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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 
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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.



39

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

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



50

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 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




