

A further point. I recognise that these sites are for travellers, therefore, I
 would ask for what duration of time would a traveller be permitted to 
stay upon each site - since by definition, travellers travel. I presume for 
each day they remain on site, they will pay equally on a pre-rata basis 
for the services they receive from NHDC. In the same way that we 
permanent residents of the non-travelling nature are required to pay 
under legislation.

I further ask, that should these sites continue to be forced upon us, that 
you inform us at the earliest stage of how these sites will be 
developed, maintained and sustained. As they must be sustainable 
they will require to offer all of the following - waste, collection, toilets 
or toilet waste disposal, power, water etc, none of which are available 
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on the proposed sites. From where will the funding for these sites 
come?

As the sites must be sustained, maintained and serviced I would 
therefore suggest then that this would require a permanent building 
and supervision on a daily basis, to ensure travellers, as they come and
 go are registered onto the site and billed accordingly.

This of course means that for each site a warden will be required, and 
again I ask where the funding from this will come from?

Sites must be sustainable, and to be sustainable they will require 
travellers to actually use them. The fact is that the proposed sites are 
miles of any current route used by travellers. And therefore unlikely to 
attract any "paying customers" - does this mean that NHDC propose an 
advertising campaign to attract travellers to the now newly developed 
site?

It is proven that any area around a traveller site very quickly sees a 
drop in property prices. Will we therefore be eligible for re-assessment 
of our council tax banding, or a "travellers site" rebate by way of 
compensation? Already with the announcement of the proposed sites, 
we saw property prices suffer in Barkway as a result, prior to any effects 
of the credit crunch or interest rate changes.

Does all of the above not tell NHDC that these sites, are neither 
suitable, appropriate, nor sustainable and that maybe, just maybe, all 
of the assessments done by Scott Wilson are fundamentally flawed. I 
have already questioned their qualification to conduct this presumably
 expensive study, and their justification for their assessment and 
conclusion, both questions still remain unanswered by yourselves.

Our next door neighbours children could have done the assessment 
instead, much cheaper and much more accurately.

I again register my utter dismay at the proposal of these sites, 
proposals which seem incredulous, unfounded and improperly 
assessed, without consultation or prior debate, based on a study 
conducted by an independent body, who appear to have made no 
consultation, or given any consideration to the reality of local facilities,
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 Davidson08/1606 Question 9 I write to express my complete and total protest that sites in Barkway 
and Reed have been proposed as possible locations in the future.
Both Barkway and Reed have neither the necessary facilities now, or 
ever likely to have in the future, to justify in any way shape or form, the
 inclusion of the proposed site in the plan.
We have neither retail nor medical facilities, without even beginning 
to mention street lighting etc.  We have no regular bus service and we 
are miles off any routes taken by travelling communities.
I note that by legislation the proposed sites must be "appropriate and 
sustainable" therefore it is clear to me that these sites are definitely not
 appropriate, and without local services are in no way sustainable.
There is therefore way these sites can be considered suitable if they 
have undergone proper assessment.
I would like to ask, by what qualification, Scott Wilson, the study 
group/company who conducted the assessment, and finally proposed 
these sites came to a decision that the proposed sites were suitable.
I am informed this was done with consultation; however neither I or 
ANYONE I have talked with this matter on, has nay recollection of any 
record of having any discussion with an consultation group.  I would 
therefore ask where the data for the Opinion Research Services Ltd was
 founded, as it appears it was certainly not based upon any research 
conducted in the communities to be affected.
Furthermore, I learned that EERA has "undertaken" a public 
consultation on the pitch provision issue.
Where, when - I was never asked and nor was anyone else I know.
I should also, under the freedom of information act, like to ask the 
amount of money spent on this assessment ie the amount paid to Scott
 Wilson group, and a full break down of their costing and expenses.
It seems EERA and NHDC make a lot of decisions, based on studies 
and consultations that were definitely not taken in this area, by 
consultants at tax payers cost as a DESK top exercise and not a true 
assessment and consultation as we are trying to be led to believe.
I therefore protest most strongly at this matter, and as said before, 
request under the freedom of information act:
1) copy of the EERA public consultation DATA and final report
2) copy of the Scott Wilson report, and a full copy of their costs, 
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expenses and invoices on the matter
3) copy of the ORS ltd data and report, plus costings/invoices
4) the amount of money spent by EERA, ORS, NHDC on site research 
in Reed and Barkway villages
5) from the joint report "traveller site Scoping Report" the actual 
details of the ROBUST analysis of suitable sites with potential for the 
accommodation of gypsies and travellers" and how this assessment was
 carried out, and full details of how the assessment decisions were 
attained.

 Loustau08/1612 Question 9 I wish to object to the proposal of a Travellers Site in Preston.  The site
 which is proposed would involve the children walking along a very 
dangerous narrow and windy road to the nearest school.  This road is 
dangerous enough without children trying to walk along there.

1

 Loustau08/1613 Question 9 I wish to object to the proposal of a Travellers site along the road 
between Preston and Ley Green.  This area of land is raised above the
 road by several metres, and it would make it very difficult to screen the
 site and it would be visible from a large area, thus spoiling the 
landscape.  Surely there are many 'brownfield' areas that could be 
used.  In addition the area is not close to any shops, schools or doctors 
and the only route is along a dangerous narrow road, which 
particularly in the mornings is a bit of a 'rat run'.  I really feel the area 
would be compromised by the building of a site in this location.

1

 Leaver08/1614 Question 9 I am opposed to the possible location of a Gypsy and Traveller site at 
NH61, Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the reasons as outlined below:
1. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
2. There is no doctors' surgery within 1km.
3. The nearest Primary school is only accessible along a 
narrow road with dangerous bends with no pedestrian facilities.
4. The nearest shop, which is at Kings Walden is over 1km 
away and is small.
5. There is no Secondary School within 1km of the proposed 
site.
6. The proposed site is on a hill making it difficult to screen 
and landscape.
7. The site would be visible across a large area, which would 
ruin the surrounding rural character of the area.
We are told that these sites should be close to basic services, so the 
proposed site near Preston does not fit this criteria.

1
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 Campbell08/1615 Question 9 I would like to object to the proposed location of a Traveller Site at 
NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden.  This site is quite unacceptable 
firstly as there are no nearby facilities, e.g. shop, doctors surgery or 
public transport.  The nearest primary school is in our village of 
Preston which is along a dangerous narrow unlit lane with no pathway.
  This problem alone would cause horrendous parking problems and 
more traffic which would be a danger along this lane to other 
pedestrians and residents in Preston.  The site, I understand, is to be 
raised by several metres which would make it impossible to screen 
properly and therefore would be an eyesore which would be visible 
across a large area destroying the character and landscape of this rural
 region and would be in danger of becoming an untidy Gypsy Camp.  
Transportation of Caravans etc to and from this site, usually by large 
cars, vans or lorries would also be a problem on the narrow lanes to 
where the site is accessed.  I would also object to this type of site being
 built on Green Belt land which should fiercely protected.  I would also
 like to question why these travellers are given special treatment in the 
supply of land and facilities by the Council/Government at a cost of us,
 ratepayers and taxpayers when most of the population are expected, 
and do, rent and buy property on a free market.

1
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 Campbell08/1616 Question 9 I would like to object to the proposed location of a Traveller Site at 
NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden.  This site is quite unacceptable 
firstly as there are no nearby facilities, e.g. shop, doctors surgery or 
public transport.  The nearest primary school is in our village of 
Preston which is along a dangerous narrow unlit lane with no pathway.
  This problem alone would cause horrendous parking problems and 
more traffic which would be a danger along this lane to other 
pedestrians and residents in Preston.  The site, I understand, is to be 
raised by several metres which would make it impossible to screen 
properly and therefore would be an eyesore which would be visible 
across a large area destroying the character and landscape of this rural
 region and would be in danger of becoming an untidy Gypsy Camp.  
Transportation of Caravans etc to and from this site, usually by large 
cars, vans or lorries would also be a problem on the narrow lanes to 
where the site is accessed.  I would also object to this type of site being
 built on Green Belt land which should fiercely protected.  I would also
 like to question why these travellers are given special treatment in the 
supply of land and facilities by the Council/Government at a cost of us,
 ratepayers and taxpayers when most of the population are expected, 
and do, rent and buy property on a free market.

1

 Knight08/1618 Question 9 I am writing to object to the proposed Gypsy or Travellers Site at 
NH61, Preston Hills, Kings Walden.  This is an entirely unsatisfactory 
site to offer to travellers for a number of key reasons:
1. There are no facilities.
2. The nearest bus stop is in the centre of the village which 
can only be accessed via a lethally narrow lane with no pedestrian 
walkways.
3. There are no shops or doctor's surgery within 1km.
4. Access to Preston Primary School is via the same narrow 
lane mentioned in point 2.
5. There is little or no temporary employment in the locality.
6. There are no leisure facilities in the village.
I hope that you reconsider this unsuitable proposal and find a site that 
meets the requirements for this group of people.

1
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 Fossey08/1623 Question 9 I wish to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at 
NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:
1. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of this 
site.
2. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
3. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a Gypsy and Travellers site.
4. The site is above the level of the road is highly visible and 
does not lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.
5. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
6. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.

1

 Fossey08/1625 Question 9 I wish to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at 
NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:
1. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of this 
site.
2. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
3. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a Gypsy and Travellers site.
4. The site is above the level of the road is highly visible and 
does not lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.
5. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
6. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.

1

 Willis08/1626 Question 9 I am writing to OBJECT to the proposed traveller site at Preston Hills, 
Kings Walden.  I note the following.
1. There is no doctors surgery within 1km of the site.
2. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and over 1km 
away.
3. The only school within 1km is a Primary School and no 
Secondary School is with 1km.
4. Access from the site to the school is dangerous with no 
pedestrian facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.

1
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 Laws08/1628 Question 9 I am writing to make known my objection of a Gypsy site at Preston 
Hills on the border of King's Walden and Preston.  The land is not 
anywhere near a doctors surgery nor a shop nor a secondary school.  It 
is in open country under cultivation with no public services eg: water 
and sewage.  In any event the land is at least 6 to 8 feet above the 
level of the road so that access will be difficult onto a narrow, twisting 
and dangerous unlit road with no pedestrian facilities.

1

 Kelly08/1629 Question 9 I wish to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Traveller site at 
NH61 Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:
The site is not suitable as there is no doctors surgery within 1km, the 
nearest shop is over 1km away, there is no secondary school within 1km
 and there is no bus stop within 500m.  Additionally the rural character 
and landscape of the area would be severely compromised by a gypsy 
camp consisting of several caravans and associated paraphernalia.  
Finally the site is within the proposed expansion of the green belt as 
stated by NHDC.

1

 Rochford08/1630 Question 9 I wish to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at 
NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:
1. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of this 
site.
2. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
3. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a Gypsy and Travellers site.
4. The site is above the level of the road is highly visible and 
does not lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.
5. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
6. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.

1

 Loustau08/1632 Question 9 I wish to object to the proposal of a Travellers site along the road 
between Preston and Ley Green.  This area of land is raised above the
 road by several metres, and it would make it very difficult to screen the
 site and it would be visible from a large area, thus spoiling the 
landscape.  Surely there are many 'brownfield' areas that could be 
used.  In addition the area is not close to any shops, schools or doctors 
and the only route is along a dangerous narrow road, which 
particularly in the mornings is a bit of a 'rat run'.  I really feel the area 
would be compromised by the building of a site in this location.

1
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 Loustau08/1633 Question 9 It really would not be suitable to put a travellers site along the road 
between Preston and Ley Green.  There is no bus stop there and it is a
 long way from the nearest school, shops and doctors surgery.

1

 Loustau08/1634 Question 9 I wish to object to the proposal of a Travellers site on the outskirts of 
Preston.  I thought that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt area and this is.  It is in the middle of nowhere and would 
not be a suitable place for a site.

1

 McAllister Groves08/1635 Question 9 I object to the above proposal.  It is clear that there is a lack of basic 
services in the vicinity, that it would adversely affect the landscape of 
the area and that it is within the  proposed expansion of Green Belt.

1

 Win08/1636 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Traveller site at NH61, 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden, because it infringes on proposed Green 
Belt, there is a lack of local facilities and it would compromise the rural
 character of the area.

1

 Leaver08/1637 Question 9 I am opposed to the possible location of a Gypsy and Traveller site at 
NH61, Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the reasons as outlined below:
1. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
2. There is no doctors' surgery within 1km.
3. The nearest Primary school is only accessible along a 
narrow road with dangerous bends with no pedestrian facilities.
4. The nearest shop, which is at Kings Walden is over 1km 
away and is small.
5. There is no Secondary School within 1km of the proposed 
site.
6. The proposed site is on a hill making it difficult to screen 
and landscape.
7. The site would be visible across a large area, which would 
ruin the surrounding rural character of the area.
We are told that these sites should be close to basic services, so the 
proposed site near Preston does not fit this criteria.

1
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 Reintjes08/1638 Question 9 We are writing to object to this proposed traveller site.  It does not 
conform to the requirements for such a site in terms of accessibility to 
basic services - schools, shops, transport, doctors etc.  More particularly 
the site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt as stated by
 the NHDC and we understand that so far as traveller sites are 
concerned priority is to be given to sites NOT within the Green Belt.  
Further, apparently the location of this area would not permit 
screening or landscaping and consequently such a site - which by its 
very nature is less than attractive - would be an eyesore which would 
be visible across a large distance, much to the detriment of the rural 
character of the general landscape.

1

 Cameron08/1639 Question 9 I am writing to raise my objections to the possible location of a gypsy 
or travellers site at NH61 - Preston Hills Kings Walden, and I list the 
following reasons:
1. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a gypsy or travellers site.
2. The said site has been included by the NHDC to be within 
the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
3. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
4. The site is above the level of the road and is highly visible 
and does not lend itself in anyway for a gypsy or travellers site.
5. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of the 
proposed site.
6. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
7. The only school within one kilometre is a small primary 
school.  There is no secondary school within one kilometre.
8. Access from the proposed site to the small school in Preston 
village is along a dangerous, narrow, twisting and unlit roadway with 
no pedestrian facilities.
9. The nearest village store is small and over one kilometre 
away in Kings Walden village.

1
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 Cameron08/1640 Question 9 I am writing to raise my objections to the possible location of a gypsy 
or travellers site at NH61 - Preston Hills Kings Walden, and I list the 
following reasons:
1. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a gypsy or travellers site.
2. The said site has been included by the NHDC to be within 
the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
3. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
4. The site is above the level of the road and is highly visible 
and does not lend itself in anyway for a gypsy or travellers site.
5. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of the 
proposed site.
6. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
7. The only school within one kilometre is a small primary 
school.  There is no secondary school within one kilometre.
8. Access from the proposed site to the small school in Preston 
village is along a dangerous, narrow, twisting and unlit roadway with 
no pedestrian facilities.
9. The nearest village store is small and over one kilometre 
away in Kings Walden village.

1
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 Linney08/1641 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy site at Preston Hills, Kings 
Walden for the following reasons:
1. There are no doctor surgeries within one kilometre of this 
site.
2. The nearest shop is at King's Walden which is small and 
over 1 kilometre away.
3. The only school within 1km is a primary school.
4. There is no secondary school within 1 kilometre.
5. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
6. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a Travellers site.
7. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
8. The site is above the level of the road - is highly visible and 
does not lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy Camp.
9. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
10. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow, twisting and unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.

1

 Coates08/1642 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy site at Preston Hills, Kings 
Walden for the following reasons:
1. There are no doctor surgeries within one kilometre of this 
site.
2. The nearest shop is at King's Walden which is small and 
over 1 kilometre away.
3. The only school within 1km is a primary school.
4. There is no secondary school within 1 kilometre.
5. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
6. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a Travellers site.
7. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
8. The site is above the level of the road - is highly visible and 
does not lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy Camp.
9. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
10. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow, twisting and unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.

1
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 Higgin08/1643 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a gypsy or travellers site at the 
above address for the following reasons.
1. Landscape - The chosen site is in an area of open 
countryside which is obviously rural in character and an attractive local
 amenity.  Development of the site for this purpose would compromise 
the landscape value of the area and owing to its elevated position 
would be visible over a considerable area.  The topography of the site,
 with a substantial slope to the eastern end, would make it difficult to 
screen or conceal, which would add to the problems of visibility when 
associated with the inevitable caravans and other paraphernalia.
2. Green Belt - It has been stated within the report that priority 
should be given to sites which are outside the existing Green Belt 
boundaries.  This site is within the proposed expansion of the Green 
Belt as stated by NHDC.  It seems completely anomalous to us that the 
Council could be contemplating development of the site for this 
purpose when the probability of obtaining permission for any other 
than agriculture would be nil.
3. Services - It has been stated that this site should be close to 
basic services, that is 1km from schools, shops and doctors surgery as 
well as 500m from the nearest bus stop.
a. There is no doctors' surgery within 1km of the site.
b. The nearest shop is at Kings Walden, which is over 1km 
away and is under threat of closure by the Post Office.  It does in any 
case sell a very limited range of goods.
c. The only school within 1km is a primary school which 
already over subscribed.  Access to this school is along an unlit, 
narrow, winding land with no footpath and there have been several 
serious car accidents here over the last 5 years.
d. There is no secondary school.
e. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
I believe that, taking all these factors into account, the site is 
completely unsuitable for the proposed use and that the Council 
should consider sites closer to urban sites where the necessary facilities
 are available and the landscape impact can be minimised.

1
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 Higgin08/1644 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a gypsy or travellers site at the 
above address for the following reasons.
1. Landscape - The chosen site is in an area of open 
countryside which is obviously rural in character and an attractive local
 amenity.  Development of the site for this purpose would compromise 
the landscape value of the area and owing to its elevated position 
would be visible over a considerable area.  The topography of the site,
 with a substantial slope to the eastern end, would make it difficult to 
screen or conceal, which would add to the problems of visibility when 
associated with the inevitable caravans and other paraphernalia.
2. Green Belt - It has been stated within the report that priority 
should be given to sites which are outside the existing Green Belt 
boundaries.  This site is within the proposed expansion of the Green 
Belt as stated by NHDC.  It seems completely anomalous to us that the 
Council could be contemplating development of the site for this 
purpose when the probability of obtaining permission for any other 
than agriculture would be nil.
3. Services - It has been stated that this site should be close to 
basic services, that is 1km from schools, shops and doctors surgery as 
well as 500m from the nearest bus stop.
a. There is no doctors' surgery within 1km of the site.
b. The nearest shop is at Kings Walden, which is over 1km 
away and is under threat of closure by the Post Office.  It does in any 
case sell a very limited range of goods.
c. The only school within 1km is a primary school which 
already over subscribed.  Access to this school is along an unlit, 
narrow, winding land with no footpath and there have been several 
serious car accidents here over the last 5 years.
d. There is no secondary school.
e. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
I believe that, taking all these factors into account, the site is 
completely unsuitable for the proposed use and that the Council 
should consider sites closer to urban sites where the necessary facilities
 are available and the landscape impact can be minimised.

1



140

Land Allocations Issues & Options Paper January 2008- Comments on Gypsies and Travellers

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Hardy08/1662 Question 9 It has recently come to my notice of the proposed travellers site at 
Preston Hills.  I was appalled to think that anyone could suggest such a
 site as it has no suitable amenities near by and would spoil the lovely 
countryside around.  Judging by this report in the Mail we have every 
reason to be concerned.

1

 Wharton08/1663 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:
a. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of this 
site.
b. The nearest shop is at King's Walden which is small and 
over one kilometre away.
c. The only school within one kilometre is a primary school. 
There is no secondary school within one kilometre.
d. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
e. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a Gypsy and Traveller site.
f. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
g. The site is above the level of the road, is highly visible and 
does not lend itself in anyway for t a Gypsy camp.
h. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
i. Access from the site to the Present Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit road with no pedestrian facilities.

1
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 Wharton08/1664 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:
a. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of this 
site.
b. The nearest shop is at King's Walden which is small and 
over one kilometre away.
c. The only school within one kilometre is a primary school. 
There is no secondary school within one kilometre.
d. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
e. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a Gypsy and Traveller site.
f. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
g. The site is above the level of the road, is highly visible and 
does not lend itself in anyway for t a Gypsy camp.
h. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
i. Access from the site to the Present Village School is along a
 dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit road with no pedestrian facilities.

1
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 Trinder08/1665 Question 9 I wish to strongly object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Traveller
 site at NH61: Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:

It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
a. 1km from schools, shops and doctors.
b. 500m from the nearest bus stop.
But:
a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
b. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
c. The only school within 1km is a small Primary School.
d. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pavement.
e. The nearest secondary school is approximately 5km away.
f. There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.

It has been stated that the chosen sites could be landscaped and the 
natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy camp.  
However:
a. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres.  
Screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
b. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.

It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt.
a. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
as stated by NHDC.

It is for these reasons that I consider this location to be most unsuitable
 for a Gypsy and Traveller site.

1
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 Trinder08/1666 Question 9 I wish to strongly object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Traveller
 site at NH61: Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:

It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
a. 1km from schools, shops and doctors.
b. 500m from the nearest bus stop.
But:
a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
b. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
c. The only school within 1km is a small Primary School.
d. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pavement.
e. The nearest secondary school is approximately 5km away.
f. There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.

It has been stated that the chosen sites could be landscaped and the 
natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy camp.  
However:
a. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres.  
Screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
b. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.

It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt.
a. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
as stated by NHDC.

It is for these reasons that I consider this location to be most unsuitable
 for a Gypsy and Traveller site.

1



144

Land Allocations Issues & Options Paper January 2008- Comments on Gypsies and Travellers

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Cashin08/1667 Question 9 We write to state that we object most strongly to the possible location 
of a Gypsy or Traveller site at NH61: Preston Hills, Kings Walden for 
the following reasons:

It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
1km from schools, shops and doctors.
500m from the nearest bus stop.

1. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
2. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
3. The only school within 1km is a small Primary School, no 
secondary school is within 1km
4. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.

It has been stated that the chosen sites could be landscaped and the 
natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy camp.  
1. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
2. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.

It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt.
1. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
as stated by North Herts District Council.

1



145

Land Allocations Issues & Options Paper January 2008- Comments on Gypsies and Travellers

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Griffiths08/1668 Question 9 We write to state that we object most strongly to the possible location 
of a Gypsy or Traveller site at NH61: Preston Hills, Kings Walden for 
the following reasons:

It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
1km from schools, shops and doctors.
500m from the nearest bus stop.

1. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
2. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
3. The only school within 1km is a small Primary School, no 
secondary school is within 1km
4. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.

It has been stated that the chosen sites could be landscaped and the 
natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy camp.  
1. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
2. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.

It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt.
1. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
as stated by North Herts District Council.

1
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 Waters08/1670 Question 9 I object to the possibility currently under consideration of the location 
of a Gypsy Site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following 
reasons:

1. I believe priority is to be given to sites not within the Green 
Belt.  I also believe the suggested site is within the proposed extension
 of the Green Belt in this area, as stated by NHDC.  NHDC seems to be 
contradicting itself.

2. The proposed site seems to fail to meet the criteria set for 
necessary services from schools, shops and medical help.  Preston 
villagers mainly use Hitchin doctors or some use the surgery in 
Whitwell (all far more than 1km away).  The only shop nearer than 
Hitchin or Whitwell is a tiny "endangered" Post Office, offering a 
speciality in imported Italian food and little else.  Preston Primary 
School maybe within the 1km limit but it has already had to expand by
 means of temporary buildings and is already very difficult to access 
because of the narrowness of Back Lane and the absence of adequate 
car parking.  Bus services to Hitchin (4 or 5 miles away) are limited to 4
 or 5 a day to meet school times in Hitchin.  The "school" bus leaves 
Preston at c. 08.10 which would be of no use to children from the site 
going to Preston Primary School.  When travellers have illegally 
camped in this village on previous occasions the children have been 
taxied to school.  Presumably rate payers would have to meet that 
added cost if this suggestion were pursued and I find that 
unacceptable.

3. This "green lung" between Stevenage and Luton still has 
beautiful, rural countryside which is used for pleasure by the people 
who live here and the hundreds of visiting walkers, photographers, 
cyclists etc who visit it.  North Hertfordshire is going to lose that unique 
recreational facility if this kind of development is permitted.  For 
heaven's sake, let use all cherish and preserve the best!

1
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 Waters08/1671 Question 9 I object to the possibility currently under consideration of the location 
of a Gypsy Site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following 
reasons:

1. I believe priority is to be given to sites not within the Green 
Belt.  I also believe the suggested site is within the proposed extension
 of the Green Belt in this area, as stated by NHDC.  NHDC seems to be 
contradicting itself.

2. The proposed site seems to fail to meet the criteria set for 
necessary services from schools, shops and medical help.  Preston 
villagers mainly use Hitchin doctors or some use the surgery in 
Whitwell (all far more than 1km away).  The only shop nearer than 
Hitchin or Whitwell is a tiny "endangered" Post Office, offering a 
speciality in imported Italian food and little else.  Preston Primary 
School maybe within the 1km limit but it has already had to expand by
 means of temporary buildings and is already very difficult to access 
because of the narrowness of Back Lane and the absence of adequate 
car parking.  Bus services to Hitchin (4 or 5 miles away) are limited to 4
 or 5 a day to meet school times in Hitchin.  The "school" bus leaves 
Preston at c. 08.10 which would be of no use to children from the site 
going to Preston Primary School.  When travellers have illegally 
camped in this village on previous occasions the children have been 
taxied to school.  Presumably rate payers would have to meet that 
added cost if this suggestion were pursued and I find that 
unacceptable.

3. This "green lung" between Stevenage and Luton still has 
beautiful, rural countryside which is used for pleasure by the people 
who live here and the hundreds of visiting walkers, photographers, 
cyclists etc who visit it.  North Hertfordshire is going to lose that unique 
recreational facility if this kind of development is permitted.  For 
heaven's sake, let use all cherish and preserve the best!

1
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 Waters08/1672 Question 9 I object to the possibility currently under consideration of the location 
of a Gypsy Site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following 
reasons:

1. I believe priority is to be given to sites not within the Green 
Belt.  I also believe the suggested site is within the proposed extension
 of the Green Belt in this area, as stated by NHDC.  NHDC seems to be 
contradicting itself.

2. The proposed site seems to fail to meet the criteria set for 
necessary services from schools, shops and medical help.  Preston 
villagers mainly use Hitchin doctors or some use the surgery in 
Whitwell (all far more than 1km away).  The only shop nearer than 
Hitchin or Whitwell is a tiny "endangered" Post Office, offering a 
speciality in imported Italian food and little else.  Preston Primary 
School maybe within the 1km limit but it has already had to expand by
 means of temporary buildings and is already very difficult to access 
because of the narrowness of Back Lane and the absence of adequate 
car parking.  Bus services to Hitchin (4 or 5 miles away) are limited to 4
 or 5 a day to meet school times in Hitchin.  The "school" bus leaves 
Preston at c. 08.10 which would be of no use to children from the site 
going to Preston Primary School.  When travellers have illegally 
camped in this village on previous occasions the children have been 
taxied to school.  Presumably rate payers would have to meet that 
added cost if this suggestion were pursued and I find that 
unacceptable.

3. This "green lung" between Stevenage and Luton still has 
beautiful, rural countryside which is used for pleasure by the people 
who live here and the hundreds of visiting walkers, photographers, 
cyclists etc who visit it.  North Hertfordshire is going to lose that unique 
recreational facility if this kind of development is permitted.  For 
heaven's sake, let use all cherish and preserve the best!

1
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 Keast08/1673 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy of Traveller site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:

It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
1. 1km from schools, shops and doctors.
2. 500m from the nearest bus stop.

a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
b. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
c. The only school within 1km is a small Primary School, no 
secondary school is within 1km
d. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
e. There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.

It has been stated that the chosen sites could be landscaped and the 
natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy camp.  
1. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
2. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.

It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt.
1. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
as stated by NHDC.

1
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 Gill08/1674 Question 9 1. It has been stated that a prospective site should be close to 
basic services:
a. There is no Doctor's surgery within 5km.
b. The closest shop is very small and over 1km away.
c. The only school is Preston Primary School, with no 
secondary school close.
d. Access to the site is along a small country road, unlit with no
 pedestrian facilities.

2. It has been stated that chosen sites could be landscaped 
and the natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy 
camp.  
a. As the site is already raised above the road by several 
metres, screening and landscaping would be very difficult and the site 
would be visible across a large area.
b. The rural character of the land would be severely 
compromised by a gypsy camp and all the cars, caravans etc that 
come with it.

3. It has been stated that the priority should be given to sites 
not within the Green Belt.
a. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
as stated by NHDC.

The proposed "site" is clearly unsuitable for such an encampment, 
given its' location and lack of facilities, and I believe it would 
irreparably harm the current rural environment.

1
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 Anderson08/1675 Question 9 I am a long-time resident of Preston Village, and I am writing to 
express my concern about recent discussion regarding the possible 
location of a Gypsy or Traveller site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings 
Walden.  My objections include the following reasons:

It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
1. 1km from schools, shops and doctors.
2. 500m from the nearest bus stop.

a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
b. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
c. The only school within 1km is a small Primary School, no 
secondary school is within 1km
d. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
e. There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.

It has been stated that the chosen sites could be landscaped and the 
natural topography of the land would lend itself to gypsy camp.  
1. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
2. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.

It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt.
1. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
as stated by NHDC.

Do we really want to disturb the beauty and tranquillity of one of the 
few areas of outstanding natural beauty in the Hertfordshire county?  I 
would certainly hate to see this happen.

1
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 Freeman08/1677 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy Traveller site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden because:

a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
b. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is over 1km away and to 
small to cater for Travellers needs.
c. There is no Secondary School within 1km and no bus stop 
within 500 metres of the site.
d. Access to the only Primary School within 1km is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.

As a Preston resident and frequent user of the roads between here and 
Harpenden, I would warn the committee dealing with this issue, that 
we are plagued by speeding motorists travelling recklessly, at up to 
50/60mph in Church Lane and surrounding routes.  On Saturday 7th 
July 2007, my then 10 year old son came within a foot of a speeding 
bus outside our house.  There have been other such near misses 
involving other pedestrians with children in the vicinity recently.

a. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres 
and would be visible across a large area.
b. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a Travellers site littered with caravans, large 
vehicles and associated paraphernalia.
c. The possible location of the site is within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt as stated by NHDC.

In summary, poorly maintained roads, limited employment 
opportunities and poor access to basic amenities mean that this 
possible site is totally unsuitable for Travellers.

1
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 Freeman08/1678 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy Traveller site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden because:

a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
b. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is over 1km away and to 
small to cater for Travellers needs.
c. There is no Secondary School within 1km and no bus stop 
within 500 metres of the site.
d. Access to the only Primary School within 1km is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.

As a Preston resident and frequent user of the roads between here and 
Harpenden, I would warn the committee dealing with this issue, that 
we are plagued by speeding motorists travelling recklessly, at up to 
50/60mph in Church Lane and surrounding routes.  On Saturday 7th 
July 2007, my then 10 year old son came within a foot of a speeding 
bus outside our house.  There have been other such near misses 
involving other pedestrians with children in the vicinity recently.

a. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres 
and would be visible across a large area.
b. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a Travellers site littered with caravans, large 
vehicles and associated paraphernalia.
c. The possible location of the site is within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt as stated by NHDC.

In summary, poorly maintained roads, limited employment 
opportunities and poor access to basic amenities mean that this 
possible site is totally unsuitable for Travellers.

1
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 Nicholls08/1679 Question 9 We understand that a possible Traveller site has been proposed at 
NH61 Preston Hills, Kings Walden.  We object to this location as it 
does not meet the criteria set for these sites.

The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt as stated 
by NHDC.
It has been stated that priority should be given to sites not within the 
Green Belt.
It has been stated that the site should be close to basic services:
1km from schools, shops and doctors.
500m from the nearest bus stop.
There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
There is no secondary school within 1km.
Access from the site to the Primary School is along a dangerous, 
narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
There is no bus stop within 500m of this site.
The only shop is Kings Walden Post Officer,small and over 1km away.

The rural character and landscape of the area would be severely 
compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans and 
associated vehicles.

1
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 Pilato08/1682 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Traveller site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons (not necessarily 
in order of importance):

1. There us no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
2. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
3. The only school within 1km is a Primary School, no 
secondary school is within 1km.
4. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
6. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
7. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a gypsy camp consisting of several caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.
8. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green belt 
as stated by NHDC.

1

 Jeffers08/1683 Question 9 I am writing to object in the strongest possible terms to the proposal to 
develop a Gypsy/Traveller camp.  Clear criteria have been used for 
selecting possible sites, this site meets only one so I am staggered this 
location has been short listed. Not only would such a camp have a 
totally negative impact on the surrounding rural landscape, the site is 
not suitable as:
a. There is no shop within 1km.
b. There is no doctors within 1km.
c. There are no bus stops within 500m.
d. There is no secondary school within 1km.
e. The local Primary School can only be accessed via a 
narrow, unlit country land with no pedestrian footpath.

1
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 Coy08/1684 Question 9 I am writing to register my objection to the proposed location of a 
Gypsy & Traveller site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the 
following reasons:-
1. This is agricultural land, privately owned and within the 
proposed expanded green belt.
2. The land drains adjoining fields and the Kings Walden road
 and is very wet in parts.
3. There are few basic services close by.  Whitwell and Kings 
Walden shops are very small and both are over 1km away.  The only 
other service close by is Preston Primary school, accessed along a 
narrow, twisting road.
4. There is no possible access to the public sewer and there is 
no electricity supply passing the site.
5. The site is highly visible from adjoining roads.

1

 Adams08/1685 Question 9 I would like to formally object to the proposal for a new Traveller site, 
at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden, on the following planning 
grounds:
1. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
2. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and is over 1km 
away.
3. The only school within 1km is a Primary School, no 
secondary school is within 1km.
4. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.

Also, the site is raised above the road by several metres, screening and
 landscaping would therefore not be possible and the site would be 
visible across a large area.  The rural nature of the local landscape 
would also be severely compromised by such a camp, with its 
collection of caravans and vehicles.

1



157

Land Allocations Issues & Options Paper January 2008- Comments on Gypsies and Travellers

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Crosby08/1687 Question 9 We the undersigned wish to object to the possible location of a Gypsy 
or Travellers site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the 
following reasons:

1. There are no doctor's surgeries within 1km of the proposed 
site.
2. The nearest shop is over 1km away.
3. The only school within 1km of the proposed site is a Primary
 School and there is no secondary school within 1km.
4. There is no bus stop within 500m of the proposed site.
5. The site is privately owned and we are informed that the 
owner objects to the land being used for a Gypsy or Travellers site.
6. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt. 
7. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
8. Access from the site to the Preston Village School is via a 
narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities and the site
 is above the level of the road which makes it highly visible and is not 
in anyway suitable for a Gypsy camp.

1
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 Bierrum08/1688 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Traveller site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, Kings Walden for the following reasons:

Whereas it has been stated that the site should be close to basic 
services, in particular within:
1km from schools, shops and doctors, and 500m from the nearest bus 
stop, this particular proposed site fails these criteria because:
a. It is not served by any doctor's surgery in the locality;
b. The nearest shop is a small village store in Kings Walden 
and over 1km away;
c. While Preston Primary School is just within 1km, there is no 
secondary school available within range;
d. Access to the site (and to the Primary School) is along an 
already overused narrow winding undulating and dangerous rat-run 
which is unlit and has no pedestrian facilities.

Statements are alleged to have been made that the chosen sites could
 be landscaped and the natural topography of the land would lend 
itself to gypsy camp.  This is unreasonable as:
1. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
so while it would be possible to  screen the site from the road, the area
 is used extensively by walkers and other users of rural amenities and 
the site would be visible from a wide area surrounding; and
2. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
seriously compromised by the camp  and its associated paraphernalia.

It has also been stated that priority should be given to sites not within 
the Green Belt: this proposed site is within the proposed expanded 
Green Belt as proposed by the NHDC.

1
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 Herrmann08/1690 Question 9 We are writing to you to express our objection to the possible siting of 
a Gypsy/Travellers site at the location NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings 
Walden.
Our specific objections are as follows:
1. The nearest doctor's surgeries is over 1km away.
2. The nearest shop is over 1km away and is anyway a very 
small specialist Italian deli 
3. There is only one Primary School less than 1km distant from
 this location and which happens to be one of the smallest schools in 
the whole of Hertfordshire.
4. Access from the proposed site to this School is along a 
twisting, unlit county lane and at one of its most dangerous narrow 
bends - there are no pedestrian facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 500m of the proposed site.
6. This land is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for this purpose.
7. This site has already been included by NHDC to be within 
the proposed expansion of the Green Belt. 
8. The site itself is located above the level of the road and 
everything on it is highly visible.
9. The site, just like the rest of Kings Walden, has no access to 
a public sewer.

1

 Healey08/1691 Question 9 I have learnt that a site near NH61 Preston Hills, Kings Walden, has 
been suggested as a possible location for a Travellers Site, and I am 
writing to object strongly to this in view of the serious unsuitability of 
the site for such development and use.  This is a location in prime 
Green Belt that has been spared from development and that is 
enjoyed by thousands of visitors from the neighbouring areas and 
towns, including Hitchin, Luton and Stevenage.  North Herts is an 
overcrowded part of England with only little but precious countryside 
left, and needs to be preserved.  The location, a long way from any 
significant facilities is also entirely unsuitable for such a use, and it 
would be wrong to encourage people to locate to there.

1
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 Holder08/1692 Question 9 I wish to object to the above proposed traveller site as set out below
1. There are no shops within 1km.
2. There is no Dr's surgery within 1km.
3. The primary school within 1km is on a very dangerous lane 
for pedestrians.  I will not walk along it and I certainly would not want a
 child on it.
4. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
5. The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt 
and it has been stated that sites should be given to sites not in the 
Green Belt.

1

 Rayburn08/1693 Question 9 I am writing to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers 
site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden.
The site is unsuitable for the following reasons:

1. There is no doctor's surgeries within 1km of the site.
2. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and over 1km 
away.
3. The only school within 1km is a Primary School - there is no 
Secondary School within 1km
4. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a very 
narrow and twisting road which is unlit, dangerous and with pedestrian 
facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 1/2km from the site.
6. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
7. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a can consisting of a number of caravans 
and associate paraphernalia.

It has also been stated that priority should be given to sites not within 
the Green Belt yet the site is within the proposed expansion of the 
Green Belt as stated by the NHDC itself!

1
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 Maude08/1694 Question 9 I am writing to strongly object to this proposal as it is contrary to the 
planning guidelines drawn up in respect of these projects because 
although it is required that these sites should be near schools doctors 
shops and bus stops there are none of these facilities within a 1km 
distance of this location except for a primary school for which access 
would be along a very dangerous stretch of road with no pavements 
and no lights.  Moreover there would be a significant negative effect 
on the rural charm of the area because of the nature of these camps 
with associated caravans and other paraphernalia.

1

 Bretherton08/1696 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills Kings Walden for the following reasons:-
It does not adhere to the stated criteria for such sites in that there is no 
doctors surgery or shop within 1km nor is there a secondary school 
within the stated distance.
There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
The site is not publicly owned but privately owned and the owner 
objects to his land being used for either a gypsy or a travellers site.
The site has been included by your Council to be within the proposed 
green belt.
The site which is under cultivation is visible from several miles away 
and is at least 8 feet above road level so would be almost impossible 
to landscape.

1
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 Williams08/1697 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, King's Walden for the following reasons:
There are no doctors surgeries within 1km of this site.
The nearest shop is at King's Walden which is small and over 1km 
away.
The only school within 1km is a primary school.  There is no 
Secondary School within 1km.
There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the land being 
used for a Gypsy or Travellers site.
The site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt.
The site is above the level of the road is highly visible and does not 
lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.
The site does not have access to a public sewer.
Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.

1

 Moyce08/1698 Question 9 I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH61 - 
Preston Hills, King's Walden for the following reasons:

There are no doctors surgeries within 1km of this site.
The nearest shop is a King's Walden which is small and over 1km 
away.
The only school within 1km is a primary school.  There is no 
Secondary School within 1km.
There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the land being 
used for a Gypsy or Travellers site.
The site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt.
The site is above the level of the road is highly visible and does not 
lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.
The site does not have access to a public sewer.
Access from the site to the Preston Village School is along a 
dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.

1
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 Blockley08/1700 Question 9 I must object in principle and fact to consideration of Preston Hills as a
 potential traveller site as recommended in the recently published 
report commissioned by the Hertfordshire County Council.  The 
proposed site does not meet the basic requirements of being within 
1km of schools, shops and doctors and within 500m of a bus stop.  The 
nearest school if Preston Primary School, which may just be within 1km
 but the nearest secondary schools are in Hitchin and there is no bus 
stop close to the site.  Access to Preston and bus stops is along a very 
narrow, dangerous, unlit country land with no pedestrian facilities, 
which carries alot of traffic at all times of the day (and accidents are 
not infrequent).  The nearest shop, at Kings Walden, is very small and 
is over 1km away.  The nearest doctor's surgery is in Hitchin.  Whilst the
 report states that the site will be landscaped, its position several 
metres above the road will result in it being visible across a wide area, 
seriously affecting this typical Hertfordshire rural landscape.

1

 Cameron08/1718 Question 9 I am writing to raise my objections to the possible location of a gypsy 
or travellers site at NH61 - Preston Hills Kings Walden, and I list the 
following reasons:
1. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the 
land being used for a gypsy or travellers site.
2. The said site has been included by the NHDC to be within 
the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
3. The site does not have access to a public sewer.
4. The site is above the level of the road and is highly visible 
and does not lend itself in anyway for a gypsy or travellers site.
5. There are no doctors surgeries within one kilometre of the 
proposed site.
6. There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
7. The only school within one kilometre is a small primary 
school.  There is no secondary school within one kilometre.
8. Access from the proposed site to the small school in Preston 
village is along a dangerous, narrow, twisting and unlit roadway with 
no pedestrian facilities.
9. The nearest village store is small and over one kilometre 
away in Kings Walden village.

1
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 Campben08/1719 Question 9 I should be obliged if you could note that the proposed travellers site 
does not meet the criteria which have been established by the 
planning authority for other developments in the area. The road 
system and other services in and outside the village are not capable of
 sustaining the additional border. The site is within the proposed 
expansion of the Green belt. If the development is approved then the 
rural character and landscape will be seriously compromised, and 
perhaps of greatest concern the position which has been taken by the 
planning authority or other development in the area will be made 
unsuitable. As a result countryside which provides considerable 
amenity to Hitchin and the surrounding area will be lost, forever.

1

 Cooper08/1720 Question 9 We write to object to the proposed traveller site at NH61, in the road 
between Preston and Ley Green.  We believe it to be unsuitable on 
the following grounds:
a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this site.
b. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is over 1km away and 
very small.
c. There is only one small primary school within 1km of the site
 and no secondary school.
d. Access to the primary school is along a dangerous, narrow, 
twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
e. There is no bus stop within 500m of the site.
f. The site is raised above the road by several metres, and 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible, and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
g. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a camp of this nature.
h. The site is within proposed expansion of the Green Belt as 
stated by NHDC.

1
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 Love08/1721 Question 9 I understand that North Herts District Council has identified Preston 
Hills, Kings Walden as a potential gypsy or traveller site to satisfy those
 individuals' housing requirements. I am fully aware of that site as I 
frequently walk around that area and I consider the site to be totally 
unsuitable for many reasons which I will not bore you with.
I am aware that the owner of the land, who I know, has objected to this
 site being used for this purpose. There are no doctor's surgeries within 
a mile of this site, and nearest shop is also over a mile away. The only 
school nearby is a primary one.
The site is above the level of the road and does not lend itself in 
anyway to what the Council is proposing, especially with this area 
being Green Belt land. I am sure there are many other areas within 
Hitchin that are far more suitable.

1

 Stark08/1722 Question 9 This does not conform to criteria, which has already been set as basic 
requirements for planning these new developments.
a. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of this proposed site.
b. There is no bus stop within 500m of this proposed site.
c. There is no shop within 1km of this proposed site.
d. There is only a primary school within the 1km guideline, 
and secondary schools are in Hitchin.
e. If children were expected to walk to the primary school, it 
would be along a narrow, windy unlit road. This would surely cause 
accidents.
These sites always cause a large amount of rubbish and general 
paraphernalia which would not be able to be screened and 
landscaped, and would therefore be visible from a large area and 
would spoil the rural character of this lovely village and surrounding 
area.  Sewerage would also be a problem.
NHDC have already stated that this proposed site is within the 
expected expansion of the Green Belt and the guidelines state that 
priority should be given to sites outside the Green Belt.

1
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 Rosser08/1723 Question 9 1. The site is above the level of the road and it would be 
highly visible; i.e. the natural topography of the site does not lend 
itself to a Gypsy camp.
2. Moreover, the area covered by the site would fall within the 
NHDC's own proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
3. The site is privately owned and hence Planning Circular 
06/03, which requires that preference is given to areas of land in 
public ownership, would not be met.
4. The site fails to satisfy the requirement for the location to 
offer minimum basic services, i.e. there is no doctors' surgery with 1km; 
access to the nearest school (primary only) is via a dangerous, narrow, 
twisting and unlit country land with no pavement and no sizeable 
shops within 4 mile.

1

 Pigott08/1725 Question 9 I am writing to register my objection to the proposed location of a 
Gypsy & Traveller site at NH61 - Preston Hills, Kings Walden.
These two fields are very prominent and highly visible both from 
adjoining roads and from local viewpoints.  The site has been privately
 owned agricultural land for many years and is within a rural estate 
whose owner is opposed to this proposal.  Part of the site drains surface
 water from adjacent roads and floods regularly.  This is a rural area 
with very limited basic services unsuitable for developments of this 
size.  The nearest public sewer is in Preston almost 1km away.  The 
roads serving the location are narrow, unlit and twisting and are the 
only pedestrian route to the nearest primary school in Preston and the 
nearest small shops in Kings Walden or Whitwell (both over 1km away).
  There is no bus stop close to the site and the bus service is infrequent
 making travel to secondary schools, shops and doctors difficult for 
no-drivers.

1
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 Blaza08/1726 Question 9 The area proposed is undoubtedly an attractive rural area.  I 
understand it is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt as 
stated by the NHDC.  The site would be totally out of character with 
that rural area.  Facilities for the 'site' would be minimal for example
a. There is only a single 'local' shop and this is about a 
kilometre away.  The future of which must always be in doubt.
b. Again the local primary school is at least a kilometre away 
and the road for foot traffic is extremely dangerous.
c. Secondary schooling would be in Hitchin.  Whilst there are 
occassional busses there is currently no stops anywhere near the site.
d. The same public transport problems would apply for Doctors 
etc which would be in Hitchin.
In my opinion it would be extremely difficult to screen this area.  What 
is now an attractive part of the county, a fact proved by the many 
ramblers who come to the area for their enjoyment, would be spoiled 
by a Gypsy settlement.

1

 Beavis08/1728 Question 9 It is privately owned site, and the owner has no intention of selling it, 
least of all for such a purpose.  There is not nearby public sewer.  The 
site is highly visible.  The access roads are narrow and unlit.  The route
 to the only local primary school is very hazardous for pedestrians.  The
 nearest shop is in Kings Walden.  It is currently a Post Office, but I fear
 that facility is threatened by the current programme of P.O. closures.  I
 doubt if it can be sustained without the P.O.  The nearest Doctor is in 
Whitwell, two and a half miles away.  The Scott Wilson report contends
 that the site if of poor to moderate landscape quality.  This is highly 
subjective.  I suggest that it is a very delightful and unspoilt 
Hertfordshire hillside, which is also actively farmed.  The report fails to 
make a convincing case for putting Gypsy sites in isolation rather on 
urban fringes, and on brownfield sites.  Notably near Royston.  Study if 
the Scott Wilson report leads me to suggest that this site does not meet
 their criteria, and should be dropped from consideration.

1
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 Luck08/1729 Question 9 The nearest shop and post office is in Kings Walden.  Which is over a 
KM away.  The post office is under threat of closure which could easily 
result in the shop also closing.  
There are no doctor's surgeries within 1km of the site. 
There is only a primary school within 1km of the site and access from 
the site to this school is via a very narrow unlit and twisty road which I 
consider would be very dangerous for young children to have to 
traverse.  
The site has also been included by the NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion plan of the Green Belt.  
There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.  
There is no public sewage available to the site.
I also understand that the land is privately owned and that the owner 
object to the land being used for wither Gypsy of Travellers site.
The site is also in my opinion not suitable as it would be quite visible 
above the level of the adjacent land.

1

 Boissevain08/1730 Question 9 1. There is no doctor's surgery within 1km of the site.
2. The nearest shop at Kings Walden is small and over 1km 
away.
3. The only school within 1km is a Primary School - there is no 
Secondary School within 1km.
4. Access from the site to the Primary School is along a very 
narrow and twisting road which is unlit, dangerous and with no 
pedestrian facilities.
5. There is no bus stop within 1/2km from the site.
6. The chosen site is raised above the road by several metres, 
screening and landscaping would therefore not be possible and the 
site would be visible across a large area.
7. The rural character and landscape of the area would be 
severely compromised by a can consisting of a number of caravans 
and associated paraphernalia.
It has also been stated that priority should be given to sites not within 
the Green Belt yet the site is within the proposed expansion of the 
Green Belt as stated by the NHDC itself!

1
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 Daniels08/1731 Question 9 The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the land being 
used for this purpose.  
The nearest shop is over 1km from the proposed site and doubles as a 
post office apart from being very small.
The nearest school is only a primary school and is the only school in 
the vicinity.
The access from the site to the school is via a dangerous narrow 
twisting unlit roadway with no pedestrian facilities.
The site does not have, or access to a public sewer.
The site is also above the level of the road and is highly visible.
We also believe that the site has been included by NHDC within the 
proposed extension of Green Belt land.
There are no bus stops near the site and the site is outside 1 km from 
any doctors surgery.

1

 Weeden08/1733 Question 9 This site is a highly visible area of agricultural land which I would 
consider quite unsuitable for such a propose.  The area is within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt and is privately owned 
agricultural land that does not lend itself to development in this 
manner.  Part of the proposed site drains water from the Preston to 
Kings Walden road and so is liable to flooding.  The site currently has 
no public utilities and there is no possible access to a public sewer.  
There are very few local services - only one small local shop at Kings 
Walden and a primary school at Preston - both some distance away 
along narrow, twisting roads. All other facilities - doctor, secondary 
school, main shops etc. can only be reached by car or an infrequent 
bus service.
I would also point out that the local area, having been well served by 
the police Rural Patrol Team in the past, is now suffering again from 
problems caused by travellers - trespass, dumping, theft etc. and we 
are informed that this is because police cover is now focused in the 
towns because of funding shortages.  A drive-by by PCSOs is not a 
substitute.  Planning must consider how they can meet the needs of 
both communities.

1
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 Stark08/1736 Question 9 What have these people done to cause the County Council to even 
consider such a remote, isolated and inappropriate site?  I understand 
that certain criteria should be met before a site is chosen and as far as 
I can see this proposed site falls well short of meeting such criteria.  
The closest school is the Primary school at Preston with Hitchin 
providing the only secondary education.  There is no shop or Post 
Office in the area, something that is sorely missed in Preston since ours
 closed several years ago.  No doctor's surgery outside Hitchin, which is 
3 miles away.  Access to all amenities and services is by road into 
Hitchin.  The bus service is infrequent and nearest shop is in Preston.  
The road between Preston and Hitchin reasonably safe but it really 
rather dangerous between Preston and Ley Green down to Lilley 
Bottom.  It is very narrow in places and busy as it is used as a regular 
route from Stevenage and Hitchin to Luton and the M1.  Access for this
 site could only be onto this road and I believe an accident black spot 
would almost certainly be created here.  The proposed site would be 
in an elevated position above road level and highly visible across a 
wide area of the surrounding countryside.  I believe that it would 
destroy the rural character and scenic beauty of the area concerned, as
 indeed would any kind of development.  There must surely be more 
appropriate and suitable sites in North Herts, which would better 
accommodate the needs of travellers and which are not in the green 
belt.  My own belief if that travellers themselves would not consider 
this to be a suitable site.

1
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 Challans08/1742 Question 9 This site is quite unacceptable as there are no nearby facilities such as
 shops, doctors surgeries or basic services of water, sewage disposal or 
electricity supply.  The nearest primary school in the village of Preston 
is along a dangerous narrow unlit land with no pathway.  This problem
 alone would cause horrendous parking problems and more traffic 
which would be a danger along this land to other pedestrians and 
residents of Preston.  The site, I understand, is to be raised by several 
metres which would make it impossible to screen properly and 
therefore would be an eyesore which would be visible across a large 
area destroying the character and landscape of this rural region and 
would be in danger of becoming an untidy Gypsy Camp.  
Transportation of Caravans etc to and from the site, usually by large 
cars, vans or lorries would also be a problem on the narrow lanes to 
where the site is accessed.  I would also object to this type of site being
 built on Green Belt land which should fiercely protected.  The 
government has an excellent record of welcoming and providing for 
ethnic minorities.  In keeping with this tradition this particular minority 
should be offered a permanent, fully equipped and landscaped site 
with basic services of water, toilets, sewage disposal and electricity laid
 on.  The site should be near to a main road system and have the 
facilities of a large town nearby.  An excellent place would be on the 
edge of Stevenage or Letchworth on one of the many disused and 
empty industrial sites.

1
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 Justham08/1745 Question 9 The brief has stated that the site must be close to basic services.  
Within 1km of schools, shops and doctors, and within 500m from the 
nearest bus stop.  Firstly the only school within 1km is a Primary 
School, there is NO Secondary school. The Primary school is only 
accessible along a narrow single track lane which is unlit and has no 
pedestrian access and so will be very dangerous for drivers and 
pedestrians alike.  There is no bus stop within the prescribed distance, 
the nearest shop is small and is over 1km away and would not provide 
sufficient services for the proposed community.  Also there is no doctors
 surgery within 1km of the site.  It has been stated that the chosen sites 
could be landscaped and that the natural topography of the land 
would have to lend itself to the Gypsy/traveller camp.  The chosen site 
is currently raised above the road level by several metres, 
screening/landscaping would not be possible as this would accentuate 
the site even more and make it more visible across a large area of 
Green Belt land.  The rural character of the area would be severely 
compromised by such a site as this, especially as the remit states that 
such projects should NOT be within the Green Belt.  The proposed site
 is within an area of Green Belt expansion as proposed by the NHDC 
itself!

1
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 Williams08/1747 Question 9 Apart from the usual social reasons, of which there are many, we list 
below some of the more practical reasons against this site:
a. Children from the proposed site would have to walk to the 
nearest primary school (Preston Primary School) along one of the most
 dangerous routes.  There was once a family who lived at Keeper's 
Cottage very near to the proposed site and they found it so treacherous
 that somebody had to go and collect them each morning and 
evening. Cars speed along that road and if at some points they have to
 pass each other there is absolutely no room for pedestrians and they 
would be thrown into the hedge. 
b. There is no doctor's surgery near to the site.  The nearest 
ones are at Whitwell or Hitchin, neither are within walking distance.
c. The nearest shop is more than 1km away and would not 
serve the needs of a family for everyday shopping.
d. There is no bus stop near to the site.
e. There is no secondary school near to the site, the nearest 
ones being in Hitchin.
f. The proposed site is within the proposed expansion of the 
Green Belt.
g. The proposed site would be an absolute blight to the 
beautiful surroundings of Preston and Ley Green.

1
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 Young08/1749 Question 9 1. I would have thought that, as a matter of principle, sites 
should be much nearer a town or large village where there are shops 
and local amenities.  The two nearest villages to Preston Hills, Preston
 and Kings Walden, are very small and Whitwell is not much bigger.  
The site is about equidistant from both Hitchin and Luton, both being 
about four and a half miles away.   As such, the proposed site is in an 
isolated position as far as possible from both towns.  I would have 
thought that the Council would want to establish sites where those 
living there, especially the young, would have greater opportunities to 
integrate with, and be part of, local communities.
2. We are all encouraged nowadays to take advantage of the 
countryside and actively enjoy it by going for walks, etc.  Similarly we 
are encouraged not to spoil the countryside for others.  Have you ever 
walked from the Whitwell direction towards Preston Hills?  It is a most 
delightful experience - walking up a shallow valley surrounded by the 
small hills.  (Hence the name Preston Hills).  This area contrasts 
sharply with flatter higher ground between Preston and Offley, and the 
surrounding wider valleys and higher hills in other directions.  A 
Travellers site in the position proposed would spoil this rather special 
area of great natural beauty.

1

 Williamson08/1753 Question 9 I am strongly opposed to traveller sites for our rural area, or any other 
area for that matter, my personal experience of travellers in the Luton 
area has caused me and my club members of the Bedfordshire All 
Breeds Training Society much nuisance in recent years.  These people
 have no respect of property, equipment has been stolen and they 
regularly use our training ground for their toilet facilities, so we have to
 disinfect and scrub our property after they leave the area.  Each year 
our annual show is held to ransom as we do not know until the last 
minute whether or not they will be parked on our show ground.

2
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 Edwards08/1789 Question 9 1. The overwhelming road safety consideration noting that the 
location suggested lies close to the junction of a dangerous narrow 
twisting road with no pedestrian footpath which would pose 
tremendous risks both users and indeed to any pedestrian foolish 
enough to wish to walk into Preston Village or indeed to Ley Green.
2. Furthermore we note that the site is on elevated ground 
which would present considerable difficulty in achieving satisfactory 
landscaping and screening and as such would be entirely out of 
character in this rural location.
3. Public facilities in the area are extremely limited, it is 
understood that the village Primary school is already at capacity, the 
village shop was closed many years ago and walking into Preston to 
the bus stop on the Green would, as mentioned above, present very 
considerable and real dangers.
4. Finally we understand that priority should be given to sites 
outside the Green Belt whereas of course this area of land is washed 
over by Green Belt constraints and the rural character and landscape 
value of this area would be enormously compromised by the 
establishment of a travellers site consisting of a number of caravans 
and no doubt associated paraphernalia.

1

 Cooper08/1814 Question 9 To my mind there are many reasons why this location is totally 
unsuitable but my primary objections are as follows:

This is Green Belt land, which is increasingly becoming more and 
more precious as it is eroded with seemingly complete abandon by 
various planning decisions. There is already going to be immense 
pressure on such land in the locality because of the housing 
developments timetabled to take place in the next decade within 
North Hertfordshire to the extent that one wonders what the term 
'Green Belt' refers to.  Please do not allow houses (as to all intents and
 purposes, be they mobile or not they are houses as people will be 
living in them) to eat up all the green areas of this county.  It is already
 hard to see where one town ends and anther begins (Stevenage into 
Hitchin, Hitchin into Letchworth Garden City, for instance) and now you
 are thinking of expanding the villages too.

Secondly I would like to point out that local services are already 
over-stretched.  There is no local doctor's surgery in the village and I 

1
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cannot imagine where the capacity for a new community will be found
 in its environs.  My personal experience of GP waiting lists is that 
there is no lack of patients at current levels.  Also, I imagine that 
anyone living at the site would be expected to use the services 
provided at the Lister Hospital.  Having tried to visit my mother there 
over the last few weeks I can tell you that it is almost impossible to do 
so due to a complete lack of parking facilities.  With (I mention again) 
the number of houses due to be built in the Stevenage area, how are 
an additional community of people going to be supported/  I also am 
aware of long waiting lists at the hospital for several medical 
procedures, which I imagine will only be exacerbated with an 
additional community living in the area.  Thirdly the lanes that 
connect our villages into our main centres of work are small and 
already take an excessive volume of traffic of the style of road.  To 
significantly add to the amount of traffic that they must tolerate is, I 
consider, bad planning.  The lanes are continually falling into 
disrepair by way of potholes etc. from the traffic that is already using 
them and to increase the footprint would be disastrous on a two fold 
basis - for the day to day comings and goings of the proposed 
occupants and then additionally with regard to the fact that large 
vehicles such as caravans need good access roads.  Don't they?  How 
are they going to be manoeuvred down lanes that are unable to 
accommodate the width of two standard cars?  Can you please tell me 
why this site is even being considered?  It appears totally inappropriate
 to me on so many levels.
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 Taylor08/1818 Question 9 The Scott Wilson report fails to identify suitable public areas of land in
 preference to those in private ownership as required by circular 06/03.
The Council have filed to demonstrate that there is a realistic 
likelihood that this site will be made available for a Gypsy site - I 
understand that the owners of the ground are opposed to same.
The Council have failed to identify sites on the urban fringe in spite of 
such areas (Royston in particular) being shown as an area of high 
opportunity within the Scott Wilson Report.
The Preston site is inappropriate in view of the proposed extension of 
the Green Belt.
Circular 06/03 states that Green Belt sites should only be used if no 
others are available.
The Council have not demonstrated that the higher number of pitches 
(15) is required over the lower projection of only 3.
Due consideration as to the expansion of existing Gypsy sites should 
be given so as to minimise impact on surrounding properties.
Both Scott Wilson and the circular indicate that a site should be within 
a reasonable distance (1 kilometre) of schools, shops, doctors and bus 
services.  The nearest shop at Kings Walden holds only modest stock 
and is over a KM away.
The nearest doctors are at Whitwell, 4KM away.
Access from the site to Preston Village School is along narrow, twisting
 and unlit roadways.
The site does not have access to public sewer.
The Scott Wilson report indicates that sites should have access to the 
primary road network and proximity to the major road network.  Preston
 is some 3KM from the nearest B road and 5Km from an A road.
The assessment of the landscape as poor/moderate is erroneous.
The site is actively farmed, a brownfield site should instead be 
identified.
The site would be highly visible due to being located on the top of a 
hill and is not easily landscaped.
Visibility from any access is not good and is likely to cause a danger to 
other road users.

1
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 Chisnall08/1860 Question 9 Firstly, I will talk about Barkway as this is one in my village, I would like
 to point out that I have now lived in Barkway for 4 years and our 
closest Doctors surgery is in Barley which is 3.5 miles away and that I 
have been on their waiting list since I moved in. What I am trying to 
point out is that there is already a shortage of medical cover for the 
area. 

My next point is that there is a very limited bus service in Barkway 
which does not even run on a Sunday so there is no public transport 
link to Stevenage which has our closest medical cover on a Sunday. 
Stevenage is a 30 minute drive in a car so this would cost a lot for a 
taxi.

In your letters regarding Barkway I noticed that you referred to Barkway 
as a town, I would like to point out that we are a small village with only
 a pub and a petrol Station. Our closest shop is 3.5 miles away in 
BArley and this is only a village shop with limited stocks, for a main 
shop our closest is Tesco in Royston which is 6 miles from Barkway.

I don't know if you have ever been to Barkway but we have a small 
playgroup for children aged 2-5 which is oversubscribed with a waiting 
list of children, we also have a small school for children aged 3.5-9 
which I believe would have great difficulty in absorbing any extra 
children as it is only a small building. We have no school for children 
older than 9 so they have to travel to Royston or Buntingford.

Now I would like to talk about Reed, as I have been writing this letter I 
realised that all the above points applied to Reed as well, apart the 
fact that they only have a pub in their village and no other facilities.

I would also like to point out that both sites to the best of my 
knowledge are not connected to the sewer system, has no gas 
connection, no water connection and no electricity.

To end my letter I would again like to point out the site does not meet 
your own criteria.

3

 Pirton Parish 
Council

08/1885 Question 9 Following the meeting at the Council offices on 21st November, we 
appreciate there is an opportunity to make representations to you 
concerning the Scott Wilson report and its recommendations.  I am, 

3




