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existing services.
* Areas in the former greenbelt
* Locations near areas of identified need.
Please register my objection to the potential gypsy and traveller site at
 Holwell Road, Pirton for the reasons stated above. 
Please confirm receipt of this letter and keep me informed about 
progress with the consultation process.

 Herts & 
Middlesex 
Wildlife Trust

05/0079 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

These sites are within or adjacent Key Biodiversity Area 2 as identified
 in the Herts BAP.

27

 Billing07/0339 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

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.

17

 Anglian Water 
Services Ltd

07/0384 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Sewerage Treatment Works
Foul Sewerage Network
Surface Water Networks
Sandon STW
Capacity Available
Separation of brownfield sites 
recommended and full SuDS
 implementation to all sites

160
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 Hyde Hall 
Partnerships

07/1765 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am writing to object in the strongest terms to the proposal of 
including two sites in Sandon to be considered as suitable as 
permanent gypsy and traveller sites.
I consider the Scott Wilson report fundamentally flawed inasmuch as 
its authors quite obviously did not even inspect the sites they were 
putting forward. Had they done so it would have become immediately 
apparent to all but the criminally insane that Sandon was totally 
unsuitable for any ghetto - for that is what it will be.
The Officers and elected members of North Herts District Council need 
to show a great deal more backbone than thus far, by following the 
example of other Councils and treating the whole concept of GTAA's 
and the absurd East of England Regional Assembly with the contempt 
it deserves.

1

 Wharton08/1297 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

We are writing to you again with reference to the proposed gypsy and 
travellers sites in our village.

Following the NHDC meeting mid December we were horrified to learn
 that both sites will be put forward to the next stage as 2 out of 6. Why 
both of them, which seems grossly unfair as the population of our 
village is so small and now has an increased chance of one of the sites
 being chosen.

We also found it unbelievable that Ashwell and Reed have been taken
 off the list when both villages meet all the criteria laid out in the Scott
 Wilson report. Our village meets only 1.

Perhaps you can explain these decisions to us because we are 
mystified as to why some villages objections were listened to and 
concurred with and some were not. We would very much like to know 
why 2 villages with good bus services, doctor's surgeries and schools 
have been taken off the list and we haven't!

Perhaps someone should come and take a look at the sites in our 
village in their present condition. Admittedly we have had above 
average rainfall this month but, due to heavy clay in the area, both 
sites are waterlogged. The site to the north of Payne End is sloped 
quite considerably and is waterlogged at the top. Also access to the 
proposed site id flooded along the road. This flooding happens every 
year with normal amounts of rainfall as the run-off from the 

1
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surrounding fields pours onto the road.

We feel the two areas in the village of Sandon pinpointed for potential
 gypsy sites meet at best, only 1 of the criteria laid out in the Scott 
Wilson report. I refer to section 3.1.5 where it states 'areas should be 
located within a reasonable distance of existing services and 
community facilities. Modes of public transport should be available, 
along with shops, education facilities and doctors/health facilities.

A more thorough search into  our village would have uncovered the 
fact that we have no shops, unless you count a saddlery  and an 
agricultural and animal feed suppliers. The only revenant community 
facility is a post office open 3 times week. A public bus service is only 
available 2 or 3 times a week, there is no doctors surgery, but there is 
one small and over-subscribed junior school.

Our village has a population of approx 350 spread over 4 hamlets. 
Both proposed sites are within the Church End hamlet and, although it
 is the most populous of the hamlets, would struggle to absorb a gypsy 
site with a possibility of up to 90  residents.

The proposed access to the site labelled North of Payne End would be
 on to the Gannock Road, mis-labelled as Sandon LAne in the report. 
This road has no street lighting, has high banks and hedging wither 
side with no footpath and is narrow with bends thus making it a 
dangerous road for pedestrians particularly primary school age 
children. The alternative egress from this site is a public footpath 
across the field which then cuts across private property and on to a 
bridleway, none of which obviously, is lit and gets extremely muddy 
throughout the winter.

The same problem arises at the Notley Green site where access into 
Church End would be on a fairly steep road with high banks and 
hedges and again no footpath, encompassed by a sharp bend at either
 end, also dangerous for pedestrians.

The site proposed north of Payne End would be accessed by what is 
called in the report a 'minor road'. This road is in fact the main road 
access road into the village from the A505 dual-carriageway, Royston 
and Baldock, also the nearest railway station. This road is used also by 
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 Wharton08/1297 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

lorries in and out of the village, farm vehicles, commuters who reside 
in the village and parents driving children to and from school during 
term-time.

The report states that the Council will ensure that any access into and 
out of the site meets the requirements of the Highways Authority, but 
we know that planning application on this particular road has been 
refused in the past for reasons including 'unsafe access and egress to 
and from the county highway'. Following this we find it very difficult to 
believe the council would even consider the placement of a gypsy site 
which would house significantly more residents than a single property 
where planning permission has's been refused.

Looking at the Gypsy site figures for East of England, which has been 
divided into 9 areas, HErtfordshire being 1 area, we already have over 
20% of the existing gypsy sites. This is a dis-proportionate percentage, 
an even spread would give us 11%. As we have no seasonal work for 
travellers in this area any more due to the change in the type of crops 
grown in Hertfordshire, it seems a ridiculous idea to consider increasing
 the proportion of travellers sites in an area where the figure is already 
disproportionate.
We feel that a village such as Sandon has nothing to offer a group of 
travellers and therefore these people would find it extremely difficult to
 assimilate into village life as well as the reality of there being no work 
in the immediate area thus causing them to have to commute out of 
the village to find employment. For all the reasons stated in this letter 
and many more, we therefore strongly object to the proposal to place 2
 gypsy sites in our village.

Following the publication of the Scott Wilson report we felt the need to
 write to you to voice our opinion on the subject of potentially placing 
2 gypsy sites in our village.
We feel the two areas in the village of Sandon pinpointed for potential
 gypsy sites meet, as best, only 1 of the criteria laid out in the Scott 
Wilson report.  I refer to section 3.1.5. where is states "areas should be 
located within a reasonable distance of existing services and 
community facilities.  Modes of public transport should be available, 
along with shops, education facilities and doctors/health facilities.
A more thorough search in to our village would have uncovered the 

3
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fact that we have no shops, unless you count a saddlery and an 
agricultural and animal feed suppliers. The only relevant community 
facility is a post office which is open 3 mornings a week. A public bus 
service is only available 2 or 3 times a week, there is no doctor's 
surgery but there is one small and over-subscribed junior school.
In section 3.1.17 of the report it states that " areas should be 
appropriate size in order to respect the scale of the nearest settled 
community"
Our village has a population of approximately 350 spread over 4 
hamlets. Both proposed sites are within the Church End hamlet and, 
although it is the most populous of the hamlets, would struggle to 
absorb a gypsy site with a possibility of up to 90 residents.
Also in section 3.1.17 it states "A criterion considered for this 
assessment was that access to a site should not potentially cause 
significant hazard to other road users, eg onto a bridleway or footpath.
The proposed access to the site labelled North of Payne End would be
 on to the Gannock Road, mislabelled as Sandon lane in the report.  
This road has no street lighting, has high banks and hedging either 
side with no footpath and is narrow with bends thus making it a 
dangerous road for pedestrians particularly primary school age 
children.  The alternative egress from this site is a public footpath 
across the field which then cuts across private property and on to a 
bridlway, none of which, obviously, is lit and gets extremely muddy 
throughout the winter.
The same problem arises at the Notley Green site where access into 
Church End would be on a fairly steep road with high banks and 
hedges and again no footpath, encompassed by a sharp bend at either
 end, also dangerous for pedestrians.
The site proposed north of Payne End would be accessed by what is 
called in the report a 'minor road'.  This road is in fact the main access 
road into the village from the A505 dual-carriageway, Royston and 
Baldock, also the nearest railway station. This road is used also by 
lorries in and out of the village, farm vehicles, commuters who reside 
in the village and parents driving children to and from school during 
term-time.
The report states that the council will ensure that any access in to and 
out of the site meets the requirements of the Highway Authority, but we
 know that planning application on this particular road has been 
refused in the past for reasons including 'unsafe access and egress to 
and from the county highway'. Following this we find it very difficult to 
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believe the council would even consider the placement of a gypsy site 
which would house significantly more residents than a single property 
where planning permission has been refused.
Looking at the Gypsy Site figures for East of England, which has been 
divided into 9 areas. Hertfordshire being 1 area, we already have over 
20% of the existing gypsy sites.  This is a dis-proportionate percentage,
 an even spread would give us 11%. As we have no seasonal work for 
travellers in this area any more due to the change in the type of crops 
grown in Hertfordshire, it seems a ridiculous idea to consider increasing
 the proportion of traveller's sites in an area where the figure is already 
disproportionate.
We feel that a village such as Sandon has nothing to offer a group of 
travellers and therefore these people would find it extremely difficult to
 assimilate into village life as well as the reality of there being no work 
in the immediate area thus causing them to have to commute out of 
the village to find employment.  for all the reasons stated in this letter, 
and many more, we therefore strongly object to the proposal to place 2
 gypsy sites in our village.
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 Auld08/1431 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My husband and I live in Rushden and have done for the past 24 
years. We are very concerned about the impact that the proposed sites 
for travellers in Sandon will have on the local communities of 
Rushden, Redhill and Wallington as well as Sandon. These are all 
small communities where an influx of any sort of people in a mass 
group would put the rural way of life out of kilter.

We do not think much thought can have gone into this proposal as 
there are not the facilities to sustain these travellers. The school which 
is excellent is full of the residents children from Sandon and the 
surrounding villages. There is no shop, no pub, no regular transport or 
doctors surgeries within walking distance.

Having seen the purpose built site at Meldreth which had hard 
standing, electricity, showers and toilets being trashed by the travellers 
for whom it was specifically set up, not once but three times it does 
seem a little short sighted to propose to foist travellers on a small 
community where there I no local work and where there is no main 
drainage or water on the proposed site. The Meldreth site is now 
empty and derelict.

Presumably our community taxes will be used to fund all this set up 
and also to subsidise the children who may go to the school - when the
 travellers do not contribute. We are also worried about the impact on 
the countryside - travellers are not known for their care of the 
environment.

We would therefore ask that you please think very carefully about this 
proposal.

1

 Mellor08/1432 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I have lived in Sandon for the last 25 years. I know the village and 
surroundings intimately and am acutely aware of the special character 
it has. I strongly oppose the proposal to locate a Gypsy and Travellers 
site in Sandon for the following reasons:

1.  Damaging effect on the character of Sandon

In considering a planning proposal surely the major consideration is 
the likely impact of the proposal on the environment and its residents. 

2
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Well, locating what most people regard as an eyesore 
(caravans/mobile homes and yet more cars) slap bang in our village 
must rank 10/10 for damaging effect. How can anyone propose 
locating an eyesore one minute walk from our medieval 14th century 
village church or just as bad - next to one of the few woods we have set
 in pristine open countryside? 

Notley Green/Green End

This area is an important sensitive area in the sense of Vegetation 
Wildlife, Historical and Cultural influences having nearby listed 
monuments and Common Land and a site of SSSI.

Reference: http://www.north-herts.gov.uk/weston_green_end.pdf

Vegetation and wildlife
Two high biodiversity areas are included, one centred around the 
villages of Sandon and Green End and the other around the villages 
of Clothall, Wallington and Weston ... Green lanes with species-rich 
hedgerows occur at a number of locations as do areas of unimproved 
neutral grassland, such as Notley Green Common. Spring systems at 
Green End are of county significance and supporting calcareous mire 
habitats such as Blagrove Common and Sandon Moor. Blagrove 
Common is a SSSI, unimproved marshy grassland on Boulder Clay. It 
is a rare example of such a habitat in the county. 

HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL INFLUENCES A moated mound, 
Sandon Mount, lies in the north, to the east of Sandon. It was 
originally constructed as a prehistoric burial mound. In the late 14th - 
early 15th century the site was used for a windmill, of which today no 
trace is remaining. To the south of Sandon Mount the ruins of 
medieval buildings are known to have existed. They probably formed 
part of a now deserted, medieval hamlet. Sandon is a medieval 
settlement and contains the 14th century church of All Saints. The 
remains of a medieval moated site lies to the south of the church at 
Danyells Farm.  A medieval settlement at Green End lies to the south 
east of Sandon. 

To propose a Gypsy/Travellers site in the middle of all this is truly 
amazing and would surely be planning vandalism if it ever came to 
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pass. 

2.  Social Cohesion

Because the village is massively opposed to these proposals there 
would be little hope of social cohesion - there may well be positive 
antagonism for generations to come.

3.  The proportion of site residents to village residents

This is huge - 90/360? = 25%! How can this not affect the nature of our
 village - school pupil placing, additional noise and traffic...

4.  Village Outlook

There are no caravan/mobile homes in Sandon and the introduction 
of these would introduce a new visual dimension and greatly disturb 
the visual balance of the village. 

5.  Notley Green - impact on Green End

This proposed site is within a short walk of Green End and its six listed 
buildings. Whilst not being close enough to the curtilages of these 
dwellings it would certainly uglify the scenic entrance to Green End. 
One Elizabethan property in particular would have a direct line of site 
to the caravans/mobile homes and accompanying vehicles.

6.  Notley Green - impact on Wildlife

Sandon has some of the best wildlife in Hertfordshire.  In our shrinking 
county the Notley Green site is a rare shelter, migratory and grazing 
area for the roe deer that live on both sides of the proposed site. Any 
residential or transit site at this location would have a serious impact 
on their peaceful existence and traditional feeding routes. 

7.  Notley Green - impact on public footpaths

This site is the main access point to arguably the prettiest of Sandon's 
very few Green Lanes. The country atmosphere of these rare walks 
would be affected by a mobile home/caravan site. 
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8.  Notley Green - impact on Common Land and verges

Notley Green is bounded by protected Common Land. Siting a 
Gypsy/Travellers settlement next to Common land is probably not a 
wise planning idea! I have some experience in fighting abuse of our 
Commons (please seek the opinion of David Furr (Enforcement) 01462 
474858 ) and I can guarantee that any site at Notley Green will result 
in abuse of protected Common land - such abuse will arise through 
verge parking, land parking, invasion of habitat and using the land for 
play purposes etc - the temptation will simply be overwhelming and 
once started it would be virtually impossible to police. There would be 
a constant enforcement battle.

9.  Notley Green - road access

The road at this site is narrow and it has a dangerous bend and is on a 
crossroad. Wherever any proposed site may be located it will create a 
new highway hazard.

10.  Notley Green - open site

Notley Green is an open setting. Any site here would be a horrific blot 
on the landscape of a kind that no planning authority should ever have
 the right to impose. It would also be a scenic blot for all passing 
travellers to endure. 

11.  Notley Green - services

Being in open countryside there is no access to any mains services at 
this site. The provision of such services could be very expensive.

12.  Sustainability

There is little or no work in Sandon for the residents of either site. We 
have no bus service, no shops, no pub, no GP for miles, no access to a 
main road for miles and a tiny oversubscribed school. The planning 
principle of sustainability would be violated wholesale.

SUMMARY
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I believe that the Payne End site proposal is unsuitable because: 

A. Its proximity to the heart of our medieval village centre and Church 
would radically change the character of the village and would cause 
antisocial feeling. 

B. It would have serious scenic implications for the northern and 
eastern approaches to the village.

I believe that the Notley Green site proposal is particularly unsuitable 
for the many reasons listed above but in summary:

A. The area is pristine countryside and in glaring view of all. It 
is of great scenic value for the villages and the public at large. Any site
 would be a horrific blot on the landscape.
B. It is a site of Wildlife and Historical importance and adjacent
 protected Common Land which would be abused. 
C. It is an isolated site which fails all the normal planning 
considerations - it fails miserably on the issue of Sustainability.
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 Alderman08/1436 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I have been a resident of Sandon for the past 18 years at the above 
address and wish to express my views on the proposed potential 
Travellers sites in Sandon.

I find it astonishing that Sandon could be selected as potential for one
 site, let alone 2,  for a number of reasons.  Having brought up 2 
children from small beginnings in Sandon, it is abundantly clear that 
there are serious drawbacks for families with young people in this area.

There are no shopping facilities, public transport is practically non 
existent, there are no Doctors, no Public Houses and no facilities for 
young people to further themselves in the village.

In my experience once children get past 11 years they become 
extremely cut off from their friends at school and spend their entire 
lives being transported from the village to the local Towns of 
Stevenage and Letchworth, either for further education, or leisure 
based activities.  For those people that do not have the luxury of 
parents who have the means or inclination to do this, the individuals 
involved become more reclusive, boredom sets in and, in many cases, 
such frustrations can lead to a 'hot bed' for anti social behavior and 
crime.  

This pattern is well documented in other sites chosen for such a 
purpose eg  Potton in Bedfordshire where extreme anti social problems
 have occurred and continue to occur. 

I find it quite astounding that villages like Ashwell, with many more 
obvious facilities available, an existing camp site, shops, good public 
transport links, and even four Pubs can be discounted at such an early 
stage.

I have read Sandon Parish Councils responses to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail. I wish to 
associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to adopt them 
strongly with the above additions.

1
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 Murnane08/1451 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

It has come to our attention that two areas in Sandon 2NH109 and 
2NH112 have been identified as potential Gypsy and Travellers Sites.
We feel very strongly that both of these Sites are extremely unsuitable 
as they do not meet the stated criteria set out. Also, that the 
Consultants have discounted the proximity to all constrained areas.
St.Albans District Council has already given an undertaking to not to 
use its powers of compulsory purchase for the provision of Gypsy and 
Travellers Sites. We hope that you will do likewise.
In the mean time we would ask you to put on record that, we as a 
family who have lived in Sandon for the past 20 years, urge you to 
reject the afore mentioned sites completely.

1

 Seymour-Newton08/1497 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My family has farmed at Sandon since 1951 and I am extremely 
concerned to learn of the proposal to include two locations in the 
village for Gypsies and Travellers.  Neither of the proposed sites 
appears to meet the necessary criteria - there is little possibility of local
 employment, the nearest secondary schooling is six miles away in 
Baldock, there is no regular bus service and no village shop.  Since 
none of the criteria is met, I am as a loss to see how either of the sites 
is seen to be appropriate.  They certainly do not meet the needs of the
 travellers/gypsies and I sincerely hope for all concerned that they will 
be dropped from the list of sites.

2

 Anthony08/1498 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My family has owned cock's Lodge in Sandon for 70 years.  the reason 
for this is that we enjoy the peace of rural life and the friendly 
atmosphere in the village.  One of the proposed sites - NH112 Notley 
Green - (Scott Wilson report - Northern and Eastern Hertfordshire) is 
adjacent to this property.  Cock's Lodge has two footpaths going 
through the property. If Gypsies were on NH112 they would have every 
right to use these footpaths all day and night, every day and night.  
they would certainly use them to get to the bus stop and school as this 
is the shortest route.
This would mean that we have absolutely no privacy and would be 
very vulnerable at Cock's Lodge.  As stated in 3.66, page 40 of the 
Northern and Eastern Hertfordshire: Gypsy and Traveller 
Accommodation:
In terms of site location the following must be borne in mind: sites 
should protect local people's privacy.
This is sufficient reason to render NH112 as a totally unsuitable 
location for a gypsy site. However there are numerous other reasons 
which include:

4
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 Anthony08/1498 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Tichney Wood is next to NH112. This is an ancient woodland which 
has a great deal of wildlife including deers, hares and several species 
of orchids.  The Gypsies/Travellers would have constant access to this -
 albeit not legally.  Ancient woodland is a constraint (Scott Wilson 
report).

The placement of a Gypsy/Traveller site here would completely 
overwhelm the very small number of Sandon residents.
The Broad Criteria of the Scott Wilson report 3.1.5.3 states that
(the sites) should be located within a reasonable distance of existing 
services and community facilities. Modes of public transport should be 
available, along with shops, education facilities (especially primary 
school) and doctors/health facilities.
Sandon has a very small primary school.  It, however, would not be the
 choice of the gypsies/travellers as they usually opt to attend Catholic 
schools and so would be bussed to Catholic schools (at great cost).
Doctors, hospitals, pharmacies, shops would all have to be accessed by
 public transport. The only public transport they could use to access 
doctors, shops and pharmacies is one bus that goes to Baldock once a 
week on a Tuesday, leaving at 9.43am and returning at 13.53pm the 
same day. Baldock is 6 miles away, not the 1km that is stated as 
necessary.  Buntingford, the nearest town,m is not accessible as the 
only bus that goes to Buntingford leaves Sandon on a Wednesday and
 returns the following Wednesday.  Royston is similarly not accessible 
as the only bus that goes to Royston leaves Sandon on a Tuesday and 
returns the following Tuesday. As 'the largest single difficulty identified
 was that of access to public transport...many households lack access to
 transport of their own' (Scott Wilson report, para22) it is unbelievable 
to suggest Sandon as a site for Gypsies/Travellers.
Many of the reasons that render NH112 Notley Green as totally 
unsuitable also apply to NH109 Payne end.  There are, of course, an 
enormous number of other reasons, which have been outlined in 
numerous other people's letters to you.
In short, Sandon is a completely unsuitable place for 
Gypsies/Travellers to live.

It is with great surprise that I read that Sandon is deemed to be a 
suitable location for a Gypsy/Travellers site.  The broad criteria 3.1.5.3
 states that (the sites) should be located within a reasonable distance 
of existing services and community facilities.  Modes of public transport

1
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 should be available, along with shops, education facilities (especially 
a primary school) and doctors/health facilities.  Sandon does, indeed, 
have a extremely small primary school.  The other services and 
facilities can only be accessed by the following almost non-existent 
public transport:
Baldock - There is one bus that goes once a week on a Tuesday only, 
leaving Sandon at 9.43am and returning to Sandon at 13.53pm the 
same day.
Buntingford - There is one bus that goes once a week on a Wednesday
 only, leaving Sandon at 12.35pm.  There is however, no return 
service to Sandon until the following Wednesday (ie one week later).
Royston - There is one bus that goes one a week on a Tuesday only, 
leaving Sandon at 13.55pm.  There is however, no return service to 
Sandon until the following Tuesday (ie one week later).
The nearest 2 towns are Buntingford, which is 4.6 miles away and 
Baldock which is 6 miles away.  Sandon is a very small village (only 
350 inhabitants) and so cannot provide employment. The roads are 
very narrow and so could not accommodate the gypsies' vehicles.  As 
the population is so small an influx of gypsies/travellers would 
completely alter the life of the village.  In short, Sandon is a 
completely unsuitable place for Gypsies/Travellers to live.

This is the map that shows the footpaths and track that go right next to 
the Cock's Lodge house with the proposed NH112 Gypsy and Traveller 
site 50 yards from the house, as mentioned in my previous e-mail.  
You can see the boundary of the Cock's Lodge property.  The map 
shows 
footpaths and a track that go right next to the house and over much of 
the property showing that there would be absolutely no privacy at 
Cock's Lodge if NH112 was used as a Gypsy and Traveller site.  Public 
rights of way "were to be avoided".  These footpaths and track would 
be used constantly by up to 90 Gypsies and Travellers going into the 
village for the school and bus etc, thus rendering Cock's Lodge 
unusable as a home.

The maps that have been used for the NH112 Gypsy and Traveller site
 are inaccurate, as acknowledged with Ordnance Survey.  The correct 
version is the one on the attachments I'm sending you.  (The maps are 
basically the same, but to different scales.)  You will see from these 
maps that the Cock's Lodge house is within 50 yards of the NH112 
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site.  
 
I am also going to attach in a separate e-mail a map that shows 
footpaths and a track that go right next to the house and over much of 
the property showing that there would be absolutely no privacy at 
Cock's Lodge if NH112 was used as a Gypsy and Traveller site.  Public 
rights of way "were to be avoided".  These footpaths and track would 
be used constantly by up to 90 Gypsies and Travellers going into the 
village for the school and bus etc, thus rendering Cock's Lodge 
unusable as a home.

These photographs show Cock's Lodge overlooking field NH112, the 
proposed Gypsy and Travellers' site.  The photographs were taken from
 Sandon Lane.  A footpath runs along the perimeter of field NH112 
between the field and Tichney Wood, and then traverses the Cock's 
Lodge site, exiting either on the road near Danyells or linking with 
another footpath leading towards Blagrove Common, an SSI site.
 
The photo of Sandon Lane at the east boundary of NH112 shows that 
Sandon Lane is a narrow lane.

 Bowker08/1528 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

There are no shops for provisions. Doctors is 7 miles away in Royston. 
Dentist is in Sawston 20 miles away as the local ones won't take on 
new NHS patients, or would travellers have more of a priority over me?
Public transport is next to non e existent.
I have know some of the travelling community in my past, they are not 
a lot different to most of us, good and bad alike, but unfortunately just 
like me they are going to need support and Sandon just doesn't have 
the infrastructure to cope.

1

  08/1531 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I write with reference to the site which i understand has been identified
 in a report prepared by Scott Wilson as a possible site for the location 
of a traveller pitches.

I should emphasize at the outset that i have nothing against travellers 
and this letter of opposition is written not for the usual nimby reasons, 
but rather because the site appears not to fulfil any of the normally 
applied criteria for the location of traveller pitches. If chosen it would 
not therefore be in the interests wither of the travellers or the village of 
Sandon.

1
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I have has an opportunity to see the thorough and persuasive written to
 you by representatives of Sandon Parish Council and do not propose 
to repeat the points made there at any length. In particular i do not 
address the significant procedural deficiencies and failures to observe 
the proper criteria when selecting the site. Suffice to say that if these 
were to be correct any decision based on them would be subject to 
judicial review and in all probability overturned, with the Council 
having to pay very significant legal expenses to the applicant/s. I am 
happy to adopt arguments set out in the parish Council's letter in 
relation to tall these general and procedural points.

IN summary the objections to the inclusion of the site in the list of 
possible locations for travellers pitches include:
There is no history of traveller movement in this area and this is good 
reason;
The public transport in the village is minimal and access generally 
would therefore be extremely difficult.
The nearest doctor's surgery is in Buntingford, several miles away and 
there is no regular bus service to that town.
The village school is already heavily oversubscribed and would be 
unable to offer places to the children of any families who moved into 
the area.
There is no mains drainage in the village and the site slopes sharply in
 places making the proper disposal of sewerage and other waste 
difficult.
The site is crossed by telegraph poles, which would have to be 
relocated adding significantly to the costs involved.
The only access to the site is from a road which is not salted during icy 
weather, making it hazardous for any traffic.
The village is composed of a series of hamlets and that immediately 
surrounding the site is small, both in terms of the numbers of 
houses,but also the number of people. The arrival of several traveller 
families would therefore have a disproportionate effect on the local 
community.

Taking all of the above into account it is very hard to see how the site 
has come to have been chosen as a possible site for travellers. It 
appears to fail every relevant criterion if correctly applied and would 
be a disaster for the travellers and the village alike.
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In the above circumstances i would most strongly urge you to look at 
alternative sites which would be better equipped and suited for 
travellers, since the site is by any sensible measure wholly 
inappropriate.
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  08/1532 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

With reference to the recent Scott Wilson report which identified two 
sites in Sandon as potential gypsy/travellers sites NH109 and NH112- 
we have grave concerns that both sites have been listed as appropriate
 locations. We are very surprised that either site has been selected 
against the criteria set out in the report and particularly that they are 
designated as sites of medium/high opportunity.
The background information supplied by NHDC on the website states 
that the chosen sites are in the most appropriate and sustainable 
locations, taking into account the needs of both the existing and future
 gypsy and travellers communities, however there appears to be no 
reference to the needs of the existing village community, nor indeed is
 there any reference to any existing relationship between Sandon and 
its immediate surrounds and any existing gypsy and travellers 
communities.

Both sites are situated on narrow country lanes with site NH109 on a 
particularly narrow single track lane which is prone to flooding, despite 
recent drainage improvements. Neither site is on the route of the local 
bus service, which is itself rudimentary at best. There are no shops, 
doctors or dentist practices or pub in the village only a basic post office
 which opens. Sandon does have a village school, but it is already 
over subscribed.

The Scott Wilson report refers to the need for safe and convenient 
access neither site in our view can provide this is terms of the local 
road network or the availability of public transport. Furthermore, it 
would certainly not be safe for parents and children to walk into the 
village along the country lanes from either site, even if there were 
appropriate local services available in the village.

The Scott Wilson report appears to adopt selection criteria based 
purely on questionable spatial or geographical appraisal. For reasons 
above, we would urge the Council to reject the findings of the report 
for both Sandon sites. If not, then we would urge that the Council 
undertake a comprehensive social, environmental and economic 
appraisal as part of their judgement process as it is quite clear that a 
new community such as that proposed will also have a much wider 
impact on the village infrastructure.

1
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Fisher

Fisher

08/1533

08/1533

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

It was with total incredulity that we read that Sandon was being 
proposed as a possible gypsy site.

The village of Sandon is made up of many small hamlets so that any 
large influx of people would be disproportionate to the current 
population.

These is also the question of access and egress to and from our very 
narrow lanes which in winter especially, are extremely treacherous. In 
addition public transport is minimal so access to nearby towns is very 
limited.

The village shop has long gone and the primary school is at full 
capacity. There is also no seasonal work in the village so it is difficult 
to see why Sandon is being considered when it falls so short of all the 
criteria listed for a suitable site.

Thank you for your acknowledgement of our letter of 19th November 
2007 and confirmation that the contents will be taken forward to the 
public enquiry.

We feel that the situation is even more serious from Sandon's 
perspective in view of the fact that two sites have already been 
eliminated.  We are at a total loss to understand why Sandon is still 
being considered in view of its total unsuitability in every way, as 
acknowledged by the fact that it fails to meet any of the criteria set out 
in your official report.

1

4

 Thompson08/1534 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

View with utter horror the possibility of a travellers site in our small 
community.

1
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 Stubbings08/1535 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

We are writing to respectfully suggest that two of the sites identified as 
potential sites for gypsy and travellers in the village of Sandon, do not 
meet the criteria set out in the report and if either site were chosen for 
the provision of a gypsy and travellers site would seriously affect and 
place a disproportionate burden on the existing community.

It seems incredible that a plan to provide affordable housing for the 
young of the village was dropped as it was considered not suitable yet 
the suggestion of a gypsy and travellers site in the village has been put
 forward as suitable.

The facilities are limited: no shops, no public houses, no health 
provision, a bus service twice a week and a community of approx 350 
inhabitants several miles from a main road. We chose this location for 
its natural beauty and wildlife habitat. We live a few metres from the 
Payne end site and have newts in the garden, a protected and 
endangered species, which most likely live in the surrounding gardens 
and meadows. The Notley site had a fine herd of deer; both of these 
creatures would undoubtedly be disturbed and driven away from their 
homes by the development of either site.
This does not seem to totally satisfactory location for a people group 
who require most if not all of the missing facilities. Most of the 
inhabitants of the village are now either retired or travel outside the 
village for work, what employment opportunities will be available for 
these people? Gypsies and travellers are probably going to hate living 
in such a remote and basic village, where little consideration for their 
needs seems to have been considered. The access roads into the 
village are small, narrow lanes and wither of the Sandon sites would 
be difficult to enter in the typical type of vehicle the travellers use.

We understand the need for providing sites for gypsies and travellers, 
along with the legal obligations of the local government, but Scot 
Wilson report reflect the true position of the needs of providing sites. In
 fact has the number of pitches required been qualified or established.

We ask you to disregard Sandon in the selection process as a village 
totally unsuitable for this type of development now or in the future.
 

1
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 Stubbings08/1535 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Further to our previous letter of the 18th November we again wish to 
write to stress our belief that the two sites identified as potential sites 
for gypsy and travellers, in the village of Sandon, do not meet the 
criteria set out in the Scott Wilson report and if either site were chosen 
for the provision of a gypsy and travellers site this would seriously affect
 the place a disproportionate burden on the existing community.

During the process of consultation the village, with the aid of some 
excellent people have uncovered more reasons that the concept of 
rural sites for gypsy and traveller sites are not acceptable or prudent for
 all parties concerned.  This is based on the information gathered from
 a conversation with the gypsy's and travellers themselves who say that 
rural sites are suicide for them, some forty rural sites have been 
developed and all of them have failed.  This is a waste of money and 
effort for all parties, causes stress and resentment for those who are 
forced to have sites in their location and to the travellers who do not 
want to be placed in such remote places.

The proposed sites have been visited by the Highway Agency and it is 
agreed that the access roads into the village are small.  The narrow 
lanes to either of the Sandon sites would be difficult to enter in the 
typical type of vehicle the travellers use.  Therefore substantial ground 
works would be required to make either site suitable for trailers and 
excessive drainage works would also be needed to prevent flooding on
 the sloping sites, let alone the work needed to gain and provide 
suitable safe access on and off the sites.

We understand the need for providing sites for gypsies and travellers, 
along with the legal obligations of the local government, but still 
maintain that the Scott Wilson report and EERA recommendations do 
not reflect the true position in the provision of sites.  In fact has the 
number of pitches required been qualified or established?

4

 Brown08/1536 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I would like to express my opposition to the implementation of this 
proposal.
Sandon does not meet any of the criteria stipulated in the Scott-Wilson
 report.  Indeed, if these aforementioned criteria are to be taken 
seriously, I am puzzled by this suggested choice of location and 
believe that this would be seriously open to challenge.

4
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 Brown08/1536 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

The criteria published by the authority concerning the suitability of 
sites cause me to wonder why these proposed sites in Sandon are 
under consideration. AS no doubt you are aware, there is virtually no 
public transport, the school is full, there is no public house and the 
only shop we have is a saddlery, the nearest shops are 7 miles away.

I do not wish to enlarge on these considerations, but i think that 
problem of access to this area deserves further attention. The roads 
around Sandon demand very careful driving. this is largely due to the 
narrowness of most of the roads and the blind corners and steep 
gradients that abound in the area. 
The area is very agricultural area where the farms are large and the 
crops are largely cereals, thus the machinery used is frequently of great
 size. On our narrow roads we often have to back up for a considerable 
distance when we meet farm machinery which is often on the road and
 are often impossible to reverse. Cars are always expected to give way. 
Nevertheless it is very difficult to back a towing vehicle and in narrow 
roads nearly impossible. Travellers, towing caravans etc.. would 
inevitably experience this and other difficulties. The whole problem is 
exacerbated for all local roads users by the very nature of most of the 
roads which are narrow and high incidence of blind corners. 

Yet another difficulty arises from the topography of the area. We are 
situated on the sharp slope of the eastern part of the Chiltern Hills. 
Thus some server gradients have to be tackled by road users, again a 
difficulty for those towing. The winter of course adds to this difficulty. 
We have been informed that what very little gritting is done cannot be 
increased.

I hope i have shown adequately the particular difficulties associated 
with the access to the Sandon area. This represents a constant 
consideration for existing road users. Increasing use can only worsen 
for everyone and not least for the additional and different road users 
that the proposals imply.

1
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McElroy

McElroy

08/1537

08/1537

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I would like to lodge my objection to the proposed sites for travellers 
pitches in Sandon.

Neither of the two proposed sites appears to meet many of the criteria 
laid down for the selection of sites. Indeed, the only criterion seems to 
be met, that for schooling. One site is remote, would require extensive 
work at huge expense to provide the necessary services for everyday 
life and was turned down as a site for affordable housing because of its
 situation. The other site is boggy ground. Sandon has no doctor, 
chemist or village shop and there is very little public transport. It is a 
considerable distance in any direction along narrow country lanes to 
get to a main road, so none of the criteria regarding access , 
availability of public transport, medical facilities etc can be met. In 
addition, the village of 350 people is not a single village, but consists 
of a number of small communities, so the addition of up to 90 more 
people to any one of these hamlets would have a very considerable 
impact.

Thank you for your letter in reply to mine of the 16th November.  I note
 the period for formal consultation of the Council's Land Associations 
Development plan, but can find no justification for the inclusion of 
Sandon in the areas being considered.  the situation seems even more
 critical since, in the period since sending my first letter, two possible 
sites in this area have been struck off the list, leaving Sandon more 
likely to be selected despite meeting only one of the criteria laid down
 as essential for Travellers' sites.

I would urge the Council to look very carefully again at the criteria and
 how far Sandon meets them.

1

3
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Brown

Brown

08/1538

08/1538

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

This proposal seems to be most inappropriate for the following 
reasons.
In the first place the village has less than 400 residents. It has already 
been suggested that there should be new houses within the designated
 triangle of the village. To increase the population by any more would 
make integration very difficult.
The school is for primary school children and is already full. It has only
 there classes each covering at least a two year age span. There is 
therefore no room in the school and additional children from the gypsy
 or travellers families would present a severe strain on the teaching 
staff despite the advice which would be available from County Hall. 
The village has only a saddlery and corn merchants, the nearest shops 
being at least 65 miles away. There is no public house. I understand 
the report on this matter said that sites should have public transport 
available. There is no daily bus service.

There is also the fact that there is no employment available in the 
village. There are farms that need only limited staff these days and 
already full employment. Also two shops, mentioned above have staff 
already. There is no chance of employment in the village for the 
youngsters already here.

It is also distressing that this provision for gypsy and traveller family 
groups is being considered for the village, when youngsters from 
long-established families are refused council housing when they wish 
to live near their parents.

Potential Gypsy and Traveller Sites at Sandon

My undersigned Parish Councillors have asked me to send the 
following to you.

We wish to add to our previous representations made in November 
2007.

We have seen the representations of the two Sandon Landowners 
whose land is being considered as areas of search for Gypsy and 
Traveller sites.  In particular we have read the representation of Liam 
Henaghan, dated 15.1.08, and of Teddy Faure Walker dated 10.3.08, 
and entirely agree with and endorse their comments and wish to adopt

1

5
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 Brown08/1538 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

 them for ourselves in their entirety.

We have seen in draft a copy of a report prepared at the request of the 
Sandon Action Group by Bidwell's planning experts and support and 
endorse their views, in particular the view expressed by their expert 
Highways engineer to the effect that, as we suspected, neither site 
could be safely accessed under current Highways Regulations.

We wish to voice our concern that, in spite of a certificate of 
community liaison made by NHDC in 2005, there was in fact no prior 
public consultation, of which we are aware, prior to the listing of the 
various areas of search for Gypsy and Traveller site in the Idf currently 
under public consultation.  This weakens the Idf process.

We support NHDC's opposition to the blanket imposition of 15 new 
pitches everywhere regardless of need.  We do not believe that such a 
need exists in or near Sandon and will be participating in the EERA 
public consultation in this matter.

We repeat our opposition to the two proposed sites in Sandon and the 
reasons outlined in our previous representations.

Councillors supporting the statement contained in this letter:

Robert Wornham (signed) Teddy Faure Walker (signed)
Kay Bolton (signed) Jean Handley

(signed)
Penelope Wallbridge (signed) Fiona Cannon

(signed)

I am sorry to hear that no action has yet been taken to reject the 
concept of one or two sites in Sandon.  I understand that Ashwell has 
been rejected and yet is has many more of the proposed positive 
conditions needing to be fulfilled than does Sandon. (This does not 
mean that I wish to suggest that Ashwell should be imposed upon for 
those sites.)
Further to my previous letter there are further points that I wish to draw 
to your attention, I understand that these sites should be where the 
population is large enough for the gypsies and travellers not to alter 

3
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the present structure of the area. Since Sandon consists of eight 
separate hamlets stretching over several miles, this clearly is not a 
condition that could be fulfilled.
Secondly, it has come to my attention that although there is a small 
village primary school (unsuitable for reasons given in my previous 
letter) any gypsy settlement would expect transport to be provided to a 
catholic school.
I hope these views and all others you receive will be given proper 
consideration.

 Herbert08/1539 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I refer to the Scott Wilson report which has apparently identified 2 sites
 in Sandon as suitable for gypsy and traveller accommodation.

I am not anti traveller, we have a family of travellers who have lived in
 various sites around the village for several years, so far as i am 
concerned in entire harmony.

Assessment of need
Is there an unmet need demonstrated by a pattern of gypsy/traveller 
activity in the area, usually seen as unauthorized and nuisance 
camping - there is no such evidence here.
Have local travellers been consulted as to whether they want a site in 
this area - the local family tell me that they have not been consulted 
and doubt whether other travellers wish to come to this area.

What is the point of locating a site in an area that travellers do not use 
and do not wish to use?

Consultation with local people
This was another pre requisite in my experience, while there did not 
need to be unanimous support, the idea of acquiring a site though 
compulsory purchase in the face of local opposition is not attractive. 
Most sites, in my experience, were in areas where the nuisance effect 
of unauthorized camping made local people keen to find a solution to 
the problem. The way that this project has been handled is calculated 
to raise opposition to any local traveller encampments.
I suggest that the Council states as is the case in St Albans, that there 
will be no compulsory purchases for gypsy/traveller sites: there needs to
 be acceptance by local people for a site to thrive.

1
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Access to local amenities and employment
GYpsy and travellers need access to : shops, schools, public transport, 
health services and employment. Sandon has : no shop (only Post 
office), a primary school, a bus 3 times week, the nearest GP surgery is 
6 miles away and there are almost no prospects of seasonal or 
permanent employment. We don't even have a pub.
There are no local amenities, public transport or employment in 
Sandon.

Site Suitability
A gypsy/traveller site needs easy access and a level site. Neither 
Sandon site has easy access, both being approached through narrow 
lanes and the site at Payne End slopes. I assume that neither has been
 the subject of a full site survey.

Access to these sites is down narrow roads unsuitable for wide vehicles.

Impact on environment and wildlife
I live adjacent to Payne End site and have seen no fewer than 65 bird 
species in or within walking distance of the proposed site. Unusual and 
threatened species that i have seen in this filed include: hen harrier, 
Marsh harrier, Montague harrier, short eared, barn and tawny owls, 
corn bunting and winter passage migrants, it has 2 old oak trees in the 
middle of the site which undoubtedly do much to support the amazing 
range of birds, the mature trees also provide nesting sites.

Establishing a gypsy and traveller site here will damage an important 
wildlife corridor.

Process
The sites that have been identified seem so inappropriate on so many 
counts, that i doubt that the entire assessment process has been carried
 out properly. The way the issue has been handled with local people 
has been so poor that it is bound to develop antagonism.

The process used to identify potential sites should be challenged as 
not fit for purpose.

Effect on local people
Sandon is a small village, divided into 3 or 4 hamlets, any one of 
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which would probably be not much bigger in population terms than 
the proposed gypsy site. The ability to absorb travellers would be very 
limited. Further the stress that this situation is putting on local people 
is unbelievable: our house if not unsaleable, will reduce to a figure 
below that which we paid for it, giving us financial problems and 
wiping out my pension and savings. How can it be reasonable that a 
group of individuals who have supported the law and paid taxes all 
their lives can in one move find there wellbeing undermined for the 
supposed benefit of a smaller group of individuals? Thus way lies 
acharchy.

The COuncil should immediately declare that there will be no 
gypsy/traveller sates in the locations identified in Sandon.

In summary please ensure that the COuncil declares that the 
designated potential sites identified in Sandon are unsuitable that it 
will not, now or in the future attempt to acquire through compulsory 
purchase any sites for gypsies and travellers.

 Dowler08/1542 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for 14 years. I do not 
consider that Sandon is a suitable site for travellers as it is too isolated,
 too far from main roads, shops, schools, medical facilities etc, reached
 by very narrow lanes, in a terrible state of repair, which are not wide 
enough to accommodate large caravans.

1
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 Dowler08/1542 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

3

 Dowler08/1543 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for 14 years. I do not 
consider that Sandon is a suitable site for travellers as it is too isolated,
 too far from main roads, shops, schools, medical facilities etc, reached
 by very narrow lanes, in a terrible state of repair, which are not wide 
enough to accommodate large caravans.

2
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 Dowler08/1543 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

3

 Dowler08/1544 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for 14 years. I do not 
consider that Sandon is a suitable site for travellers as it is too isolated,
 too far from main roads, shops, schools, medical facilities etc, reached
 by very narrow lanes, in a terrible state of repair, which are not wide 
enough to accommodate large caravans.

1
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Bolton

Bolton

08/1545

08/1545

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

It states that the gypsies need to be near shops, doctors, schools, buses.
 Sandon has no doctor (nearest 5.6miles away), no shops,, the bus 
service here is a joke, not reliable and only to Royston and Baldock 
and Buntingford. We do have a very small school, but not senior.

The roads around here are very narrow and bendy, unsuitable for large
 caravans etc... In bad weather some flood, in snow some are 
impassable and highly dangerous because we have little or no gritting 
done.
It states that they will want to work , we have nothing in this or 
surrounding villages.
The proposed sites are near to an ancient woodland, an historic mount
 and Blagrove common, which i believe is a protected site because of 
the orchids that grow there. One site has a large dip in it, that floods in
 winter.
To have a large number of extra people placed in Sandon would 
totally unbalance the services provided by local council and we could 
find local people outnumbered by the new people. 
I'm sure  if you asked the gypsies where they would like to go, they 
would not pick Sandon.

I feel I must write and air my concerns about the proposal to include 
two locations in Sandon as possible  sites for Gypsies.
I have lived in Sandon for 22 years, and do not believe that these sites
 are suitable for them or for the village. I have read the Scott Wilson 
report and the Sandon Parish Councils response,I believe you have 
not yet responded in detail.  I wish to associate myself with the points 
raised in that letter and to adopt them.
We have a bus only twice a week, but no shop, pub, or Doctor,and 
most of all no work for  them. The two sites are waterlogged and the 
roads too narrow and not gritted in winter.
 Both sites fail to meet the needs of the very people they are supposed
 to help and would in time swamp the local village community, with 
the very real possibility of becoming ghettos.
 I wish to register my total opposition to the two potential sites in 
Sandon.

5

1
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 Bolton08/1545 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

As a resident of Sandon for 22 years, I am very concerned about the 
proposed sites in Sandon. Both sites are totally unsuitable for them to 
live, the biggest problem is road access. the roads around here are 
narrow and twisting, don't get gritted in winder, they flood, the Payne 
end site's gateway is on a bend, Notley has no direct access onto the 
lane.
We have no transport, no doctors, no shops, no work. it makes Sandon 
sound a very dull place to live, but we want to live here.  has anyone 
asked the Gypsies if they want to live in an isolated rural place like 
Sandon.  We have no history of gypsy movement through our village 
at all. It will be like recent council tenants put here by North Herts 
Homes, have only lasted 18 months before they are bored and pushing
 to get back to a town.
As it now appears that the Scott Wilson Report is flawed and EERA has
 insisted on 15 pitches when only 3 seem to be needed, would it be a 
good idea to rethink the proposed Sandon sites, not only for the 
gypsies and the people of Sandon but if you put the gypsies where 
they don't want to be, they will move on anyway leaving the site 
derelict and wasting many hundreds of pounds of tax payers money.
Please rethink this proposal.

4

 Scrivens08/1546 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Until the Council Cabinet meeting of 18th December, all 9 Potential 
Opportunity areas in the NHDC area were up for consideration. At that 
meeting, Ashwell asked the Cabinet to reject its site NH 18 from the 
options because in the 'Background Report' NH 18 should be 
downgraded to category 3. The council considered this and as a result 
of a vote (4 in favour, 3 against) the proposal was carried and Ashwell, 
Kings Walden and Reed sites (similarly downgraded to category 3) 
were removed from the original 9 Scott Wilson options. 

We have considered why the NH 18 Ashwell site might have been 
downgraded from category 2 to 3 (the  'Background Report' 
(http://www.north-herts.gov.uk/background_report.pdf) only very recently
 published by NHDC, denied access to our Sandon committee by 
NHDC but granted to Ashwell residents) indicate on page 80, 
For Ashwell NH 18 
NH:
Undulating/sloping.
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 

2
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intrusive in the landscape.
And for Ashwell NH 19 (not part of Scott Wilson report)
Partners agree removal of all rank '3' sites. Site should be treated as a 
Green Belt site as it will 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, 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. 

We have viewed the NH 18 site and cannot see great differences in 
topography, location of residences etc to the two sites (NH 109 ¿ page 
108 and NH 112 - page 110) in Sandon. We residents in Sandon are 
beginning to feel particularly aggrieved especially as Scott Wilson' 
criteria for selection were
a)A site that doesn't flood
b)Good road communications
c)Proximity to Schools
d)Proximity to public transport
e)Proximity to shops
f)Proximity to doctors and health facilities
Ashwell satisfies all 6 conditions, 
Reed satisfies all but the last. 
Sandon only 2 ¿ a & c). 

On page 73 there is the comment 

NH: 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 Again I have attached a 
shape file. We think that this area should be considered again as 
potential site. 

Scott Wilson comment
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Site is located within a Medium (Orange) opportunity area and 
therefore was not selected due to the amount of sites in higher 
opportunity areas. In light of your comments, this site could be added 
to the list. 

This site, although now recommended for adding to Scott Wilson's list 
of recommendations has not been added to (as far as we are aware) to 
the 6 remaining from the original 9 Potential Opportunity areas for 
consideration at the next stage of appraisal. 

Late 2004, we wrote to NHDC enquiring about building a possible 
single residence in one of our paddocks and 6th Jan 2005, Richard 
Tiffin, Baldock & District Planning Officer, replied by email:-
'New dwellings must be supported by an agricultural justification as 
required by Government advice PPS 7. Otherwise there will be a 
strong presumption against new dwellings in the countryside.'

How come these rules can be so easily overridden when gypsy sites are
 considered? 
We call upon North Hertfordshire District Council to
Either 

a)Reinstate Ashwell, Reed and Kings Walden sites for equal 
consideration as indicated in Mark Warner's letter of 15th December 
together with the contractor's yard close to junction 9 of the A1 (M), 
next to the A505.
Or
b)Remove Sandon sites NH 112 & NH 109 from the Potential 
Opportunity areas for consideration because of my arguments above.
And
c)Confirm that they will not use their powers of Compulsory Purchase to
 acquire privately owned land designated Potential Opportunity areas 
(as St Albans Council have done).
d)Identify the names and addresses of the members of 'The Partners' 
who between them decided that Ashwell, Reed and Kings Walden 
could be downgraded to category 3, such that we can be assured that 
there is no favouritism being created by virtue of the vicinity of their 
homes to the sites in question.
NHDC information service have failed to inform it residents of their 
deliberations to implement Government strategy regarding the need to
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 Scrivens08/1546 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

 provide pitches for gypsies and travelling community. This has not 
prevented its residents to have become aware, by chance since 
October 2007 of NHDC plans that they have secretly been considering 
for the last 12months or more. This is surely a dereliction of their stated
 purposed 'asking the public for its views'.

it would appear that the criteria used to select these sites are proximity 
to shops, doctors, primary schools and public transport and that the 
sites should have good road communication. Only one criteria is 
satisfied - proximity to a primary school, all others fail. How could these
 sites have been selected? a pin in the map and a guess? These sites 
must be rejected.

Why was the proximity to schools such a criteria? residents of Sandon, 
if they live more than a mile from their school, are provided with free 
transport by local authority. Surely this must also be provided for the 
gypsy race too? and hence the need to be near a school is irrelevant.

The report suggests that a site may accommodate up to 75 people. 
Sandon has a settled community of approx 350 residents. Sandon is 
unusual as a village in that it is spread out over some 8 hamlets with 
none having more than 75 residents. A site of this size would swamp 
the village and change it disproportionately. The same agrument 
could be used for the villages of Reed and Barkway.

We doubt that gypsies wish to be attached to village communities 
preferring to out on limb.

If we really have to have sites in North Herts, we believe they should 
be sited near to main arterial roads and as far away from existing 
communities as possible, preferably in sites well screened from view.

Oliver
I am aware from conversations with others that you are opposed to 
theScott Wilson's chosen Potential Opportunity Areas for Gypsy and 
Traveller sites in Sandon, Barkway and Reed (and no doubt Ashwell 
and Buntingford).
Lest you had thought otherwise, we (myself and Jacquay) are 

4
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 Scrivens08/1546 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

similarluy opposed and I attach copies of letters I have sent to
a) Norht herts District Council with my comments to their FAQs
b) East of England Regional Authority
for your interest 
The important thing is to have these sites - particularly, as far as we are
 concerned - sites NH109 & NH112 removed from the proposals.  This 
is very imperative as otherwise their existence as proposals may stay on
 the books for an indeterminate numbers of years thus blighting future 
possibilities of house sales and their values.
We ask that you use all powers at your command to see off this 
dastardly proposal at the earliest date.

I write this, at sea on the Queen Elizabeth 2, cruising to Sydney, 
Australia. I hope to be able to send it to you by email and any reply 
that you may choose to make I would appreciate being sent also by 
email to my email address above.
Should you not have read my earlier letter to Mark Wilson on the 9th 
November 2007, I suggest that you do so to acquaint yourself of my 
earlier objections to the proposed NH112 and NH109 sites. Mark 
Wilson kindly replied on the 15th November indicating that public 
consultations would commence on 18th January.
Until the Council Cabinet meeting of 18th December, all 9 Potential 
Opportunity areas in the NHDC area were up for consideration. At that 
meeting, Ashwell asked the Cabinet to reject its site NH 18 from the 
options because in the 'Background Report' NH 18 should be 
downgraded to category 3. The council considered this and as a result 
of a vote (4 in favour, 3 against) the proposal was carried and Ashwell, 
Kings Walden and Reed sites (similarly downgraded to category 3) 
were removed from the original 9 Scott Wilson options. 

We have considered why the NH 18 Ashwell site might have been 
downgraded from category 2 to 3 (the  'Background Report' 
(http://www.north-herts.gov.uk/background_report.pdf) only very recently
 published by NHDC, denied access to our Sandon committee by 
NHDC but granted to Ashwell residents) indicate on page 80, 
For Ashwell NH 18 
NH:
Undulating/sloping.
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 

5
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intrusive in the landscape.
And for Ashwell NH 19 (not part of Scott Wilson report)
Partners agree removal of all rank '3' sites. Site should be treated as a 
Green Belt site as it will 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, 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. 

We have viewed the NH 18 site and cannot see great differences in 
topography, location of residences etc to the two sites (NH 109 ¿ page 
108 and NH 112 - page 110) in Sandon. We residents in Sandon are 
beginning to feel particularly aggrieved especially as Scott Wilson' 
criteria for selection were
a)      A site that doesn't flood
b) Good road communications
c) Proximity to Schools
d) Proximity to public transport
e) Proximity to shops
f) Proximity to doctors and health facilities
Ashwell satisfies all 6 conditions, 
Reed satisfies all but the last. 
Sandon only 2 ¿ a & c). 

On page 73 there is the comment 

NH: 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 Again I have attached a 
shape file. We think that this area should be considered again as 
potential site. 

Scott Wilson comment
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08/1546

Site is located within a Medium (Orange) opportunity area and 
therefore was not selected due to the amount of sites in higher 
opportunity areas. In light of your comments, this site could be added 
to the list. 

This site, although now recommended for adding to Scott Wilson's list 
of recommendations has not been added to (as far as we are aware) to 
the 6 remaining from the original 9 Potential Opportunity areas for 
consideration at the next stage of appraisal. 

Late 2004, we wrote to NHDC enquiring about building a possible 
single residence in one of our paddocks and 6th Jan 2005, Richard 
Tiffin, Baldock & District Planning Officer, replied by email:-
'New dwellings must be supported by an agricultural justification as 
required by Government advice PPS 7. Otherwise there will be a 
strong presumption against new dwellings in the countryside.'

How come these rules can be so easily overridden when gypsy sites are
 considered? 
We call upon North Hertfordshire District Council to
Either 

a) Reinstate Ashwell, Reed and Kings Walden sites for equal 
consideration as indicated in Mark Warner's letter of 15th December 
together with the contractor's yard close to junction 9 of the A1 (M), 
next to the A505.
Or
b)      Remove Sandon sites NH 112 & NH 109 from the Potential 
Opportunity areas for consideration because of my arguments above.
And
c)      Confirm that they will not use their powers of Compulsory 
Purchase to acquire privately owned land designated Potential 
Opportunity areas (as St Albans Council have done).
d)      Identify the names and addresses of the members of 'The 
Partners' who between them decided that Ashwell, Reed and Kings 
Walden could be downgraded to category 3, such that we can be 
assured that there is no favouritism being created by virtue of the 
vicinity of their homes to the sites in question.

7
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 Scrivens NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Having now returned from my sojourn in the southern hemisphere, we 
have received your reply of 20th February to our email and we thank 
you for it and note its contents. 

You state that the Council decided to remove Ashwell, Reed & Kings 
Walden sites from the consideration process and that they were not 
reinstated. We consider this decision to be wrong and that they should 
have been reinstated for the reasons stated in my email. At that 
November meeting, the Council were to consider the Scott Wilson 
Report in its entirety (why else was it commissioned if some elements 
of it could so easily be dismissed?) and the submission by the Ashwell 
representative that their sites should be removed was all too easily 
instantaneously accepted by the Council; they should have given the 
submission at least a weeks consideration before making their decision.
 The Scott Wilson report should either be considered in its entirety or 
dismissed out of hand. 

You state that the A505 Baldock Bypass Contractors Site has been 
eliminated from the consultation process because it is in Green Belt. 
Surely it always was. If it could be used as a Contractors Site then 
surely it too could be used as a Gypsy & Traveller site. It just needs 
your Council to act positively as they did in allowing The Contractors 
Site. 

CONSULTATION RESPONSE ¿ LAND USE  - Gypsy & Travellers 

We write to make a formal response to the NHDC Land Use 
Consultation, in particular the Gypsy & Traveller Section. 

We make six points. 

1.                Scott Wilson evaluation criterion ¿ over simple/too narrow 

The need for a clear and transparent set of criterion is understood and 
appreciated but the original filter resting on access to primary school, 
doctors' surgery and a bus stop is too narrow. 

a) Access to schooling is important for this section of the community, 
however the particular problem with gypsy and traveller children is the 
necessity to move on to secondary education, consequently criterion 
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focusing solely on primary education will exasperate this problem.  

b) Good health care is important for disadvantaged communities, 
however, once again, it is wrong to presume that access to doctors' 
surgeries provides satisfactory health care. Access to hospital facilities, 
walk-in clinics and the like are equally important.  

c) Public transport availability. In suggesting that access to a bus stop 
will suffice is wrong. 

1.   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?  

2.   It is not culturally in the nature of a traveller community to use bus 
services as their chosen transport? The traveller community has an 
enterprise culture, 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. 

2.                Additional important criterion 

Consequent to the arguments above there are two obvious particularly 
important conclusions. The need for: 

a) Easy (preferably walking) access to secondary schools to allow 
parental support and integration into the school community. 

b) Close proximity to hospital facilities. 

Given the points above about the entrepreneurial nature of this 
community (having their own vehicles), two further points flow. 

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

d) Ready and close proximity to a larger residential and commercial 
centres where greater employment opportunities will readily available.

The four issues listed above should be included as criteria since they 
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will ultimately lead to a successful development. We request that the 
elected councillors, as community leaders, have the opportunity to 
consider these points. They will surely recognise the importance of 
these elements which seem so far to have been overlooked. 

3.                Sites in sensitive settings 

The consultation considerations include sites which are expected to 
become green belt and clearly these sites will be considered rightly 
less suitable. However, other types of site sensitivity should also be 
applied as ranking filters. For example, the proximity to:- 

a)      conservation areas, 

b)     sites of special scientific or nature interest, 

c)      historical monuments,

d)     NHDC plan policies for an area and the environs around search 
areas, should all play a formal role in site rankings. 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 currently 
are not. There is no systematic application of these considerations as 
there has been for green belt considerations. 

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. 

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 and should be included in the Council's deliberations. 
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 Scrivens08/1546 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

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 is subsequently moved into another authority's boundary, 
that the initial providing authority would be judged to have discharged
 it's expected quota.

A failure of the North Hertfordshire District Council's information service
 to inform its residents of their deliberations to implement Government 
strategy regarding the need to provide pitches for Gypsies and the 
Travelling Community, has not prevented its residents to have become
 aware, by chance, since the middle of October 2007, of North 
Hertfordshire District council's plans that they have secretly been 
considering for the last twelve months or more.  This is a gross 
dereliction of their stated purposes "Asking the public for its views"

We, the Scrivens family, have lived in Sandon for nearly 30 years.  
The Scott Wilson Report, Commissioned by North Hertfordshire District 
Council (and others) has identified two Potential Opportunity area, 
NH112 and NH109 in Sandon and (for our concerns) others in Ashwell, 
Reed. Barkway and Buntingford.  It would appear that the criteria used 
to select these sites are proximity to shops, doctors, primary schools 
and public transport and that the sites should have good road 
communication.  Only one of these criteria are satisfied by NH112 and 
109 - proximity to a primary school; all the others fail.  How could 
these sites have been selected?  A pin in the map and a guess?  
These sites must be rejected.

Why was the proximity to schools such a criteria?  Residents of Sandon
 (and elsewhere in the United Kingdom no doubt, and also no doubt 
without consideration to their race, religion, colour or creed), if they 

9
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live more than a mile from their school, are provided with free 
transport (taxi, mini-bus or coach) by the local authority.  Surely this 
must also be provided for the Gypsy race too? And hence the need to 
be near a school is irrelevant.

The report suggests that a site may accommodate up to 75 people.  
Sandon has a settled community of approximately 350 residents.  
Sandon is unusual as a village (someone has suggested that it is the 
largest geographic village in the country) in that it is spread out over 
some 8 hamlets with none having more than 75 residents.  A site of 
this size would swamp the village and change it disproportionately.  
The same argument could be used (though not the hamlet one) for the
 villages of Reed and Barkway.

We doubt that Gypsies wish to be attached to village (or town, for that 
matter) communities.  Preferring to be out on limb.

If we really have to have sites in North Hertfordshire (and of that we are
 not so far convinced), we believe they should be sited near to main 
arterial roads and as far away from existing communities (or individual 
houses) as possible, preferably in sites well screened from view.

However, we also query have the Councils accepted an edict from the 
Government to provide these sites without questioning its legality?  
Gypsies and Romany Gypsies and Irish Travellers are defined as 
minority ethnic groups under the Race Relations Act (1976).  Surely 
this is race discrimination under the Race Discrimination Act, providing
 sites and pitches for these races whilst not doing so for other races?  
[.............]

We call upon you to reject these sites out of hand.
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 Garwood08/1547 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

We pay our council tax and what do we get GYPSIES
I and everybody else that lives here in Sandon do not want it 
anywhere near us. If your absolutely honest how would you or anyone 
on the planning committee feel about having a Gypsy/Travellers site 
dumped on them?

OH MY GOD!!!
 
WHY ARE YOU CONSIDERING PUTTING GYPSIES IN SANDON !!!!!!!
 
YOUR CRITERIA IS ALL WRONG! WE HAVE NO SHOPS, NO 
SECONDARY SCHOOL, NO
DOCTOR, LIMITED PUBLIC TRANSPORT
 
I AM GLAD I LIVE IN THE COUNTRYSIDE
 
I DO NOT WANT GYPSIES LIVING HERE!!!!
 
WHY DO YOU HAVE TO SPOIL IT FOR THE VILLAGERS OF 
SANDON BY MOVING IN A
LOAD OF GYPSIES  !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
 
WE ARE IN THE PROCESS OF GATHERING VILLAGERS VIEWS AND
  LOOKING TO GET
OUR CONCERNS AIRED ON ANGLIA TONIGHT AND WE WILL BE 
CONTACTING OUR LOCAL
MP.
WE WILL NOT PUT UP WITH THIS AND SIT TIGHT LIKE A LOAD OF 
LEMONS

 

1
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 Walsh08/1548 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon
 as possible sites for Gypsies and Travellers.  I do not believe that 
these sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the 
village.  

Not only would these sites be a blot on the landscape and swamp the 
small village community of Sandon, they fail to meet the needs of the 
very people they are supposed to help.  With little opportunity for local
 employment, there is a real possibility of these sites developing into 
ghettos.  

I wish to register my total opposition to the two potential sites at 
Sandon.

1

 Faurewalker08/1549 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I was brought up in Sandon and lived there for 25 years, I therefore 
know the village and the surrounding area very well. 

I am concerned about the proposal to include possible sites for Gypsies
 and Travellers in Sandon.  I do not believe that these sites are 
suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the village. 

The needs of the very people these sites are meant to help seem not 
to have been taken into account and cannot be met if the proposed 
sites are located within Sandon. The lack of facilities and community 
of Sandon are not big enough to accommodate the sites and meet the
 needs of the people within them and the village is in danger of being 
swamped by many new people with little opportunity for local 
employment or access, via public transport or inadequate roads, to 
employment and facilities further away. 

I wish to register my total opposition to the two potential sites at 
Sandon.

2
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 Elliott08/1550 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Redhill, part of Sandon and have been for the last 
11.5 years. I am concerned about the proposal to include two locations
 in Sandon as possible sites for Gypsies and travellers. I do not believe 
that these sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the 
village. I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott 
Wilson Report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail. I wish to
 associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to adopt 
them.

1

 Walker08/1553 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I write to record my objection to the proposed building of one or two 
permanent sites for 'travellers' in the village of Sandon.  I have lived in
 the village for 85 years and have seen it change from the largely 
farming community it was in my youth.  The proposal makes no sense 
to me either as a benefit to the travellers or the villagers.  Fifty years 
ago, there was at ;least regular, seasonal work in agriculture to provide 
work.  Today, due to the mechanisation of farming, there is practically 
none.  Fifty years ago, travellers and villages shared a life based on 
the land.  Whilst the relationship was never easy, the benefits of an 
increased in workforce during harvest time, were clear to all.  Today 
travellers and villagers do not share the common bond and this will 
only increase the potential enmity on both sides.  The proposal also 
makes no sense when judged against the criteria apparently used by 
the Scott Wilson review in determining potential sites.  Sandon has no 
regular public transport, no public houses, no doctor and no shop,  In 
addition the number of additional residents would be completely out 
or proportion to the size of the local community, particularly as 
Sandon is divided into a number of small hamlets.

1
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 Walker08/1553 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

3
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 Fiducia08/1560 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am surprised to note that there is a possibility of a travellers' site 
being located in one of two provisionally identified areas in Sandon.
I have lived in Sandon with my family for around 14 years and 
although it is a friendly and attractive village it does have its 
disadvantages, many of which seem to be adversely to impact upon 
the likelihood of the travelling community find the village appropriate 
to their needs.
First and foremost, the sites themselves, in particular the one to the 
rear of Payne End seems entirely inappropriate for the location of 
caravans.
The Payne End site is on a steeply sloping land and the entrance to 
the field is, as my family knows to its cost, on a very narrow country 
lane that barely allows two ordinary vehicles to pass each other. C 
culvert runs under the road at the field entrance and in heavy rain the 
road and Payne End site flood on several occasions every year. 
Although a wider gauge pipe has been put under the road at this point
 it is still not sufficient to carry away heavy rains.

Additionally, despite the series of letters written by me and by others to
 the NHDC over the years the road is never gritted, notwithstanding the 
two steep hills between Payne End and the A505. I understand that 
the road is classified as a D-road and thus there is no obligation on any
 authority to grit it. In freezing conditions it is thus always dangerous, 
again as my family has found to its cost.

With regard to amenities both sites again seem far removed from those
 that might suit the traveller community. The village has no shop, no 
public transport of any consequence, no doctors or dental surgeries 
and a post office that opens a few brief hours each week. The nearest 
shops are at least 6 miles away. There are no public houses or similar 
venues in the village.

I have to say therefore that it seems to me that the needs of the 
traveller community would not be met were they to be located on 
either prospective site in Sandon.

3
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 Fiducia08/1560 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

5
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 Fiducia08/1560 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am surprised to note that there is a possibility of a travellers site being
 located in one of two provisionally identified areas in Sandon.

The sites themselves in particular the one at the rear of Payne End, 
seem entirely inappropriate for the location of caravans.

The Payne End site is on a steeply sloping land and the entrance to 
the field is, as my family knows to its cost, on a very narrow country 
lane that barely allows two ordinary vehicles to pass each other. C 
culvert runs under the road at the field entrance and in heavy rain the 
road and Payne End site flood on several occasions every year. 
Although a wider gauge pipe has been put under the road at this point
 it is still not sufficient to carry away heavy rains.

Additionally, despite the series of letters written by me and by others to
 the NHDC over the years the road is never gritted, notwithstanding the 
two steep hills between Payne End and the A505. I understand that 
the road is classified as a D-road and thus there is no obligation on any
 authority to grit it. In freezing conditions it is thus always dangerous, 
again as my family has found to its cost.

With regard to amenities both sites again seem far removed from those
 that might suit the traveller community. The village has no shop, no 
public transport of any consequence, no doctors or dental surgeries 
and a post office that opens a few brief hours each week. The nearest 
shops are at least 6 miles away. There are no public houses or similar 
venues in the village.

I have to say therefore that it seems to me that the needs of the 
traveller community would not be met were they to be located on 
either prospective site in Sandon.

1

 Camps08/1561 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation Study - 2 sites, Sandon

We believe the Scott Wilson report recommending consideration for 
the possibility of two Gypsy sites in Sandon to be ill thought out and 
not reflecting the specific criteria which they were asked to develop.

We have no doctors, no secondary school, no shops other than a Post 

1
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Office which opens three mornings a week for three hours. We have a 
limited bus service (three buses a week) no main drainage and 
overhead electricity which is liable to break down in windy conditions.

We have narrow country lanes on all approaches to Sandon which 
could not take a large extra movement of vehicles.

The population of Sandon is approx 350, but is scattered into a 
number of hamlets. It could not successfully absorb the number of 
gypsies and travellers (possible 90) which could be more than doubling
 the size of the neighbouring hamlet.

We would hope that NHDC would give an undertaking not to use their 
powers of compulsory purchase for Gypsy and Travellers sites.

We believe that NHDC should not show any proposed sites for gypsies 
and travellers on their Land Allocations Development Plan Document 
(DPD) until further discussions have been held on this matter.

Finally we believe the proposals for the two sites fail because they 
would introduce new dwellings in the rural area contrary to Policy 6 of 
the NHDC Local Plan with Alterations. The proposed dwellings would 
be significantly reliant on private transport and fail to take advantage 
of urban concentration. In the absence of any other measures to offset 
these unsustainable impacts the proposal would be contrary to Policy 1
 of the NHDC Structure Plan review 1991-2011.

Copy to:

The Chairman, East of England Regional Assembly
Mr O Heald MP
Mr T Hunter, County Councillor
Mr S Jarvis, District Councillor
Mr R Wornham, Chairman Sandon Parish Council

 Hoefkens08/1563 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Local newspapers The Royston Crow and the Mercury recently reported
 to the community the publication of a report by Scott Wilson 
(consultants) on the search for new sites for Gypsies and Travellers 
(GaT's). Specifically, two locations in Sandon village have been 
identified and it is as a resident of the village that I write to you.

1
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As a result of EU and Westminster legislation, I understand that local 
councils do now have a duty to allocate sufficient land for sites for 
GaT's; Circular 01/2006 Planning for Gypsy and Travellers Sites sets 
out a planning process for achieving this.

From a human point of view it should be noted that nowadays, many 
gypsies live in housing or are permanently settled on sites and these 
families either no longer travel at all or only travel occasionally. 
However, there is evidence that such families, having moved into 
housing, move out again later.

The latest government estimates (2006) of the population of GaT 
caravans is small - just 15,500 - and of these some 79% are on 
authorised sites. In theory at least, this leaves only a small number of 
caravans to be found suitable places for pitches, anything between 
3200 and 3300 within the 34 County Councils in England. This would,
 by means of simple apportionment mean ±90 pitches per county, but 
as geographic size and population of the counties varies so much, size
 should be taken into account.

...used on Hertfordshire, the county is the second smallest in England 
at 164,306 hectares, compared to the second biggest at 588,000 
hectares (four times bigger) - so there's less space available.  In terms 
of population, Hertfordshire has the sixth most people and is already 
densely populated with about 1.1 million, compared to 
Buckinghamshire which has the sixth fewest people (0.48m).  Put 
another way, amongst the 34 English counties, little Hertfordshire and 
Surrey have the densest populations at, respectively 6.4 and 6.3 
people per hectare.  the figure for the next most densely populated 
county, Lancashire, is significantly less at 4.0 people per hectare.  The
 conclusion should be obvious.  Careful appraisal of the implications of
 these demographic facts should be made before following the 
procedures set out by the Government, programming the computer 
search with the latest data.

The table below shows that the great majority of GaT's live in 
permanent sites and the search for more pitches is in order to reduce 
the small numbers who are currently on developments/ encampments 
where there is no planning permission.  This raises the question of 
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whether existing sites could or should be enlarged to accommodate 
the most extra numbers.  One wonders what consideration, if any has 
been given to this aspect!

Type of site
Number
%
Site Ownership
On authorised sites
12,245   
79  
More than half of these (6,636) are owned by Local Authorities, some 
others by Gypsies
Unauthorised developments
2,170   
14  
GaT's own the land but don't have planning permission; probably 
'tolerated'
Unauthorised encampments
1,085   
7  
GaT's don't own the land and there's no planning permission
Total Caravan population
15,500   
100  

Based on the Government's latest statistics

Government policy, guidance and best practice indicate that, apart 
from specific site selection criteria, the following headings should be 
adhered to when approaching communities about new sites:

Consultation: with GaT and with local communities as early and often 
as possible.

Collaboration: Council should work together rather than individually, 
(often trying to just move GaT's from one district to another and not 
finding a suitable and permanent solution.

Transparency:  Planning should be as transparent as possible in order 
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for all members of the communities involved - both GaT and local - 
are able to understand the decisions that are taken and why.

Councillors awareness of the procedures: councillors and officers 
should be made aware of the statutory rights of GaT's and also of the 
requirement for them, their subordinates and consultants and the need
 to observe all the above.

Private site provision: seeking developers willing to provide private 
sites.

We comment on Sandon and how the above policy has been applied 
in the case of the two suggested Sandon locations.

Close to the end of the Chiltern Hills escarpment, Sandon is a small 
and very spread village, some say the longest in the 
county/England/the UK. With most of its community once involved in 
agriculture, there is nowadays very little employment on the farms 
apart from the farm owners and contractors; the village has become a 
dormitory to the surrounding towns. It is undeniable that any 
newcomers, whether from GaT community or any other- would find 
employment opportunities unlikely. Were a site to be developed in 
Sandon, the incomers would be placed in a difficult position, no local 
work and so forced to commute to work, not good for them and not 
good environmentally.

The population is estimated around 350, but probably less than half 
that number live in Sandon itself, the rest living in hamlets such as 
Green End, Gannock, Roe Green, Notley Green, Beckfield Lane, Bury 
Barns, Lodge Farm and Mill End.  In the case of the suggested Payne 
End location, we feel that the size of any site, however small would 
not be appropriate to the existing population who could possibly be 
outnumbered during the daytime. With regard to Notley Green 
location, the handful of families around there would simply be 
swamped.

Both Sandon locations are approached by narrow winding roads, often
 with poor visibility due to high hedgerows, trees and so on. The nature
 of the surroundings leads to frequent icing-up of roads that don't have 
the benefit of gritting. Amongst the usual local motor car traffic there 
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are many other forms of movement  on the lanes including delivery 
vans, tractors and other farm vehicles, horseboxes, trailers and 
horseback riders so driving has to taken with much extra care in the 
locality.  Anyone walking the pathless lanes, especially children, need 
to take extreme caution. 

A considerable amount of road works, earth works and landscaping to 
provide buffers would be necessary to make access better although it is
 doubtful whether this would actually improve matters and screening 
would certainly spoil the character of the area.

The Scott Wilson report refers to criteria for selection and the county 
was subjected to scrutiny by computer working to defined inputs such 
as transport, shopping, schools, medical services, impact on the areas 
community, monuments, SSSI etc.. access, availability of utilities, risk 
of flooding and so on.
 
The bus service to Buntingford is occasional and erratic and like bus 
routes in many rural areas cannot be guaranteed to last for long.  
There are two 'shops' in the village , one equestrian goods specialist 
selling new and second-hand saddles, bits, riding clothes etc. the other
 deals in feed for horses, pets and farm animals, plus supplements, 
stable hardware and country clothing. Other facilities in the village are
 a telephone box, letter box, three street lights, a 
three-mornings-a-week Post Office (under threat of closure). The church
 is CoE and unlikely to be favoured by any in the Gypsy community 
(who favour, if any, Roman Catholicism) or those of the Traveller 
mode. There is a Juniors school in the village, but the nearest doctors 
and dentists are in Buntingford or Royston.

The only other 'facility' Sandon enjoys is its peace and beauty.

Few would disagree computers can provide faultless answers and 
results when programmed correctly.  Unfortunately, a way of including 
common sense into a computer's 'brain' has not yet been found.  
Common sense, sound practical judgment is needed in this situation.  
this clearly hasn't been the case.

So, have the councils consulted? Certainly not with the land owner of 
the so-called 'Notley Green' location who only learnt that his land 
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might be requisitioned from the local press and, as I understand it, the 
owner of the Payne End location was informed only at the last 
moment of the possibility of his land being used - again no 
consultation.

In terms of collaboration there seems to be none with organisations 
working against each other, are they hoping for a fait accompli?  Have 
the Authorities gained or lost the trust of all parties affected by these 
plans? Transparency is clearly not being observed and I wonder what 
discussions, if any, have been carried out with the GaT communities. If
 there has been, has it been carried out by persons with adequate 
training in communicating with nomadic groups who have unique 
ways of thinking about matters and communication. Will steps be taken
 to explain to all concerned why decisions are taken?

During discussions with quite a number of local concerned residents, I 
understand that, in response to strong public reaction against possible 
new GaT sites in the area, St Albans District Council have given an 
undertaking to not use their powers of compulsory purchase, I appeal 
to North Herts DC to make a similar promise.

It appears that the Authorities and their associates have not grasped 
the Government policy and its guidelines and are pursuing matters 
blindly in an unrealistic, seriously flawed manner, inconsistent with 
planning principles.

With all due respect, we suggest that Scott Wilson and the Authorities 
involved go back to their computers and think again not only with 
regard to Sandon but also with the aim of examining the methods they
 use and their compliance with Government policy.

Copies to

EERA, Bury St Edmunds
Oliver Heald MP
Tony Hunter
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 Hoefkens08/1563 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

1. According to the latest Government estimates, there exist only a 
small number of caravans to be found pitches for in England, 
something between 3,200 and 3,300. Apportioning that number of 
caravans equally across England results in +90 pitches per county.
2. Hertfordshire inhabitants already out-number all other English 
countries in terms of people per hectare and the county is the 2nd 
smallest in area but 6th in terms of population size.
3. Both of the proposed Sandon sites have public right of way through 
and round them; both have good and distant views over farm land, the
 Notley Green site in particular is close to a SSSI, has a number of 
graded buildings and ancient monuments in the vicinity and is home 
to much wildlife including a large herd of deer.
4. The very obvious failure of the two Sandon sites in satisfying criteria
 for selection i.e. no local medical services; no shop; no daily transport 
service; no possibility of work; no mains drainage, impact on the local 
community, wildlife, SSSIs, monuments etc. The only criteria Sandon 
does meet is the presence of the Junior State School (but not RC).
5. In my view, the slackness of NHDC is not adhering to Government 
guidance and best practice in these matters, (namely the lack of any 
consultation, collaboration and transparency nor with the Parish 
Council or Sandon inhabitants) is shameful and arrogant.
6. Furthermore, neither site would have safe and convenient access to 
the road network; the adjacent roads suffer from fog and ice in winter, 
causing constant breakdown of road surface, frequent flooding and, 
due to their narrow, winding nature, provide poor vision beyond a few 
yards distance. These are lanes that need great care when driven on 
and are hazardous to walkers, especially children because there are no
 footpaths.
7. The Scott Wilson report is discredited in so many ways: using 
out-of-date information, misusing data, not reviewing all the relevant 
data - it's a hodgepodge! And because of the approach to this matter 
by the Local Authority and English Regional Assembly, unnecessary 
disquiet and mistrust has been created amongst those in Sandon and 
surrounding villages and hamlets. I find this thoughtless!
8. Sandon is a series of hamlets and isolated houses. Anyone making 
even a cursory study of the communities living near the two sites will 
realize that the folk living within a few hundred yards of either site 
would become submerged by an inflow. Even Sandon village itself, 
with a population of+150 would feel, let's not say 'threatened', perhaps
 'vulnerable' is the correct expression.

3
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How I wish the Housing Act singled out 'those with a long family history
 of living in a locality' as needing special treatment for housing in the 
same way that 'non-residents/strangers' are afforded. There's a disused 
farm no more distant than a 150 yards or so from Notley Green site for 
which the erection of affordable housing for local people was refused 
on grounds that it would 'place too much of a strain on the local 
community' BUT the people wanting the affordable housing are local 
folk. They have to live away from their home village and family 
because they can't afford the houses in the place they were born and 
bred in. The emphasis is ludicrous, discriminating as it does against 
those with strong family and emotional claims to the area in favour of 
total in-comers. Absurd!

So there exists a situation where Sandon people are denied the 
opportunity to live in their right and proper village, whilst outsiders with
 no connection to the village are offered, enticed, to a fully provided 
site - a situation that is not conducive to promoting community 
relations. On the contrary, it would more likely serve to create a 'them 
and us' attitude - not desirable at all, you will agree.

I draw your attention to the following, ODPM Circular 01/2006 - 
Introduction, Point 4 - Creating and sustaining strong communities, for 
the benefit of all members of society and further on help to promote 
good community relations at the local level, and avoid the conflict 
and controversy. I do not see how NHDC plans conform with this 
golden rule?

In my earlier letter to your offices I pointed out that NHDC were not 
following ODPM Circular 01/2006 on a number of policy guidelines 
and asked that in future the Council will act appropriately. Your reply 
made no such undertaking and it seems to me that NHDC continue to 
ignore good practice by their shabby treatment of the elected Parish 
Council compared with their deferential attitude to the unelected, and 
soon to be abolished, East of England Regional Assembly.

The selection of sites for G&T accommodation is supposed to be 
'founded on robust and credible evidence' (ODPM Circular 01/2006), It
 beggars belief that the Scott Wilson report has been taken seriously by
 NHDC. What upsets me beyond just this local problem is that this 
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process is being carried out not just in North East Herts but also all over
 Hertfordshire. And of course across all the English countries too. It's a 
tragic example of legislators being led by the attraction and drive for 
computer technology but sadly, in this case, using an IT consultancy 
who have performed with inaccurate programming, poor 
administration and without that human essential, common sense. A 
massive and disgraceful waste of tax-payers money.

My family recently attended a meeting called by the Sandon Action 
Group in Sandon Village Hall. It was an impressive show of a 
community coming together with a single purpose. At the 
standing-room-only meeting, many speakers voiced their strong 
disapproval of the proposals for the two sites in Sandon; a range of 
points were raised and met with unanimous support. Fortunately, the 
wheels are turning well amongst those more able than I to ensure that 
this unintelligent site selection process is quashed.

I reiterate the plea made in my letter to Mark Wilson, namely that 
Scott Wilson and the Local Authorities involved go back to their offices
 and their computers and think again about how they have applied the
 criteria for site selection and to also carefully examine ODPM Circular 
01/2006 to ensure that in future compliance with Government policy is
 followed.

I am confident that the undoubted intellectual capabilities with the 
Sandon Action Group committee, plus the various professionals 
appointed and all the SAG supporters i.e villagers from Sandon, 
surrounding villages and towns, will prevail to rid the beautiful area of 
this dominion of absurdity.

 Henaghan08/1564 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Sandon is a small rural village and not a traditional, an occasional or 
current area frequented by Gypsies and Travellers, where the ODPM 
01/6 clarifies that there is a need to provide sites in locations that meet
 the current working patterns of Gypsies and Travellers,  preferably 
close to large towns.
The Sandon sites are not reasonably accessible to community services 
and facilities and are not within reasonable distance of a 
doctors/health facility, shop and other local services. 

6
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Sandon has only one (over subscribed) primary school, 
attended by approximately 70 students.

A post office that is open only three mornings a week.
The closest GPs surgery, secondary school and supermarket 

are in Buntingford (approx 10kms away). 
There is currently only three bus services a week  NHDC 

intend to cut this service to two journeys a week.
The closest railway station is Ashwell & Morden (6km away), 

and closest store/local shop is the petrol station on the A505 (approx 
6km away). 

Sandon is a small rural village with no industry, and no 
employment opportunities 
Due to the severely restricted bus service, lack of employment 
opportunities, and lack of community services and facilities, the 
Sandon sites offer no alternatives other than the car in accessing these
 services. There would be a significant increase in traffic and 
associated emissions, a Sandon site will place an undue burden on 
limited local infrastructure and the amenities of existing residents and 
is an inappropriate and unsustainable location inconsistent with 
NHDCs requirement to exploit and deliver accessibility by alternative 
modes of transport, including walking, cycling and public transport, to 
services and facilities

The substantial increase in highway volume generated by 
the proposed NH109 site would prejudice highway safety and give rise 
to problems of access and pedestrian safety. 

The minor lane flanking NH109, is rural in character and for 
the length of the site, single track only, with minimal opportunities for 
vehicles to pass one another in safety, given the lane is flanked by 
drainage ditches and high grass banks.  The lane flanking NH109 is 
3.6m wide with areas less than 3.2m wide.

The minor lane is unlit, is not a salting route, rises steeply to
 the village, the lane is prone to black ice, and access is compromised 
during heavy rain and over the winter months. 

The limited passing places make highway conditions 
extremely hazardous for all road users, particularly cyclists, pedestrians 
and horse riders, who frequent the lane.

Both sites , are not respective of the scale of the nearest 
settled community. 

The population from the EERA proposed pitches would 
overwhelm the neighbouring settled community
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Both sites are bordering NHDC designated archaeological / 
conservation and areas of SSSI 

Due to NH109 open characteristics, the whole of the area of 
search is in a visually prominent location, a site in isolation would be 
intrusive in the landscape and overbearing and will create an 
incongruous urban appearance in the midst of open rural surroundings

NH109 abuts residential properties, and is overlooked by 
numerous residential properties from all directions, Partridge Hall 
Farm, Partridge Hall Cottages, The Vicarage, The Driftway, The All 
Saints Church, The Old Vicarage, 6 Bells House, Wheat Hill and 
Gannock Thatch.

The site will harm and place undue pressure on the settled 
communities as both sites are incapable of sympathetic assimilation in
 their surroundings without significant adverse environmental impact 
and significant adverse effects on the amenities of existing local 
residents and adjoining land uses.

Noise generated by people living an outdoor life is more 
noticeable in the relatively quiet rural surroundings of NH109, which is 
peaceful for most of the time.

The intrusive effects of the street lights are also considered 
damaging where currently there is no light pollution.

Due to the steeply sloping topography of the area, there is 
only one viable entrance into NH109. This entrance provides access to
 the only level area and serves as Partridge Hall Farms only access to 
the field west of the proposed site.

The paddocks within site NH109 are currently used for 
pasture and for a breeding flock of sheep. Disturbances and nuisance 
to sheep can cause pregnant ewes to abort their lambs. 

NH109 does not have connections to waste water, water 
drainage and sewerage treatment services. It is likely that NH109 will 
need to acquire drainage rights over adjoining land.

NH109 has been classified as steeply sloping.
Areas within NH109 are at high risk of rapid inundation and 

flooding.

 Linard08/1581 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

It somewhat surprises me that Sandon was included in this report, 
when you have studied the criteria required for the gypsy and traveller 
accommodation. Bearing in mind I can only indicate my observations 
regarding Sandon.

1
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1. At the moment in Sandon we have a minimum bus service to 
Royston, Baldock and Buntingford.
2. We have no shops in Sandon.
3. We have no doctors surgery in Sandon.
4. We have no secondary school, we do have a small primary school of
 limited in-take, which services both Sandon and surrounding villages, 
which is near to its maximum.

Over and above this, in the proposed areas, we do not have street 
lighting, we do not have pavements and we have very narrow lanes, 
dangerous enough in the summer, but extremely dangerous for 
walking in the winter months.

Employment opportunities are practically nil, either on the farms or 
limited small industrial specialities we have around the village. There 
is practically no casual employment.

Also we should consider the ancient monument at The Mount and The
 Blagrove common designated as an SSS1, which only some 200 
metres away from the proposed sites.

Do we disregard the new Baldock by-pass and we do take into 
consideration the 2.5 mile walk down the unlit, marrow lane, to arrive 
at the Buntingford by-pass to be crossed. Once establishing the safe 
crossing, there is a 2.5 mile walk into Buntingford: are we sure that this 
is an adequate and safe route to be asking any persons to take.

I have no idea what this report cost, perhaps you could inform us, 
because it does bring into question, whether the fact, if the criteria was
 set prior to the report, whether the report itself is up to standard, 
whether the money has been well spent by producing a report which 
seems to have totally disregarded the criteria given to it.
One should also bear in mind the  maximum inhabitants of Sandon is 
only 350 and if only 5 occupants per caravan, the possibility of 75 
persons being added to our already limited facilities would appear 
some one has not thought through the ramifications of such a high 
percentage or perhaps of the interest and well fare of the local 
villagers.
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 Linard08/1581 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

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.

3

 Spalding08/1583 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

As a resident of Sandon I recently attended a meeting in the village to
 discuss the allocation of two potential sites in Sandon to 
accommodate Gypsy / Travellers.  It is evident from the information 
that came out of the above meeting, together with reading the Scott 
Wilson report, that when applying the criteria as set out in the report, 
Sandon fails to meet the requirements in the majority of instances.  
For ease of reference I list this numerically:

1.  Site locations
Access to both would be difficult in that they are situated on narrow 
country lanes and with particular reference to the Notley Green site, 
the road has a very sharp bend plus the additional hazard of a junction
 going off to Buckland.

2
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 Spalding08/1583 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

In the winter with no gritting service, the road out of Sandon can be 
impassable.

Throughout the year tractors are continually going up and down the 
roads where access would be to the two proposed sites.

2.  Population
The population of Sandon is circa 350.  This is not concentrated all 
within the village centre but scattered around including the various 
adjoining hamlets.  To introduce a pitch of say 10 would amount to 
approximately 50 additional people and this would therefore be totally
 out of proportion to the existing size of the village.

3.  Amenities / Transport
The village has not one shop let alone shops as stated in the criteria.

The nearest Doctors and Dentists is in Buntingford which is 
approximately 5 miles away from the village centre.

Whilst there is a junior school there is no secondary school.

Transport - there is a sort of a bus service from the village centre but 
this is extremely limited and most probably out side the radius of 500 
metres from the potential Notley Green site.

4.  Local Work / Employment
Years ago there were opportunities / a requirement for casual labour 
on the farms.  With increased mechanizations this no longer exists.

in summary it would seem that Sandon  only satisfies one of the 
criteria set out in the Scott Wilson report and then only partly.  It is 
therefore difficult to understand how the village has been put forward a
 potential location for the housing of such a site.  hopefully when the 
Local Authority considers the report in detail they will acknowledge this
 and delete Sandon's name from any plans going forward.

Further to my previous letter further issues
1 Access to |Notley Green and Payne end sites do not comply with 
Highway regulations

4
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2. There are inaccuracies relating to these two sites within the Scott 
Wilson report regarding land measurements
3. Hughie Smith, leader of the gypsy council has stated openly that 
there is no demand for sites in the North Herts area.
In the light of the above and previous letter why is local tax payers 
money being used on issues where 
a. the criteria is obviously not being met and 
b. there is no evidence of demand.

 Anthony08/1586 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Hardly anyone likes to live within close proximity to a Gypsy site.  the 
reasons for this are the same that have prompted the authors of the 
report to state that such sites would be provided with fencing, 
screening and other measures that reduce possible sound pollution etc
 despite the fact that according to the report, Travellers are just like 
other members of the society and that they have jobs such as teachers,
 academics, work in health care and financial services etc.

Notwithstanding the above, it is really difficult to see how the proposed
 sites in the village of Sandon could possibly fulfil most, if any, of the 
location criteria and their terms of reference some of which are listed 
below:

Within 500m of means of transport
It would not have taken much research to establish quickly that public 
transport to/from the village of Sandon is virtually non-existent and the
 nearest main line station is located some 4-5 miles away.  The road 
network to any of the essential / emergency facilities requires the use 
of mainly narrow lanes with passing places and which become 
impossible to use after heavy snowfall or frost in winter as they do not 
benefit from snow clearance or gritting by the local authority.

Close proximity to medical facilities
The village of Sandon does not have a doctors' surgery, dental 
surgery, any form of day clinic or a chemist.  The nearest medical / 
dental surgeries are in Baldock some 6 miles away and the nearest 
hospital is in Stevenage some 20 miles away.

Close proximity to shops
The village of Sandon has a very part time post office and benefits 
from a Growers markets once a month.  The nearest shopping locations
 are some 5 miles away.

1
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 Anthony08/1586 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Primary and secondary schools
the village of Sandon has a small primary school served by 2 teachers,
 but no secondary school.  there are no nursery school facilities in the 
village of Sandon.

Local opportunities for work
Non-existent.

The authors of the report state that Gypsy sites will be subject to 
planning approval by local authority.  It is very difficult  to see how 
basic rules associated with planning approval could possible be 
satisfied.  Such rules / requirements relate but are not limited to the 
following:
* Infrastructure / utility services
* Existing road layout regarding safe access to / from the site
* Close proximity to sensitive areas likely to suffer as a result of such a 
facility.
One of the proposed sites is within 50m of existing dwellings and right 
next to an ancient woodland.  the effects of locating a Gypsy site right 
next to an ancient woodland are blatantly obvious and it is difficult to 
see how the inevitable damage to it could possibly be avoided.  
Indeed I believe this factor alone will prevent the issue of planing 
approval for a gypsy site not only for the proposed site next to the 
woodland but also in the village of Sandon.

In summary, therefore, in considering the Gypsy sites in Sandon the 
report has failed to meet its location criteria and the requirements / 
recommendations of its stated terms of reference.  The proposed sites 
in the village of Sandon are not suitable for their intended purpose 
and will have adverse effect on the small village of Sandon and its 
community and would be unlikely to be of any use to Gypsies / 
Travellers.

lets be frank about this hardly anyone likes to live within close 
proximity to a Gypsy site.  The reasons for this are the same that have 
prompted the authors of the report to state that such sites would be 
provided with fencing, screening and other measure that reduce 

3
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possible sound pollution etc, despite the fact that according to the 
report, travellers are just like other members of society and that they 
have jobs such as teacher, academics, work in health care and 
financial services etc.
Notwithstanding the above it is really difficult to see how the proposed 
sites in the village of Sandon could possibly fulfil most, if any of the 
location criteria and their terms of reference some of which are listed 
below:
Within 500m of means of transport
 It would not have taken much research to establish quickly that public 
transport to/from the village of Sandon is virtually none-existent. The 
road network to any of the essential/emergency facilities requires the 
use of mainly narrow lanes with passing places and which become 
impossible to use after heavy snowfall or frost in winter as they do not 
beenfit from snow clearance or gritting by the local authority.

Close proximity of Medical Facilities
the village of Sandon does not have a doctors' surgery, dental surgery 
any form of day clinic or a chemist.  the nearest medical/dental 
surgeries are in Baldock some 6 miles away and the nearest hospital is 
in Stevenage, a very long way away.
Close proximity to shops
the village of Sandon has a very part time post office and benefits 
from a Grower's market one a month. The nearest shopping location is 
4 miles away.
Primary and secondary schools
The village of Sandon has a small primary school served by 2 
teachers, but no secondary school.
Local Opportunities for work
Non-existent
The authors of the report state that gypsy sites will be subject to 
Planning Approval by the |Local Authority. it is very difficult to see how
 basic rules associated with Planning Approval could possibly be 
satisfied.  Such rules/requirements relate but are not limited to the 
following
*Infrastructure/utility services
* Existing road layout regarding safe access to/from the site
* Close proximity to existing dwellings
* Close proximity to sensitive areas likely to suffer as a result of such a 
facility.
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One of the proposed sites (NH112) is within 50m of existing dwellings 
and right next to an ancient woodland.  The effects of locating a gypsy
 site right next to an ancient woodland are blatantly obvious and it is 
difficult to see how the inevitable damage to it could possibly be 
avoided.  Indeed I believe this factor alone will prevent the issue of 
Planning Approval for a gypsy site not only for the proposed site next 
to the woodland but also in the village of Sandon.
In summary, therefore, in considering the gypsy sites in Sandon the 
report has failed to meet its location criteria and the 
requirements/recommendations of its stated terms of reference. The 
proposed sites in the village of Sandon are not suitable for their 
intended purpose and will have adverse effect on the small village of 
Sandon and its community and would be unlikely to be of any use to 
gypsies/travellers.
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Baruch

Baruch

08/1594

08/1594

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am puzzled by the plan to provide gypsy and travellers sites in the 
area, particularly at Notley Green and Payne End.

Where are the gypsies and travellers now who apparently need 
somewhere else?
have they been consulted about where they would want to settle or to 
camp temporarily? What facilities are they looking for if they have 
been consulted? Or is the idea to provide what others think is 
appropriate for them?

I cannot believe that critical factors such as access to secondary 
schools, health services and public transport could have been 
overlooked. They must have been disregarded. In which case, why 
bother to draw up such criteria in the first place.

Is it expected that the gypsies and travellers will be employed? 
Where? By whom? and for what? for how long? It is quite beyond 
belief to state that gypsies do the same work as others and are 
teachers, academics, health workers or in financial services. One or two
 perhaps, but then probably not travelling.

I feel that either the scheme has not been properly thought through or 
there is a hidden agenda and this is being imposed on us or on 
whatever sites are ultimately designated.

And if they are so keen to allocate land, what about ensuring that 
villages get the affordable housing that will keep young people in the 
area?

I read with incredulity the idea that gypsy and traveller sites could be 
located in Sandon, when only one of four criteria laid down by Scott 
Wilson could possibly apply.
I wish to state some of the cogent reasons for my objections:
I have been unable to find any reference to consultation with the 
Gypsy Council or any gypsies as to their own wishes or preferences. 
There is no history of gypsies in the Sandon area, and I last remember 
gypsies some two or three decades ago, in the Buckland area. The fact
 that there is one traveller living in Sandon is irrelevant. The planned 
site is expected to provide for about 90 people - in a village of 350!

1
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NH112 (Notley Green) site adjoins Tichney Wood, an ancient 
broad-leafed woodland which itself adjoins Blagrove Common, an 
SSSI. A gypsy site at Notley Green would spell the end of the 
woodland, mentioned in Domesday of St Paul,1086. One of the Scott 
Wilson criteria was to avoid such an area.
A footpath runs beside the whole of the Notley Green site, and another
 runs through the Paynes End Site (NH109) Public rights of way 'were 
to be avoided'.
Sandon has a small primary school. There is no shop selling food. 
There is no doctor or other health provision. There is no regular public 
transport. The only bus is three times a week, which hardly fits in with 
attendance at doctor's surgery on Buntingford, four miles away. The 
school is the only Scott Wilson criterion that applies.
Apart from the centre of Sandon village, there is no sewage provision, 
and the Notley Green site would not be connected to that. Everyone 
outside the centre has a septic tank.
The current Ordnance Survey map has a error, acknowledged by them.
 Cock's Lodge is not in the middle of a field, but in the sharp angle of 
the NH112 site, i.e to the east of where the name is printed on the 
map. This indicates that Cock's Lodge adjoins the gypsy site and is 
bounded on two sides by it. The house would be less than 50 metres 
from the site. A visit to the site would have made clear, as the house is 
visible from the road, Sandon Lane, which borders the NE side of the 
Notley Green site.
The Notely Green site has a marked slope.
The Notley Green site is approximately 2 miles from the A505 and a 
mile from the A10. It is NOT 'within 500 metres' of either.
Sandon Lane floods, sometimes seriously, on a regular basis, meaning
 access to the Notley Green site might be possible only with 4x4 
vehicles.
It is very unlikely that any form of employment would be available to 
gypsies or travellers in the immediate vicinity. To state that gypsies 
and travellers are teachers, health workers or academics beggars 
belief. Such statements bring the whole of the Scott Wilson Report into
 disrepute. If such blatant inaccuracies are made, how is one expected 
to believe any of it?
Finally, if the EERA is due to be disbanded within a few months it is 
wholey inappropriate for it to make irrevocable decisions on such 
major issues, when it will not be around to take any responsibility for 
the consequences.
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 Baruch08/1595 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

According to the document the guidelines stipulate that the policy 
must be fair, reasonable, realistic and effective.

In selecting one or both of Sandon Sites as appropriate the report 
ignores every one of the guidelines. The report is neither fair, 
reasonable, realistic nor would it be effective. It is staggering to read 
the assertion in the report that all areas of search in the Scott Wilson 
report are within a reasonable distance of basis services.

Sandon has a population of roughly 350. It has no shops, it has no 
pubs, no places of entertainment. Public transport consists of minimal, 
not even daily buses. There is no opportunity for additional 
employment - hence the exodus from the village of many young 
people. The local village school is a primary school only.

The nearest town is Buntingford 4.5miles away. Baldock is 5.5 miles 
away. The local roads are narrow and do not supply the ready access 
stipulated by the government. The nearest major road is located way 
beyond the 500 metres suggested by government. Furthermore, there 
is no doctor and no health facilities any nearer the in the towns 
mentioned above.

From the environmental point of view and from the point of view of the
 village residents, the sites as suggested would very seriously damage 
the fragile environment and would endanger the fragile character of 
the village, without a public house and is served by a policeman 
shared by other villages.

The area is totally bereft of the facilities needed by the incomer's as 
defined by government guidelines. it is served by narrow roads and 
provides essentially no opportunities for work. The incomer's given a 
site surrounded by boundaries to be erected will inevitably suggest a 
ghetto with all its dehumanizing and discriminatory implications. To 
create a site in this location would inevitably engender feelings of 
resentment and betrayal in the gypsy community.

I want to put on record my astonishment and dismay on reading parts 
of the Scott Wilson report. Clearly much effort has gone into its 
preparation and much money has no doubt been spent. Yet, having 
clearly listed government guidelines, it has selected sites which in 

1
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 Baruch08/1595 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

almost every particular, contravene those very criteria and has been 
inexplicably, proclaimed that those criteria have been adequately 
met.

I believe placing of the sites as advocated would constitute a disaster 
both for gypsies and travellers and also the village.

re Sites in Sandon for the accommodation of Gypsies and Travellers

Two sites (NH109 and NH112) have been identified as possibly 
suitable.

I make the following points:

To locate such sites in Sandon, a widely scattered village with only 
350 inhabitants, which has neither shops, doctors, nor opportunities for 
extra employment; whose young people have had to leave to find 
accommodation and jobs, which has a church but no public houses; no
 significant transport but only a bus three times a week; which has only 
narrow lanes leading to the chosen sites; and whose fragile community
 would be shattered by an substantial influx of travellers - all these 
factors would make the choice of these sites a truly perverse decision, a
 gross disservice to the travelling community and an act of unintended 
vandalism as regards the villagers.  furthermore, as the Scott Wilson 
Report makes clear, this siting would fly in the face of the very 
government criteria so clearly set out in the Report itself.

Furthermore, I must draw particular attention to site NH112 which 
adjoins an ancient woodland, mentioned in the Domesday Book of St 
Paul and which is home to wild life such as deer, hares, owls and is 
rich in wild flowers including bluebells, orchids etc. This wood is not 
fenced.  Our own home Cock's Lodge (wrongly sited on the OS map, 
an error which will be corrected in the next edition of the map) adjoins 
NH112 and overlooks the site.  The public footpath runs through our 
grounds, passing beside our house and beside the proposed site and 
next to the wood.  The house is isolated, its nearest neighbour 200 
yards distant.  Our family has owned the house for almost 70 years.  
We, my wife and I, are now in our late 80s, so would be in no position 
effectively to deal with any disturbance or any other untoward 
behaviour in our grounds, the wood or house. Were a travellers site to 

6
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 Baruch08/1595 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

be established in NH112 we might feel driven out for our own peace of
 mind and safety.

copy to: Andy Beavan, NHDC
Steve Jarvis, District Councillor
Tony Hunter, County Councillor
Oliver Heald, MP
Liza Teddy

I am sorry that I am unable to attend the meeting of Sandon residents 
called for November 1, 2007 at 7.00 p.m. in the Sandon Village Hall 
to learn about the proposals affecting Sandon, as set out in the 
document styled:
"Accommodation of Needs of Gypsies and Travellers in Northern and 
Eastern Hertfordshire" produced under the name of Scott Wilson
According to the document, government guidelines stipulate that "the 
policy must be fair, reasonable, realistic and effective"
a) Areas should be allocated within reasonable distance of existing 
services and community facilities.
b) Modes of public transport should be available, along with shops, 
education facilities and doctors/health facilities.
c) Access to public transport is a desirable attribute which has helped 
to prioritize those areas selected.
d) Cases should be considered in context and in relation to the local 
infrastructure and population size and density.
Again, under the heading "Accessibility of Services" it is stated 
"location in or near existing settlements with access to local services, 
e.g. schools, doctors and shops, should be considered firs, as well as 
convenient and safe access to public transport" "furthermore a site 
should not be near "Sites of Special Scientific Interest", nor near 
protected trees or woodland"
In selecting one or both Sandon sites as "appropriate" the report 
ignores EVERY ONE of the gguidelines listed above, the Report is 
neither "fair, reasonable, realistic" nor would it be "effective"  It is 
staggering to read the assertion in the Report that "all the areas of 
search in the Scott Wilson Report are within a reasonable distance of 
basic services".
Sandon has a population of roughly 350.  It has NO shops (apart from 
those catering for animals and for outdoor clothing), it has NO pubs, 
NO places of entertainment.  Public transport consists of minimal, not 

4
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even daily, buses.  There is no opportunity for additional employment 
- hence the exodus from the village of may young people.  The local 
village school is a primary school only.

The nearest town is Buntingford, a distance of 4.5 miles. Baldock is 5.5
 miles distant.  The local roads are narrow and do not supply the ready
 access stipulated by the government.  The nearest major road is 
located way beyond the 500 metres suggested by government. 
Furthermore there is no doctor and no health facility any nearer than 
in the towns mentioned above.
From the environmental point of view, and from the point of view of 
the village residents, the sites as suggested would very seriously 
damage the fragile environment (including an SSS1 and an ancient 
woodland) and would endanger the fragile character of the village 
which is itself without food shop, without doctor or health tacitly, 
without public house, and is served by a policeman shared by other 
villages.

The area is totally bereft of the facilities needed by the incomer's as 
defined by government guidelines.  it is served by narrow roads and 
provides essentially no opportunities for work.  the incomer's, given a 
site surrounded by boundaries to be erected, will inevitably suggest a 
ghetto with all it dehumanizing and discriminatory implications. To 
create a site in this location would inevitably engender feelings of 
resentment and betrayal in the gypsy community.
Finally, I want to put on record my astonishment and dismay on 
reading parts of the Scott Wilson Report. Cleary much effort has gone 
into is preparation and much money has no doubt been spent.  Yet, 
having clearly listed government guidelines, it has selected sites which
 in almost every particular, contravenes those very criteria - and has 
then, inexplicably, proclaimed that those criteria have been 
adequately met.
I believe the placing of sites as advocate would constitutes a disaster 
both for gypsies and travellers and also for the village.

 Wordley08/1596 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

It is disappointing as a local resident to learn of the existence of this 
report and its potentially grave impact on the area, by accident. Whilst 
i appreciate that technically much of that underlying this report is 
within the public domain the council could have informed residents at 

1
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an earlier stage of their plans. It is also apparent that site visits have 
taken place on privately owned land and that certain landowners 
potentially affected by the report have still to receive any notification 
at all. The council must be careful to fulfil their duty to consult fully 
and fairly.

The council should also be aware that there is a growing swell of 
concern that the very legislation which is driving this report may be 
tainted by being in breach of human rights and is discriminatory. No 
other piece of legislation singles out a single ethnic grouping for 
treatment as the Housing Act purports to do. 

Without prejudice to the view expressed above that the whole exercise 
is constitutionally flawed, it is apparent that in seeking as directed by 
the OPDM to establish the needs of Gypsy and Travellers locally, that 
the available data for North Herts there should be a nil return. Nowhere
  in any of the available data is it suggested that North Herts is  on a 
traditional gypsy drove, nor that there is a current problem with illegal 
encampments.

The positive criteria used in identifying areas of opportunity are 
flawed, second the GIS mapping criteria have been applied unevenly,
 third there are serious errors in the application of the opportunity 
criteria in fig 6b, fourth certain of the data used is out of date which 
has impacted on the areas of search, finally the criteria adopted the 
SW in their report as relevant opportunity criteria for siting cf Gypsy 
and travellers criteria are different from the criteria which they 
advocate for the regions of Southern and Western Hertfordshire in 
parallel report for various Southern and Western Hertfordshire councils 
in Sept 2007.

1. Flawed criteria. The positive criteria sought to position a gypsy and 
travellers site  are proximity to schools, medical facilities and public 
transport. A buffer zone of 500m is recommended for public transport, 
and 1km for the other two criteria. No definition for public transport is 
given, but one understands the need for public transport from the ORS 
report which assess the needs of gypsies and travellers.  it states that " 
The largest single difficulty identified was that of access to public 
transport.. many households lack access to transport  of their own  and 
the level of public transport provided near their sites is not adequate. 
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The report identifies higher medical needs amongst the gypsy and 
traveller communities which require regular access to medical 
resources. On this basis the types of public transport that meet the 
needs of gypsies and travellers is an adequate regular public service 
including to medical services destinations, a bus or train, within 500m 
walk of the site, the transport providing regular service to the medical 
facilities within surgery hours. What the mapping has in fact picked out 
is any bus stop as the crow flies allegedly  within 500m of the nearest 
point of the site field, including stops where busses stop only 3 times a 
week. and where the public right of way route to the stop is in fact over 
1km distant. The opportunities criteria should have contained a more 
meaningful definition of public transport and the buffer zone should 
have recognised that whilst a 500m as the crow flies zone may well be 
workable in a town where there are many roads, in rural settings (as in 
Sandon) the actual distance from the closest part of the site to the bus 
stop over public roads and paths can be a great deal further at times 
twice the distance.

Similarly the criterion of proximity to school is puzzling. Local 
authorities do of course have a duty to ensure that all local children 
reach schools and that if they live more than a mile from the school 
that they provide taxis or minibuses. Sandon school has children who 
travel from as afar away as LEtchworth. This is common in rural 
communities. In short there is no need for this criterion to have been 
used at all and no case is made for it in the ORS report. Indeed the 
ORS report records that travellers children are often home schooled 
and that this must be accommodated and supported.

Following this through to the two Sandon sites if these two categories 
are modified to deal with the realities of the situation namely defining 
public transport in a meaningful way,measuring the buffer zone by 
reference to public access not a  bird flying and by excluding schools 
from the equation, neither site would not qualify at all and would have
 no opportunity score.

2. There has been uneven application of GIS constraints used in the 
mapping as between the regions. P.15 of the SW report lists the 
constraints table for the GIS mapping. These differ slightly between 
regions - see example Welwyn and Hatfield 6 categories excluded 
from the table and other differences between the regions in the p15 
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chart. No explanation is given why this is and potentially it skews the 
results as between regions.

3. There have been serious errors in the application of the 
opportunities criteria within fig 6b. It appears that the buffer zones for 
schools and doctors used in fig 6b have been applied for some larger 
distance from schools and doctors than in other maps. Perhaps a 1 
mile measure has been used in error rather than the specified 1km. It 
has major implications and the differences can be illustrated by 
comparing Sandon in fig 5a with fig 6b. 6b also identifies a whole new
 green area NW of Ashwell when compared with 6c. Similarly 
Buntingford has more green in 6b than in 6c. In 5b Buntingford's site 
EH14 is partly only a medium opportunities category. I have tried 
drawing 500m and 1km circles around Sandon the Sandon site 
NH112, they do not overlap on the proposed site meaning on proper 
measurements it should be coloured orange not yellow. 6b is wrong 
never have been used to inform any kind of policy making.

4. It seems that SW have used old maps - see example fig 6b, which 
shows the Baldock By-pass shown as a proposed route only. The 
impact of this is that it does not have a red constraints buffer along it, 
nor is the newly created major roadway considered as an opportunity 
site for a transit camp. I identify this anachronism as an example, there
 will be others.

5. Two Sandon Sites
The criteria set out for site selection are varied. SOme are quite 
sensible, others are less so.

I turn to the 2 specific sites and draw your attention aspects of them 
both which i can only assume has been missed both by the computer 
and by the reality check site visits.

I set out as foot notes against every factual statement made the 
relevant constraint in the SW report which seems from both the 
mapping exercise and the narrative, to have been overlooked totally.

NH109 Payne End
This land is currently in private ownership. As the crow flies it is 500m 
from a bus stop where a bus stops 3 times week, 500m from village 
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school at the nearest point. There are 2 grade 1 and grade 2 listed 
buildings within 100m of it. A public footpath crosses one side of it. 
The land slopes and would require considerable earthworks. It would 
be almost impossible for mains drainage to be installed without the 
construction of a pumping station, so septic tanks would have to be 
used which  would drain eventually onto a public bridleway. The site 
abuts the centre of Sandon village where about 200 person live (the 
village is in fact a collection of hamlets spread over quite a wide 
geographic area) so it is against that population count that the impact 
of a new site should be assessed. The land contains telegraph pylons 
at present.
(Footnotes - see original document)

NH112 NOtley Green
This site is in agricultural use and has been farmed by the same family
 for over 200 years, That family has a strong sense of responsibility to 
the local community. Two footpaths cross it. Ancient woodland 
mentioned in the Doomsday Book abuts it. The woodland abounds 
with wildlife - deer, hares, several species of orchids. The property to 
the immediate SW is grade 2 as is Danyels to the north. Danyels 
contains an ancient monument (moat) some 100m from the site and 
there is a further  one at the Mount some 200 from the site. There is no
 mains  water in the vicinity of the site.  Behind the ancient woodland 
at Tichney is Blagrove Common  which is an SSSi as are various of 
the surrounding fields. Green End to the immediate south is classified 
as a Rural Area beyond the Green Belt (policy 6), a landscape 
conservation area (policy 12) and a countryside area (policy 13). The 
site slopes and would require earthworks. The point of access is hard to
 determine, all the field is surrounded by ancient hedgerows and partly
 ditched except for the 90 degree bend in the narrow road which 
bounds it on 2 sides. THe road is as aforesaid flanked by hedges which
 means that in the winter months the sun does not reach the road 
surface which can remain icy all day - it is not gritted and is often 
treachous in winter. At the nearest point the site is more than 4 miles 
from the nearest doctors. As the crow flies it is over 500m from the 
occasional bus stop, by road it is about 1km. The school is about 700m
 away as the crow flies and for the greater part of the site over 1k by 
road. In short it meets none of the criteria for selection and has a high 
number of constraints, one can only assume that the  computerised 
program failed for this field.
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 Wordley08/1596 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

The local population grouped nearest to this site number about 11 
houses , so the impact on that small population by a new site would be
 overwhelming. All these households have a deep concern for their 
environment and cannot understand how this site has come to be 
selected.

I refer to my letter of 13.11.07.  These are my further representations.
In summary
NHDC has not undertaken an adequate consultation process prior to 
including the Gypsy and Traveller Issues and Options in the ldf paper.
* There is no evidence of any underlying need for these new sites.
* The Scott Wilson report is flawed: it does not adequately reflect 
government policy (per ODPM circular 1/2006.  it is also flawed in its 
application of its own criteria.
* Neither site meets the ODPM positive criteria, being too remote from 
amenities, employment and the gypsy and travellers family and social 
contacts.
* Both sites are in reality heavily constrained something which Scott 
Wilson have not noticed due to the failure to sue current date.
* In particular neither site is safely accessible under current Highways 
regulations.
* NHDC own planning decisions and Local Development Plan No 2 of 
April 1996 would not permit development of these sites.  ODPM 
1/2006 expresses government policy which at Annexe D1 recognises 
that planning regulations apply equally to gypsies and travellers.
* There are other better alternative sites near Stevenage, and 
generally near the A1(M)corridor at Baldock which better meet 
government policy and which should be considered first in time.
1. Failure to Consult
As I said in my previous letter, it is disappointing as a local resident to 
learn of the existence of this report, and its potentially grave impact on
 the area, by accident.  Whilst I appreciate that technically much of 
that underlying this report is within the public domain (Housing Act 
2004, circular 1.2006 of the ODPM EEA document of June 2007) the 
council could and should have informed residents at an earlier stage 
of their plans rather than simply adding the Issues and Options paper 
on gypsy and travellers sites into the ldf document.  It is apparent that 

3
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for over a year, with the commissioning of the ORS report by Welsh 
consultants, until now, the council has been making its own enquiries 
where early local input might have been beneficial.  This in spite of a 
stated purpose to seek the public's views and indeed in 2005 a 
certificate of community liaison.  The council must be careful to fulfil 
their duty to consult fully and fairly.  I further understand that since the 
Scott Wilson report was published Scott Wilson have advised NHDC of 
errors within the report which NHDC have failed to make public again 
detracting from the fullness and weight to be given to the consultation 
process.

2.  What underlying need
Having attended the EERA meeting at which the 15 pitch per district 
option was confirmed, I support NHDC's opposition to a wasteful and 
discriminatory process.  It is apparent that in seeking, as directed by the
 ODPM circular 1/2006, to establish the needs of the Gypsy and 
Travellers locally, that on the available data, for North Herts, there 
should be a virtually nil return. Nowhere in any of the available data is
 it suggested that North Herts is on a traditional gypsy drove, nor that 
there is a current problem with illegal encampments.  Instead all the 
ORS report can point to is an interview system conducted on the 9 
existing sites within the regions of North Herts, East Herts, Broxbourne, 
Welwyn and Hatfield and Stevenage.  From this a number of things 
are deduced or extrapolated:

i) There are waiting lists for places at each of these sites. The ORS 
report itself concedes that the same names may well appear on each 
waiting list (see p 73 para 8.11) On which basis the calculation it 
makes from these waiting lists that a further 20 pitches are required 
from the names on the list is likely to be heavily overstated. What the 
ORS report does not then establish is the extent of any duplication, 
and whether the applicants from outside the area have already 
accommodation elsewhere, and whether indeed they have also 
applied to sites outside Hertfordshire altogether.  To base an 
assessment for a further 20 pitches on this evidence alone is not to 
found it on "a robust and credible evidence base" as required by the 
guidelines set down by the ODPM.  The ORS report suggests that any 
sites to be added into the six councils' region should go to North and 
East Herts (para 49). This suggestion is not made because of their fact 
finding analysis of the data (indeed they conclude that there is 



2373

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

nowhere within the regions where sites should obviously be sited - para
 48) but on some basis of "equity" which is clearly outside the remit of 
their report.  The concept of putting a site somewhere simply because 
at present no site exists is strikingly illogical; sites should go where 
there is an established need.

ii) ORS undertook a study of the demography of existing sites and 
deduced that there was a considerable percentage of the traveller 
population in the 9 existing sites that was at present underage.  From 
that they deduced that 15 further pitches should be made available to 
accommodate future families that those young travellers might have.  
No account seems to have been taken in putting forward this figure of 
the older travellers leaving the sites either through death, or 
movement to bricks and mortar accommodation, retirement homes or 
hospital.

In short the ORS report does no demonstrate an actual need in the 6 
regions for 35 new pitches.  For the reasons given above the figure 
must be lower.  Moreover of the 10 final pitches identified by ORS for 
"transit" use, even loss of a case is made out.  The purpose of transit 
sites is to accommodate temporary visitors or emergency overflow.  If 
there is only a very small need in the area anyway the linked need for 
top up transit accommodation is not made out.  Moreover even if a 
need could be made out, logically the transit arrangements should 
support a permanent site and be positioned on or reasonably close to 
it.

The EERA review carried out by their consultants at Birmingham 
University and others of the region to some extent endorses the above 
view.  It suggests that for the whole of Herts (not just the regions in the 
SW report) 115 new pitches are required.  It suggests either a further 3 
or 15 of these for the NHDC region.  The 3 figure is presumably 
extrapolated from the ORS report on the basis of actual figures, the 15 
is put forward as a minimum figure for all regions on some sort of ill 
advised "smoothing out" process.  The figure of 3 may perhaps be 
capable of support although the better view would seem to be for 1 
pitches (that calculation being made on an average of 3 annual 
caravan counts not 1), and could, as I deal with below, be met by a 
modest consensual extension to the existing site.  15 seems to be an 
admittedly random figure, not dictated by real need and therefore not 
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in line with the criteria set out in the ODPM circular.  Indeed it seems 
rather to be politically motivate and driven by areas with a real need 
who are perhaps seeking to evade their responsibilities to a fragile 
minority ethnic group to export their problem.  NHDC must resist this 
potential squandering of the public purse and racially divisive 
decision.  I will be making representations in the current EERA 
consultation.  Finally the preponderance of the evidence from the 
Gypsy and Travellers community (in particular Hughe Smith of the 
Gypsy Council) is to the effect that they do not wish to be relocated in 
rural areas at all.

3. Moving forward - the Scott Wilson report
I have a number of points to make on the report before trying to deal 
with the particular oddities about the way in which it identifies the 2 
sites NH112 and NH109 in Sandon.

First the positive criteria used in identifying areas of opportunity are 
flawed: second the GIS mapping criteria have been applied unevenly;
 third there are serious errors in the application of the opportunity 
criteria in fig 6b; fourth certain of the date used is out of date, which 
has impacted on the areas of search, finally the criteria adopted by SW
 in their report as relevant opportunity criteria for the siting of Gypsy 
and Traveller criteria are different from the criteria which they 
advocate for the regions of Southern and Western Hertfordshire in their
 parallel report for the various Southern and Western Hertfordshire 
councils in September 2007 (SW September 2007 report)
a: Flawed criteria
i) the ODPM circular provides that the following criteria in particular 
should be met.
ii) consider first in time locations near existing settlements with access 
to local services (para 65)
iii) proximity and access to education (para 12a, para 64c)
iv) proximity to medical services (para 12a, para 64c)
v) accessibility by public transport (with 500m buffer).
vi) Employment opportunities (para 18 - locations that meet the current
 working patterns of gypsies and travellers)
vii) Local amenities (shops, post office, services)
viii) Minimum disruption to existing communities - facilitate the 
traditional travelling way of life of G &T whilst respecting interests of 
settled community.
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ix) use register of unused and under-used land in public ownership 
(para 35b)
x) In respect of semi rural sites these may be considered where "not 
subject to special planning constraints" In particular where alternatives 
to the car exist for accessing local services (para 54)
xi) sites to respect the scale of, and no dominate the nearest settled 
community.  To be proportionate (para 54 and Annex C para 6)
xii) Sites to avoid placing an undue pressure on local infrastructure 
(para 54)
xiii Issue of sustainability are important and are not restricted to 
transport mode and distances from services (para 64)
xiv) Sites should be capable of promoting peaceful and integrated 
co-existence between the site and the local community (para 64).
xv) Avoid areas of flood (para 64)
xvi) Excessive enclosures of sites by fencing etc to be avoided (Annex 
C 4)
xvii) Vehicular access from public highways is important, as is 
provisions for parking, turning and servicing on site ie road safety for 
occupants and visitors.  an assessment of the associated noise should 
be undertaken (para 66, Annex C4)
xviii) Sites to avoid Nationally Recognised designations (SSSI's etc) 
(para 52)
xix) Brownfield sites can be used and may enhance their environment 
(para 55)
xx) sites to have a safe and convenient access to the local road network
 (annex c para 5)
xxi) Gypsies and travellers to have the same planning rights and 
obligations as everyone else (annex d 1 - see also E for the relevant 
criteria)
xxii) closeness to gypsy and travellers own families is a factor.

The only positive criteria used by Scott Wilson to position a gypsy and 
travellers' site (at least in the Northern and Eastern Hertfordshire report)
 are proximity to schools, medical facilities and public transport.  this is
 too limited and flawed criteria which will have resulted in other more 
appropriate places being overlooked,.  No account has been taken of 
local amenities, closeness to gypsy and traveller families, employment
 opportunities.  Brownfield and unused or underused local landbank 
sites etc.



2376

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

The criteria actually sued are not used sensibly.  A buffer zone of 
500m is recommended for public transport, and 1km for the other two 
criteria.  No definition of public transport is given, but one understands 
the need for public transport from the ORS report which assessed the 
needs of gypsies and travellers,  it state that "The largest single 
difficulty identified was that of access to public transport...many 
households lack access to transport of their own and...the level of 
public transport provided near their sites is not adequate" (para 22).  
the report identifies higher medical needs amongst the gypsy and 
traveller communities which require regular access to medical 
resources.  On this basis the types of public transport that meet the 
needs of gypsies and travellers is an "adequate" regular public service 
including to medical services destinations, a bus or train,  within 500m 
walk of the site, the transport providing a regular service (several times 
a day) to the medical facilities within surgery hours.  What the 
mapping has in fact picked out is any bus stop as the crow flies 
allegedly within 500m of the nearest point of the site field, including 
stops whereas busses stop only 3 times a week and where the public 
right of way route to the stop is in fact over 1km distant.  The 
opportunities criteria should have contained a more meaningful 
definition of public transport and the buffer zone should have 
recognised that whilst a 500m as the crow flies sone may well be 
workable in a town where there are many roads, in rural settings (as 
indeed is the case with the Sandon sites.) the actual distance from the 
closest part of the site to the bus stop over public roads and paths can 
be a great deal further - at times twice the distance.  the ODPM further 
stresses that proximity to a road network is of importance (annexe C 
para5) which seems to be of rather greater relevance and which is not 
me by the small, potholed and minor roads in the vicinity.

Similarly the criterion of proximity to school is puzzling. Local 
authorities do of course have a duty to ensure that all local children 
reach schools and that if they live more than a mile from the school 
they provide taxis or mini buses.  Sandon School has children who 
travel from as far away as Letchworth.  This is common in rural 
communities.  In short there is no need for this criterion to have been 
used at all, and no case is made for it in the ORS report.  Indeed the 
ORS report records that travellers' children are often home schooled 
and that this must be accommodated and supported, other sources 
report that secondary education is failing for travellers who do not live 
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close to secondary schools which should therefore be as important a 
criteria as primary schools - Sandon does not have a secondary school.

There is no reason given in the Scott Wilson report for a failure to 
apply the other positive criteria such as proximity to existing 
settlements with local services, employment, general amenities, 
unused land in public ownership etc - indeed the oversight is stunning,
 and seems calculated to weigh the search in favour of rural not urban 
areas of search.  Without identifying all the relevant criteria within the 
area of search the results are far too narrow and NHDC have not been 
provided with a proper and effective list of potential sites according to 
government policy.

Following this through to the two Sandon sites (as we detail below) if 
these two categories are modified to deal with the realities of the 
situation namely defining public transport in a meaningful way, 
measuring the buffer zone by reference to public access not a bird 
flying and by excluding schools from the equation, neither site would 
qualify at all and would have no opportunity score.  Additionally 
neither site meets the criteria ignored (for no given reason) by Scott 
Wilson of general amenities, employment, nearness to gypsy and 
traveller family connections.

There has been uneven application of GIS constraints used in the 
mapping as between the regions. Page 15 of the SW report lists the 
constraints table used for GIS mapping.  These differ slightly between 
regions- see for example Welwyn and Hatfield 6 categories excluded 
from the table and other differences between the regions in the p15 
chart.  No explanation is given for why this is and potentially it skews 
the results as between the regions.  Moreover, as is apparent from the 
site specific comments made below, the Scott Wilson mapping 
program does not seem to have been down loaded with current data 
about Sandon.  I note the use of the "magic " website.  This is a site 
under constant revision and update, and it is apparent that at the time 
Scott Wilson undertook their desk top review that it did not have up to 
date data loaded for the Sandon Sites.

There have been serious errors in the application of the opportunities 
criteria within fig 6b.  It appears that the buffer zones for the schools 
and doctors used in fig 6b have been applied for some larger distance 
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from schools and doctors than in other maps.  perhaps a 1 mile 
measure has been used in error rather than the specified 1km.  it has 
major implications and the differences can be illustrated by comparing
 Sandon in fig 5a with fig 6b.  6b also identifies a whole new green 
area NW of Ashwell when compared with 6c.  Similarly Buntingford 
has only green in 6b than in 6c.  In 5b Bunting ford's site EH14 is 
partly only a medium opportunities category.  I have tried drawing 
500m and 1 km circles around the Sandon site NH112, they do not 
overlap on the proposed site meaning on proper measurements it 
should be coloured orange not yellow.  6b is wrong and should never 
have been used to inform any kind of policy making.  I understand that
 Scott Wilson have indeed confirmed this although NHDC have not 
made this public.

It seems that SW have used old maps - see for example fig 6b which 
shows the Baldock By Pass (which has been in use since 2006) shown 
as a proposed route only.  The impact of this is that it does not have a 
red constraints buffer along it, nor is the newly created major roadway 
considered as an opportunity site for a transit camp.  I identify this 
anachronism as an example, there will be others.

Different criteria have been used by SW in the Northern and Eastern 
Hertfordshire report of October 2007 from those used in the SW 
September 2007 report prepared for the rest of the country.  The SW 
September 2007 report adopts in certain respects different criteria in 
assessing land suitability for gypsy and traveller sites.  Perhaps the 
most significant difference is that in the SW September report the 
opportunities table does not contain the 500m public transport buffer 
criteria at all, which was the one criterion that the ORS report put up 
front (see above).  Given that EERA are looking at Hertfordshire as a 
whole in suggesting site numbers this is a surprising oversight and 
leads to a relatively higher opportunity area in the Northern and 
Eastern Hertfordshire zone created by the use of this additional 
opportunity criterion, which is unfair.

Generally, these discrepancies, inaccuracies and usage of outdated 
maps can have a significant knock on effect that other area of higher 
opportunity have been inaccurately identified or missed.  If these sites 
are selected on the basis of flawed material there may be claims for 
loss of amenity and depression in property value arising from such 
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breach of duty/negligence.

4. The two Sandon sites
The criteria set out for site selection (if ever a need can be established)
 are varied.  Some are quite sensible, others, as pointed out above, 
are less so.  As a whole they do not adequately reflect government 
policy and should for that reason be treated with caution.

I turn now to the 2 specific sites and draw to your attention aspects of 
them both which I can only assume has been missed both by the 
computer and by the "reality check" site visits perhaps by reason of the 
use of outdated and/or incomplete data.

I set out as foot notes against every factual statement made the 
relevant constraint in the SW report and the relevant ODPM circular 
cross reference which seems, from both the mapping exercise and the 
narrative, to have been overlooked totally.

NH109 Payne End
This land is currently in private ownership.  As the crow flies it is 500m 
from a bus stop where a bus stops only 3 times a week¹, 500m from the 
village school at the nearest point.  There are 2 grade 1 and grade 2 
listed building within 100m of it².  a public footpath crosses one side of
 it³.  The land slopes and would require considerable earthworks.  It 
would be almost impossible for mains draining to be installed (there is 
none at present) without the construction of a pumping station, so 
septic tanks would have to be used which would drain eventually onto 
a public bridleway.  The site abuts the centre of Sandon village where 
less than 200 persons live (the village is in fact a collection of hamlets 
spread over quite a wide geographic area) so it is against that 
population count that the impact of a new site should be assessed.  
The land contains telegraph pylons at present.

NH 112  Notley Green
This site is in agricultural use and has been farmed by the same family
 for over 200 years.  That family has a strong sense of responsibility to 
the local community.  Two footpaths cross it.  Ancient woodland 
mentioned in the Domesday Book abuts it (Tichney Wood). The 
woodland abounds with wildlife - deer, hares and several species of 
orchids.  The property to the immediate SW (Tichney) is grade 2 as is 
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Danyells to the North. Danyells contains an ancient monument (moat) 
some 100m from the site, and there is a further one at the Mount some
 200m from the site.  There is no mains drainage in the vicinity of the 
site.  Behind the ancient woodland at Tichney is Blagrove Common 
which is an SSSI as are several of the surround fields.  Notley Green 
itself which abuts the site is Common land - a constraint in SW Green 
End to the immediate South is classified as a Rural Area beyond the 
green belt (Policy 6) "a Landscape Conservation Area" (policy 12) and 
a "Countryside Area" (policy 13).  The site slopes and would require 
earthworks.  the point of access is hard to determine, all the field is 
surround by ancient hedgerows and party ditched except for the 90 
degree bed in the narrow road which bounds it on 2 sides.  The road is
 as aforesaid flanked by hedges which means that in the winter months
 the sun does not reach the road surface which can remain icy all day -
 as it is not a designated salting route it is not gritted and is often 
treacherous in winter.  A few days ago, as is regularly the case, the 
road flooded and was impassable except in 4x4 vehicles.  Liability to 
flood is a constraint in SW .  At the nearest point the site is more than 
4 miles from the nearest doctors.  As the crow flies it is over 500m from 
the occasional bus stop, by road it is about 1km. The school is about 
700m away as the crow flies and for the greater part of the site over 
1km by road.  The neighbouring property at Cocks Lodge (the original 
name for this area of search) is wrongly positioned on the map used by
 SW.  it is in fact directly next to the area of search and not as the SW 
map suggests further away and in another field.  This arises from an Os
 mapping error in current printed maps.  Additionally to the house 
being directly next to the site it has public footpaths which would run 
from the site into its garden.  The represents a real and direct threat to 
privacy.  In short it meets none of the criteria for selection and has a 
high number of constraints; one can only assume that the 
computerised program failed for this field.
The local population grouped nearest to this site number about 80 
people so the impact on that small population by a new site would be 
overwhelming.  All these households have a deep concern for their 
environment and cannot understand how this site has come to be 
selected.  The extent of that concern was shown when at a recent 
meeting to review the proposals the village hall was to overflowing.
Finally the selection of these areas of search for a site is in conflict with
 NHDC's policy to maintain the southern edge of the village as 
undeveloped and similarly to protect the nature of Church End.
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For both sites a Highway Engineers report prepared by experts Bidwells
 for the Sandon Action Group has confirmed that for neither site could 
current Highways regulations be met for safe access.
5. Consistency in planning decisions
a) North Hertfordshire District Local Plan no 2 with alterations (April 
1996) survives in part the Planning and compulsory Purchase Act 
2004.  In particular sections saved under part 5 of the policy include 
V1 and V2 which relate to Sandon.  Specifically so far as church End 
is concerned - which is near to the Payne End site - policy survives to 
the effect.
"scattered buildings are surrounded by spaces of greens, large gardens,
 cemetery and roads should be retained as essential to village 
character". Even more pertinent is policy V2 which concerns the 
Southern Ends - ie the Notley site "village entrance to remain 
undeveloped and integrated with rural landscape".  NHDC should 
respect and protect its established and existing policies.

b) Sandon Parish Council was recently told that an application for 
affordable housing at Rockells Farm, some 100m from the Notley 
Green site, would fail as placing too much strain on the rural 
community.  This was unsurprising as an application for change of use 
of an annexe located over a garage to a self contained residential unit
 in Green end was similarly refused on appeal.  The reasons given for 
this failure by Mr Dennis Bradley (Inspector) were as follows:

The site was beyond the green belt and outside any settlement 
boundary.

In accordance with the council's own Structure Plan it was felt that to 
allow the appeal to be successful would conflict with the Structure 
Plan in that new residential development should be directed to 
sustainable locations such as existing towns and villages where 
reliance on the private car is not necessary.

There was a particular point made of the "relatively isolated location 
of the home in Sandon and the lack of nearby services".  A new self 
contained unit would have implications of sustainability and any 
occupier of the dwelling would be entirely dependent on the use of 
private cars for all journeys, as there is no access to public transport 
and apparently clear conflict with the principles of sustainability.
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It was decided that should the appeal be granted it would open the 
floodgates for other properties in the area to make similar 
development and the cumulative impact on the rural part of the 
District would be considerable.

6 Alternatives

Scott Wilson should have considered first in time (1) unused or 
underused land in public ownership - they did not and that review 
should take place as a priority before resorting to other land.(2) 
brownfield sites - again not considered.. This exercise should be 
completed first in time before resorting to any other area of search.  
therefore there would seem to be greater prospect of meeting 
government policy by the positioning of a site close to new 
developments in Stevenage where amenities are to be found together 
with employment opportunities.  S106 could be invoked to reduce 
impact on the public purse.  If NHDC choose to do this they should 
however take care for the future to ensure that the site will "count" as 
fulfilment of their allocation should there be in the future any 
boundary changes to reflect the growth of this area.  Agreements 
should be reached with the necessary bodies to ensure this.  An 
Alternative site at Baldock near the Graveley road, formerly used by 
contractors would seem to meet the ODPM criteria far better than any 
of the rural sites identified by Scott Wilson.

7.  Blight for the future
Finally and very importantly I draw attention to a provision in the 
ODPM circular 1/2006 which states (para 10)
"(the guidelines in the ODPM circular) require local authorities to 
specifically identify land (public and private) suitable for the 
establishment of sites...under this new system when applications are 
now made there will already have been consideration as to whether 
the land is suitable and there will have been prior assessment of the 
likely need for sites at local and regional level"

One reading of this seems to invite local councils to classify land for 
the future to save this sort of exercise having to be undertaken 
hereafter.  As I have demonstrated, the process undertaken has been in
 any event flawed and therefore the Scott Wilson findings are unsafe.  
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There are moreover good and compelling reasons which may not have
 been apparent previously as to why these 2 sites are unsuitable.  For 
all these reasons I invite you to delete these two sites from your search.

Summary, suggestions and questions
The Housing Act obligation as directed by the ODPM circular 1/2006 
does require local councils to undertake a robust review of the needs of
 gypsies and travellers in the region, and, on the basis of credible 
evidence, to provide for them.  Northern and Eastern Hertfordshire 
commissioned the ORS report which on a proper review seems to show
 very limited need if any in the region.  The East of England Assembly
 to some extent has endorsed this view with is calculation of a 3 
additional pitch need for North Herts.  I ask the council not to allow 
government policy to create a need where one does no exist by the 
development of new sites in rural areas, which are unsuitable.

The SW report prepared for the council is generally flawed as set out 
above and should be treated with caution.  Neither of the two Sandon 
sites should have been selected had it been operated correctly.  Even 
on SW's own criteria neither Sandon sites meet the relevant criteria, 
beset as they are by constraints.

NHDC should have in mind its own planning rules and structure plan 
and adopt a consistent approach so as to preserve the rural district, and
 have in minds it own principles of sustainability.  It should avoid 
placing blight for the future over the area. 

Various district councils when faced by these matters have taken 
certain measures to reassure local residents anxious that a serious and 
grievous error is about to be made.  For example St Albans council has
 given an assurance that powers of compulsory purchase would not be 
used to acquire land for Gypsy and Travellers' sites.  I invite NHDC to 
do likewise.
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 Zipfell08/1727 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am strongly opposed to the proposed Traveller's sites for the following
 reasons;
NHDC has been totally inconsistent in it's handling of the planning 
process so far. Ashwell is entirely more suitable than Sandon using 
both the Council's criteria and a 'common sense' view. That said, I 
would not wish the presence of a Gypsy site on anyone as my past 
experience with them has been entirely negative.
The placing of a Gypsy site here would be disastrous both for the 
village and for the Travellers themselves and would appear to be 
totally opposite to the previous planning policy as applied to local 
residents. How the planning department could continue to determine 
minor details such as house colours, types of roofs, etc when effectively
 allowing potentially two rubbish tips into the village rather begs 
belief. The introduction of these sites would cost both the council and 
the residents dearly. If you are in any doubt about this please call St. 
Edmusbury Council where the Gypsies ripped apart a purpose built site
 in a very short period of time and stole the wash basins, pipework, tiles
 etc from the buildings provided to them at local resident's expense - a 
story repeated all over the country.
The social effect of Travellers being introduced into a small, close knit 
community such as Sandon should not be underestimated and again 
my previous experience of intimidation, bad language and theft in 
Norfolk, Suffolk and Cambridgeshire confirms this. The Police are 
unable to cope with them and tend to leave them to their own devices 
with dire consequences for the local community.
Personally, my profession results in me being away from home quite 
frequently and I could not consider staying here, leaving my wife at 
home alone at night, with Travellers so close. We would have to move.
We recently, (before the announcement of the Scott Wilson Report) 
had our house valued for insurance purposes after a long and 
expensive restoration and the positioning of a site in Sandon would 
cost us considerably. I would have to pursue all options against NHDC 
to cover my losses and I believe that there has been a precedent set 
on this matter.
The Scott Wilson report has caused great stress to the inhabitants of 
Sandon, not least because it is so flawed that we are dumbfounded as 

1



2385

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 

 

Zipfell

Zipfell

08/1727

08/1727

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

to why it would even be considered.
I appreciate that a poorly considered directive has been made to 
NHDC to find these sites but I wish to remind you that you are 
supposedly serving the community and I can think of no better 
example of a small but close community than Sandon.
Please don't tear this community apart. Should you go ahead with the 
proposed sites then we will be backed into a corner and will fight very 
hard to protect our community.

I am very much against the proposal to put two temporary Travellers 
sites in Sandon for the following reasons; I live at Notley Green, and 
although perhaps not the closest property to the proposed site, I feel it 
is totally unsuitable.  The land is almost permanently wet, the road 
access is very dangerous. The roads in the area are very narrow (often 
single width) and would be dangerous for towing caravans.  I feel 
certain that there are sites that would be so much more suitable for the
 travellers and that travellers would like to live in.

I am very much against the proposal to put two temporary Travellers 
sites in Sandon for the following reasons; 
1. There is no need for such sites and there is no historical connection 
with Travellers and Sandon.
2. There is no seasonal work in the area.
3. Sandon is effectively a 'commuter' village and therefore is not the 
normal area that travellers would prefer to live in.
4. There are virtually no amenities in sandon and a car has to be used 
for the most basic of shopping.
5. There is no Doctor or Dentist within 4 miles.
6. Although a 'commuter' village Sandon has a wonderful community 
spirit that has taken many years to build. The introduction of a secular 
group would destroy that spirit.
7. This would be a dreadful waste of ratepayers money- please 
reconsider.

5

3
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 Zipfell08/1732 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon (please note the address is the same as one 
of the proposed sites) and have been for the last 5 and half years. I am
 very concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon
 as possible sites fro Gypsies and Travellers. I don not believe that 
these sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the 
village. I have read Sandon Parish Council's responses to the Scott 
Wilson report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail. I wish to 
associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to adopt them.

1

 Wallbridge08/1735 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

As a resident of Sandon for the last 20 years, I have read the Scott 
Wilson report regarding the proposed siting of Gypsy/Traveller sites in 
Hertfordshire with great interest.
Scott Wilson laid down specific requirements for the suitability of sites 
to be considered e.g Suitable schooled, shops, access to a doctor, 
access to public transport etc and precise requirements as to the 
suitability of projected sites. I am quite at a loss to understand how the 
two proposed sites in Sandon can have been considered as suitable.
Sandon has no shop, no doctor, our school is C of E while I understand
 that most travellers are R/c which would mean busing or even worse, 
taxiing any children to the nearest R/c school on a daily basis.
Scott Wilson highlights the unsuitability of sites that are sloping, 
crossed by foot paths and power lines. The north site proposed has all 
three of these disadvantages while the south site has only two, but, as 
it is in full view of one of the access roads to the village would form an 
appalling blot on the landscape for anyone approaching from the 
Buckland direction.
While I quite understand the directive of the ODPM for all councils in 
the country to search for suitable sites for housing travelling people, I 
cannot but think that there must be far more suitable sites than those 
proposed in this village.

1
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08/1735

08/1735

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Proposed Gypsy / Traveller Sites: Sandon

These two letters, copies enclosed, were originally mailed to you in 
separate envelopes in January 22nd, the date shown, but as neither of 
them has been acknowledged we can only assume they didn't reach 
you, or were somehow mislaid or overlooked.

Therefore I am sending you these copies with the NHDC forms: Land 
Allocation - Issues and Options Consultation 24th January - 19th 
March, and would appreciate an acknowledgement of their safe 
receipt.

Proposed Gypsy/Traveller Sites: Sandon

Further to my two letters to you recently, and others from other 
concerned residents of Sandon, regarding the proposed sites in 
Sandon, mention has been made on many occasions to the possibility 
of flooding as one of the disadvantages of the Sandon Lane site.  I 
would like to draw your attention to the enclosed photographs taken 
yesterday, 16th March 2008 after just one nights rain.  The flooding 
shown is at the place where the proposed entrance to the site would 
most probably be sited.  Do the Council seriously consider it 
appropriate to house families in an area prone to such intense 
flooding, this level of water in this area is not at all uncommon.

My apologies for the incorrect dates on the pictures, my camera has a 
mind of its own in this.

5

3

 Turner08/1739 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

As a resident of Sandon for the last 35 years I am concerned that you 
are proposing to put a site here for travellers, we meet none of the 
criteria for them, we have no shops, only one primary school, hardly 
any public transport and if you need medical help you have to drive 6 
and a half miles to get any, and the roads where you propose either of 
these sites are never gritted so in the winter it is an extra hazard, also 
no main drainage, if proposed would you expect the travellers to pay 
for drainage as the residents of Sandon had to.
I also wonder if anyone has asked the travellers if they would actually 
move to the sites proposed around the country.

1
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 Turner08/1740 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Sandon being an isolated village with no shops, virtually no public 
transport, no opportunities for employment, surrounded by greenbelt 
land and a conservation area it does not fill any of the criteria required
 as a proposed site for a gypsy/travellers site, one site is on sloping 
land and both have no access to a main drainage system.
Over the 35 years I have lived in Sandon there have been virtually no 
planning applications for building houses that have been approved, 
usually the reason given for their refusal is their unsuitable impact on 
the surrounding district, need I say more.

1

 Henaghan08/1744 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Following the initial publication on North Herts District Council's 
("NHDC") website of Scott Wilson's
'Identification of Potential Areas to Accommodate Gypsy and Traveller
 Pitches Final Recommendations Report : October 2007' ('Site 
Scoping Report') and then late in December 2007, and under irregular
 circumstance, the publication of "Accommodation Needs of Gypsies 
and Travellers in Northern and Eastern Hertfordshire Background 
Report September 2007" . We as land owners of the area identified as 
North of Payne End [NH109], have previously written to both NHDC 
and Cllr Smith, outlining our objections and questioning the 'detailed 
and robust analysis' of the Site Scoping Report where the Sandon sites
 meet few of the site selection criteria and rank highly in the constraints
 criteria. (Please see attached letter to Cllr Smith dated 14 Dec 07)

NHDC cabinet met on the 18th December 2007 where the procedure 
and decisions made by the cabinet regarding Gypsy and Traveller Site
 selection were questioned to be irregular, it became apparent that 
NHDC had independently graded the sites selected by Scott Wilson on 
the sole basis of visual prominence within non-Green Belt areas, and 
specifically chose to ignore any other selection and constraints criteria,
 as recommended by Office of the Deputy Prime Minister Circular 
01/2006 Planning for Gypsy and Traveller Caravan Sites ('OPDM 
01/06') and by the Scott Wilson Site Scoping Report. Following our 
query as to detail behind the cabinet's irregular decision, Mr Wilson 
from NHDC commented in a letter dated 10th January 2008. 'The view
 which we took at this early stage was that we did not want to simply 
replicate what the consultants had done, using the same methodology.
 If we did we may as well have done the whole exercise ourselves. The
 purpose of the officer site visit was to get a general view of the areas, 
particularly from a visual impact point of view.' And following a site 

1
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visit by NHDC officers, NHDC described the suitability of the North of 
Payne End Site (NH109) as 'Telegraph poles. The higher southern part
 of the site is subject to long distance views in/out, to and from the east
 and north' where interestingly, the Ashwell site ('NH18') was excluded 
by the cabinet based on a similar description 'Site (NH18) is open in 
aspect and character with short views in from boundary roads and long 
views in/out from and to the east and north'. Therefore I will assume 
NHDC site selection is bias and selectively and solely based on visual 
prominence, and most importantly, in the critical initial site selection 
phase NHDC chose to ignore both OPDM 01/06 and Scott Wilson's 
selection and constraints criteria, in determining which sites should be 
carried forward to the Issues and Options stage. 'The Council will be 
carrying out a more detailed assessment of the areas of search as part 
of the land allocations DPD consultation process ' (Mr Wilson letter 
dated 10 Jan 08).

OPDM 01/06 intention is to ensure that DPDs include fair, reasonable, 
realistic and inclusive policies and to ensure identified need is dealt 
with fairly and effectively. OPDM 01/06 and the Department for 
Communities and Local Government: Draft Guidance on the design of 
sites for Gypsies & Travellers May 2007 ('Site Design Report') provides 
advice on site location, site selection and factors which are important 
for the location and sustainability of a site and the procedures for 
community involvement.

Given NHDC's intent to progress to the Issue and Options stage based 
on sites where NHDC have been repeatedly notified that the suitability 
of the Sandon sites contradicts both Scott Wilson's defined criteria and 
NHDC's visual prominence criteria, we have based our representation 
as to the suitability and constraints of the Sandon sites, and in 
particular NH109, on the OPDM 01/06 and the Site Design Report.

OPDM 01/06 recommends.
1. Location - should first consider locations in or near existing 
settlements with access to local
services, e.g. shops, doctors and schools. OPDM 01/06 #65. The Site 
Design Report also recommends that as a rule of thumb, no sites 
should be identified for Gypsy and Traveller use that would not be 
appropriate for ordinary residential dwellings. Where possible, sites 
should be developed near to housing for the settled community as part
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 of mainstream residential developments. To help achieve this local 
authorities and registered social landlords should consider the need 
and scope to provide a site for Gypsies and Travellers as part of all 
significant new build developments.

a. Sustainability - Such consideration should include; OPDM 01/06 
#64
i. the promotion of peaceful and integrated co-existence between the 
site and the local community;
ii. the wider benefits of easier access to GP and other health services;
iii. children attending school on a regular basis;
iv. the provision of a settled base that reduces the need for 
long-distance travelling and possible environmental damage caused 
by unauthorised encampment; and,
v. not locating sites in areas at high risk of flooding, including 
functional floodplains, given the particular vulnerability of caravans.

2. Relationship to surrounding land use
a. Site should not compromise Sites of Special Scientific Interest, 
National Nature Reserves,
National Parks, Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Heritage Coasts, 
Scheduled Monuments, Conservation Areas, Registered Historic 
Battlefields and Registered Parks and Gardens OPDM 01/06 #53
b. Sites in Rural settings - 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 the local 
infrastructure. OPDM 01/06 #54 Mixed uses (mixed residential and 
business use) are not permitted on rural exception sites.
3. Health and safety considerations
a. Highway safety and means of access - Sites should have regard to 
the potential for noise and
other disturbance from the movement of vehicles to and from the site, 
the stationing of vehicles on the site, and on-site business activities. 
Proposals should not be rejected if they would only give rise to modest
 additional daily vehicle movements and/or the impact on minor roads
 would not be significant.
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b. Site services, water, electricity, sewerage and drainage

Firstly, we have strong and fundamental objections to Sandon and in 
particular our land at North of Payne End [NH109] (approx 9.2 Ha) 
being identified in the Site Scoping Report. We view the whole 
exercise as an unlawful interference with our property rights, our right 
to private life, family life and home, and our legal right to the use and 
peaceful enjoyment of our personal possessions. (as protected under 
article 1 & 8 of the European convention on human rights). Having 
only recently purchased Partridge Hall Farm (approx 26Ha) we have no
 intention to sell any part of this small holding, which would have a 
significant and adverse effect on our family's amenity and livelihood. 
We will use all resources and avenues available to contest any 
compulsory purchase order, be it through the High Court and/or 
European Courts. We also believe by way of the Sandon sites being 
included in the Site Scoping Report and contrary to NHDC Q&A 
literature, Partridge Hall Farm, in its entirety, and surrounding 
residential properties are effectively blighted.

In an effort to maximise dissent for Labour and Liberal Democrat's 
policy, NHDC cabinet is guilty of playing politics with peoples 
emotions and leveraging the anxiety and distress caused to our family 
and surrounding residents as a consequence of including the Sandon 
sites, even when NHDC cabinet and NHDC planning have been 
repetitively notified that the Sandon sites have many constraints and 
meet few of the defined suitability criteria.

Sandon is a small rural village and not a traditional, an occasional or 
current area frequented by Gypsies and Travellers, where the ODPM 
01/6 clarifies that there is a need to provide sites in locations that meet
 the current working patterns of Gypsies and Travellers, preferably close
 to large towns.

1. Location
Identified below are Site Design Report's factors which are important 
for the sustainability of a Gypsy and Traveller site and where the Site 
Design Report explains the location of a site must provide a safe 
environment for the residents. Selecting the right location for a site is 
crucial to supporting good community relations and maximising its 
success. And as with any other form of housing, poorly located sites, 
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will have a detrimental effect on the ability of residents to seek and/or 
retain employment and access school, further education/training, 
health services and shopping facilities, failure will generally have a 
detrimental effect on social inclusion and community cohesion.

- Means of access, availability of transport modes and distances from 
services;
The Sandon sites are not reasonably accessible to community services 
and facilities and are not within reasonable distance of a 
doctors/health facility, shop and other local services.
Specifically:
¿ Sandon has only one (over subscribed) primary school, attended by 
approximately 70 students.
¿ A post office that is open three mornings a week.
¿ The closest GP's surgery, secondary school and supermarket are in 
Buntingford (approx 10kms
away). Buntingford is in East Herts and the proposed NHDC Gypsy and 
Traveller sites in Sandon
and Barkway would expect to utilise doctors/health facilities, shop and 
other local services of
Buntingford. In addition to the NHDC permanent sites, Scott Wilson 
has highlighted 3 Buntingford
(East Herts) sites as suitable for transit use.
¿ There is currently only three bus services a week ¿ NHDC intend to 
cut this service to two journeys a week.
¿ The closest railway station is Ashwell & Morden (6km away)
¿ The closest convenience store/local shop is the petrol station on the 
A505 (approx 6km away).
Due to the severely restricted bus service, lack of employment 
opportunities, and lack of community services and facilities, the 
Sandon sites offer no alternatives other than the car in accessing these
 services. There would be a significant increase in traffic and 
associated emissions, a Sandon site will place an undue burden on 
limited local infrastructure and the amenities of existing residents. 
Scott Wilson has failed to recognise the strain and undue pressure on 
the Buntingford services, which would be experienced by placing both 
permanent and transit sites within close proximity to one another.

- Easy access to Schools, General Practitioner and other health 
services
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Please see points listed above and;
¿ The substantial increase in highway volume generated by the 
proposed NH109 site would prejudice highway safety and give rise to 
problems of access and pedestrian safety.
¿ The minor lane flanking NH109, is rural in character and for the 
length of the site, single track only,
with minimal opportunities for vehicles to pass one another in safety, 
given the lane is flanked by
drainage ditches and high grass banks.
¿ The minor lane is unlit, is not a salting route, rises steeply to the 
village, the lane is prone to black ice, and access is compromised 
during heavy rain and over the winter months.
¿ Sandon is an inappropriate and unsustainable location inconsistent 
with NHDC's requirement to
exploit and deliver accessibility by alternative modes of transport, 
including walking, cycling and
public transport, to services and facilities.

- Access to Employment
The Site Design Report highlights that many Gypsies and Travellers 
express a preference for a rural location which is on the edge of or 
closely located to a large town or city consistent with traditional 
lifestyles and means of employment.
¿ Sandon is a small rural village of approximately 250 people with no 
industry, and no employment
opportunities outside the Primary School and Sales of Sandon (equine
 store).

- Meet the current working patterns of gypsies and travellers preferably 
close to large towns
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 Wilson's Site Scoping Report.
We would also recommend than NHDC question why the following two 
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sites ranked 1 by Scott Wilson where excluded from the Site Scoping 
Report
NH10 ¿ Hitchin Rd, Kimpton NH36 ¿ Warren Lane Green;
And we would ask NHDC to investigate why 13 of the ranked 2 sites 
which Scott Wilson recommend be included were excluded from Scott 
Wilson's Site Scoping Report.
NH37 - Mansell's Lane Codicote NH38 - Duxley's Wood Bendish NH41 -
 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 
Wym'y 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. Relationship to surrounding land use
Identified below are Site Design Report's factors and considerations as 
to the relationship of sites to the surrounding community, and for an 
integrated coexistence of the site with the local community which 
should include consideration of noise and possible disturbance to 
Gypsy and Travellers living on the site, and possible noise and 
disturbance to the wider community, in particular from movement of 
Gypsy and Traveller vehicles.

- The site should have characteristics which are sympathetic to the 
local environment
Both sites [NH109 and NH112], are not respective of the scale of the 
nearest settled community.
¿ Sandon is a collection of hamlets spread over a wide geographic 
area
¿ The population from the EERA proposed pitches would overwhelm 
the neighbouring settled
community
¿ Both sites are bordering NHDC designated archaeological and 
conservation areas
¿ There are Sites of Special Scientific Interest within close proximity.
¿ Both sites are surrounded by numerous listed buildings
¿ Due to NH109 open characteristics, the whole of the area of search is
 in a visually prominent location, a Gypsy and Traveller site in 
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isolation would be intrusive in the landscape and overbearing.
¿ NH109 abuts residential properties, Partridge Hall Farm and the 
Driftway
¿ NH109 is overlooked by numerous residential properties from 
numerous directions, Partridge Hall
Farm, Partridge Hall Cottages, The Vicarage, The Driftway, The All 
Saints Church, The Old Vicarage, 6 Bells House, Wheat Hill and 
Gannock Thatch.
¿ Though the construction of hard surface areas and erection of utility 
blocks the proposed site will
create an incongruous urban appearance in the midst of rural 
surroundings and an intrusion into the
rural character of the open countryside.
¿ Both sites will harm and place undue pressure on the settled 
communities as both sites are incapable of sympathetic assimilation in
 their surroundings without significant adverse environmental impact 
and significant adverse effects on the amenities of existing local 
residents and adjoining land uses.
Most interestingly Partridge Hall Farm recently was granted planning 
consent (Application 07/02338/1HH) for an extension, and following 
consultation with Sandon Parish Council, Senior NHDC Planners and 
Conservation Officer, consent was given on the basis that the extension
 "would have no adverse effect on the amenities of the neighbouring 
properties, the visual amenity of the locality or on highway conditions 
in the vicinity of the site and, as such, complies with the relevant 
provisions of the development plan" And we are required to provide 
sample's of all proposed building materials to ensure that "the 
development will have an acceptable appearance which does not 
detract from the appearance and character of the surrounding 
conservation area" (Please see attached - NHDC Decision Notice 14 
Dec 07).

We find the proposal for a Gypsy and Traveller site adjacent and in full
 view of Partridge Hall Farm and neighbouring properties contrary to 
planning consent considered in the recent past.

- The site should provide visual and acoustic privacy,
NH109 is not a residential area; noise generated by a gypsy site is 
greater than in most residential areas, as much Gypsy and Traveller 
social activity takes place outside (i.e. interaction between occupiers of
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 adjacent family pitches and movement between the caravans, 
dayrooms, toilets and sheds on each site). The NH109 site would 
exponentially increase the number of households in the area and with 
all the development and activity typically associated with gypsy 
accommodation, will substantially reduce the amenities of the 
surrounding residents.
¿ Noise generated by people 'living an outdoor life' is more noticeable
 in the relatively quiet rural
surroundings of NH109, which is peaceful for most of the time.
¿ The intrusive effects of the street lights are also considered 
damaging where currently there is no light pollution.
¿ NH109 is likely to give rise to a significant increase in traffic 
movement from the site, which would
have a detrimental impact to highway safety and on the amenity of 
nearby and adjacent residential
occupiers by virtue of increased levels of noise, pollution and general 
disturbance.

NH109 would have a significant and adverse effect on the amenities of
 existing and adjoining land uses.
¿ Due to the steeply sloping topography of the area, there is only one 
viable entrance into NH109. This entrance provides access to the only 
level area and serves as Partridge Hall Farm's only access to the field 
west of the proposed site.
¿ The paddocks within site NH109 are currently used for pasture and 
for a breeding flock of sheep.
Disturbances and nuisance to sheep can cause pregnant ewes to abort 
their lambs.
NH109 would bring about material harm to the standard of amenity 
currently enjoyed and reasonably to be expected by the occupants of 
adjacent and surrounding properties.

3. Health and safety considerations
Site Design Report recommends;

- Sites adjacent to a rubbish tip, on landfill sites, close to electricity 
pylons or any heavy industry are unlikely to be suitable.

¿ NH109 contains electric pylons, which not only pass directly over the 
only access point to the site but run diagonally across the area of 
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search.
¿ The eastern side of site NH109 is flanked by telegraph poles.

Both NHDC and Scott Wilson only recognise NH109 as having 
telegraph poles, we question if Scott Wilson actually conducted the 
self claimed, site visit and reality check, and question the reasons why 
NHDC during their sight visit, failed to notice electric pylons which are 
highly visible and run diagonally though the NH109 area of search.

- The sites must be relatively flat and suitable for purpose. Risk from 
flooding must be determined prior to development of a site
¿ NH109 has been classified as steeply sloping.
¿ NH109 sits within a geographical bowl with a series of drainage 
channels which route rain water to a main ditch running directly 
through the only level area. As the level area is at the lowest point in 
the bowl, it and the site entrance are at high risk of rapid inundation 
and flooding.
¿ The drainage ditch on NH109 feeds the Cat Ditch which then feeds 
the River Ivel.
Environment Agency Flood Maps give an indication of the areas at risk
 of flooding, however they do not provide detail on individual 
properties and do not show flooding from other sources, such as 
groundwater, direct runoff from fields, or overflowing sewers. Please 
see attached photos which evidence NH109 susceptibility to rapid 
inundation and flooding.

- The sites should allow free access for emergency vehicles

The Site Design Report recommends
All roads must allow easy access for emergency vehicles. Suitable 
roads must be provided, with no caravan or park home more than 50 
metres from a road .(i)
¿ The proposed area for site NH109 extends well beyond 50m from the
 road.
Roads must have no overhead cable less than 4.5 metres above the 
ground. Vehicular access and gateways must be at least 3.1 metres 
wide and have a minimum clearance of 3.7 metres. Roads must not be
 less than 3.7 metres wide, or if they form part of a one way traffic 
system, 3 metres wide.(ii) . To increase potential access points for 
emergency vehicles, more than one access route into the site is 
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recommended. Where possible, site roads should be designed to allow
 two lorries to pass each other (minimum 5.5m) .(iii) 
¿ Due to the steeply sloping topography of the area, there is only one 
viable entrance and access point into NH109
¿ The lane flanking NH109 is a quiet single track rural lane; it is too 
narrow to deal safely with an
increase in traffic.
¿ The lane is flanked by drainage ditches and high grass banks, on 
average the lane flanking NH109 is 3.6m wide with areas less than 
3.2m wide.
¿ The lane has minimal opportunities for vehicles to pass one another 
in safety and without damage to the highway verge.
¿ The limited passing places make highway conditions extremely 
hazardous for all road users,
particularly cyclists, pedestrians and horse riders, who frequent the 
lane.

- Sufficient lighting must be provided on the site to enable safe access 
and movement through the site at night for both pedestrians and 
vehicles

¿ Currently site NH109 does not have street lighting; lighting of a site 
in the middle of an agricultural
field is alien to the area. There is limited street lighting in the village 
(total of 5 street lights). Light
pollution would be considerable for the surrounding residential 
properties and will bring about material harm to the standard of 
amenity currently enjoyed.

- Sites must provide access to water, electricity, drainage, and 
sanitation

The Site Design Report recommends that sewerage/sanitation 
provision, surface water drainage and storm water drainage must be 
installed in accordance with current legislation, regulations and British 
Standards.
¿ NH109 does not have connections to waste water, water drainage 
and sewerage treatment services. The site would require considerable 
earthwork and construction of a pumping station to limit the danger of 
contamination of the water course from sewerage, diesel, oil and 



2399

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

cleaning contaminants. The series of ditches crossing site NH109 route
 drainage water to the Cat Ditch which then feeds the River Ivel, 
environmental consequence due to pollution to this water course need
 to be investigated. It is likely that NH109 will need to acquire 
drainage rights over adjoining land.
The Site Design Report recommended that mains sewage disposal is 
included for each pitch, where it is economic to do so. (iv)

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.
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 
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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.

Given the unsuitable nature of the Sandon sites and lack of sufficient 
local infrastructure and services, both Sandon sites would not be 
considered appropriate for ordinary residential dwellings or suitable for
 new build development, and therefore we request that both Sandon 
sites are immediately rejected as a suitable locations to accommodate
 a Gypsy and Traveller sites.

We request to be notified that this letter and all attachments have 
been included in the Issues and Options Consultation and that the 
Land Allocations DPD has been submitted to the Secretary of State for
 independent examination and of the adoption of the Land Allocation 
DPD.
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Henaghan

Henaghan

08/1744

08/1744

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Dear Neighbour
North Herts Planning recently sent a letter informing us that our land 
North of Payne End has been identified in the Scott Wilson Report as 
suitable for a gypsy and travellers site.
We have since replied outlining our objection to the Scott Wilson 
proposal and have attached a copy of our letter to North Herts 
Planning and a copy of a letter from North East Herts MP, Oliver 
Heald.  We strongly believe that the placement of a transient insular 
community in a small parish such as Sandon, will adversely affect the 
harmony of surrounding community, and as statistics confirm, have a 
material impact on the value of our homes, farms and livelihood.
As a community we must insist that there is a public consultation and a
 sustain ability appraisal on the likely social, environmental and 
economic effects and we need the strength of the community to voices
 these concerns and opinions to our Town Planners, District Councillor 
and MP.  If you have an opinion on Scott Wilson's recommendations 
we urge you to contact planning and your elected representatives.

We have strong and fundamental objections to our land in North 
Payne End (approx 9.2 ha) being identified in the Scott Wilson Report 
as a suitable travellers site.

Having only recently bought Partridge Hall Farm (approx 26Ha) we 
have no intention to sell any part of this small holding which would 
have the effect of rendering the farm uneconomical and, thereby, 
destroying our family's livelihood.  More particularly.
* Due to the steeply sloping topography of the area, there is only one 
viable entrance into the field highlighted by the Scott Wilson Report.  
This entrance provides access to the only level area and serves as our 
only access to the field west of the proposed site.  As a consequence, 
the placing of a traveller's site in this location would materially affect 
our ability to access a significant proportion of the remaining land.

2

3
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* The North of Payne End area is a geographical bowl with a series of 
drainage channels which route rain water to the main ditch running 
directly through this level area. As the level area is at the lowest point 
in the bowl, it is prone to frequent flooding. Therefore, its suitability as 
a site for anything other than agriculture is highly questionable. 
Further, the proposal would essentially rob the farm of the majority of 
its useful flat (or near flat) land.

In Addition
* It should also be noted that an electric pylon not only passes directly 
over the entrance but dissects this same level area.
* There is no mains sewerage outside of Sandon village (approx 1km 
away).
* Finally, North of Payne end is only served by a minor narrow road 
that runs parallel to the field; the lane is only accessible by a single 
vehicle at any particular time and is unsuitable for volume traffic of 
any kind.

Furthermore, we would question the criteria used in identifying North 
of Payne End as a suitable site, as Sandon is a village of less than 400
 people with poor existing services and community facilities.  Sandon 
has only one (over subscribed) primary school and a post office that is 
open three mornings a week. The closest GP's surgery, secondary 
school and supermarket are in Buntingford (approx 10kms away). There
 is no bus service, the closest railway station is Ashwell & Morden (6km 
away), and the closest convenience store/local shop is the petrol 
station on the A505 (approx 6km away).  As there is no public transport 
to Sandon, there would be a significant increase in traffic and 
associated emissions, together with the extra burden on limited local 
infrastructure and amenities.
Any travellers site would have a significant and adverse socio and 
economic effect on the local Sandon community. This fact alone puts 
into question the motives of the Scott Wilson organisation in 
specifically excluding any sustainability appraisal on the likely social, 
environmental and local economic effects.
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 Searle08/1746 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

It has been brought to my attention that NHDC is considering, no 
matter how seriously, the siting of a travellers and gypsy site in our 
village.

It beggars belief to think that this village, with its very small population
 might easily integrate an influx, en masse, of the scale proposed.

Furthermore, the sites proposed seem quite inappropriate anyway. I 
believe that one of them, east of the church is close to an ancient 
monument and the other, to the west of the village has a probable 
entrance and exit onto a narrow, twisty lane which will clearly be 
dangerous. I believe in fact that one of our neighbours had planning 
permission for a new dwelling declined for that very reason on that 
very stretch of road. How odd that you might now deem it suitable for 
such a site!

I do not pretend to understand the politics Mr Beavan, but it seems to 
me that a small village with little or no public transport, no shops, a 
part-time post office, no medical facilities and some tiny twisty lanes is 
the least suitable position for a travellers site I could imagine.

I look forward very much to hearing your views from a planning 
perspective.

1
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 Searle08/1748 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

The Scott Wilson report that states that two sites in Sandon, 
Hertfordshire are suitable (at least potentially!) for Travellers and 
Gypsies is surely flawed?

I understand that there should be bus routes, a doctors' surgery and 
shopping facilities in the area, unfortunately, we enjoy none of those 
luxuries here in Sandon - in fact we're deemed so insignificant by 
NHDC that you don't even bother to grit our lanes, causing a number of
 accidents every winter!!!

It seems to me that the other sitings that Scott Wilson have 
'recommended' in neighbouring villages are similarly flawed and that 
their whole process for selection needs to be called into question. It 
may be the most disastrous bit of district council outsourcing I have 
ever witnessed.

Do you agree?

1

  08/1751 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I live on the outskirts of Sandon and have been resident at this address
 for the last 21 years. I am most concerned about the proposal in 
include two locations in Sandon as possible sites for Gypsies and 
Travellers. I do not believe that these sites are in any way suitable 
either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the village or, indeed, for the 
immediate locality.
I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail. I wish to 
associate myself with the points raised in that letter.

1

 Jarman08/1752 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I write as a resident of Sandon to express my deep concerns regarding 
the proposed Gypsy and Traveller sites in Sandon.
I understand that the two sites in Sandon were chosen because of their
 suitability and compliance with the required criteria set out b Scott 
Wilson. From my understanding of the Report Sandon only complies 
with one of the criteria, which I would imagine to be the village 
school.
Sandon has no shops, public house, doctor, railway, no petrol station 
nor police station and an extremely limited bus service with some 
three buses per week! The impact of such travellers sites would be, in 
my opinion, severe upon the rural nature of Sandon.
The proposed site at Notley Green sits between two Grade II* listed 
properties and is some 300 yards from Blagrove Common. The 

1
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Common and land abutting it has been designated as an SSSi and I 
understand that SSSI's are excluded from land available for travellers 
sites. There is also the ancient monument at the Mount to be 
considered which is also close by. Also access to this would be on a 
very dangerous bend.
From a personal point of view, it is very disappointing that Sandon has
 been selected at all as my husband and I recently made an 
application to the North Herts District Council Planning Department to 
change the use of annex from 'use incidental tot he main house as a 
dwelling to Self-contained residential unit'. We failed in our 
application and went to appeal.
We failed in our appeal and the reasons given for this failure by Mr 
Dennis Bradley (Inspector) were as follows:
1. The site was beyond the Green Belt and outside any settlement 
boundary.
2. In accordance with the Council's own Structure Plan it was felt that 
to allow our appeal to be successful would conflict with the Structure 
Plan in that new residential development should be directed to 
sustainable locations such as existing towns and villages where 
reliance on the private car is not necessary.
3. There was particular point made of the 'relatively isolated location 
of our home in Sandon and the lack of nearby services'. Our dwelling 
would have implications for 'sustainability' and any occupier of our 
swelling would be entirely dependent on the use of private cars for all 
journeys, there is no access to public transport and apparently clear 
conflict with the principles of sustainability.
4. It was decided that should our appeal be granted it would open the 
floodgates for other properties in the area to make similar a 
developement and the cumulative impact on the rural part of the 
District would be considerable.

Although we were disappointed with Mr Bradley's decision, we 
accepted it.

We would like assurances from the Planning Department to the effect 
that any development in Sandon would be considered with the 
Planning Department's own strict guidelines in mind, these guidelines 
should also be applied to any proposed Gypsy and Traveller sites.
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Fiducia

Fiducia

08/1754

08/1754

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

It is unbelievable that you are thinking of putting travellers sites in 
Sandon. This is a small rural community. It is in a green belt. The 
lanes are narrow, not gritted, flood in winter & generally full of pot 
holes & in poor condition, no street lights etc.
There is no village community, no shops, no secondary school, no 
doctor, no dentist. The proposed sites are inaccessible & not on 
travellers routes.

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

1

3
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Fiducia

Fiducia

08/1755

08/1755

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I think it isn't a good idea to put travellers in Sandon as there is 
nowhere to go & you can't even ride a bike on the lane as the lane is 
narrow & the traffic goes too fast. There is no football pitch or anything
 for teenagers.

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

1

3
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 Searle08/1756 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Re: Scott Wilson Report, notably Traveller/Gypsy Sites in Sandon

We have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and we would like to echo, verbatim, their views and associate 
ourselves squarely behind them.

We look forward to a full and explanatory reply to the council, and this 
letter too, from the planning dept. of NHDC.

1

 Fiducia08/1757 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Please reconsider your proposal to put a travellers site in Sandon.
There are no facilities in Sandon, no pubs, no where to go. There is 
no secondary school, no doctors surgery, no dentist, no shops.
The lanes are narrow one car width in fact. At the moment they are 
flooded. In icy conditions the lane to A505 is lethal with lots of 
accidents on the hills - impassable for caravans, never gritted.
The proposed site at Paynes End is steep & not suitable for 
development without major earthworks. Also it is privately owned - you 
can't take it - it's stealing, it's not fair on that man & his family to take 
his land. Is it democratic?
Please think again.

1
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 Fiducia08/1757 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

3
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 Alderman08/1759 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for 17 years. I am also 
Deputy Leader of Sandon Cygnets Pre-School playgroup which meets 
in Sandon School Hall three mornings a week. I am very concerned 
about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as possible sites
 for Gypsies and Travellers. I do not believe these sites are suitable for 
Gypsies and travellers or for the village. I have health and safety 
concerns regarding the children from these proposed sites getting to 
the playgroup as there are no pavements along either lane from either
 proposed site, yet the sites are too near the school to be allocated a 
bus service. This would mean that these children would have to walk 
along narrow, dark lanes never designed as pedestrian thoroughfares.
I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
report and I thoroughly endorse the points raised in that letter.

1

 Krempel08/1760 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Regrettably I was unable, because of work commitments, to attend the 
recent meeting held at the Village Hall to discuss the above.

I have, however, read the minutes of the meeting and considered the 
report for which your colleague was kind enough to supply me the 
URL.

I accept that you are under an externally imposed obligation to 
consider these issues, but I am much saddened by the apparent failure
 by the consultants to deploy even a modicum of common sense in 
selecting the two sites in Sandon as potential sites.

I have lived in Sandon for nearly 25 years and during that time I have 
seen the character of the village change enormously. What was once a
 simple agricultural community is now essentially a commuter village.

We have nevertheless strived to maintain the character of the village 
and believe that it is a happy and pleasant place to live. However, the 
inclusion of the two sites identified as being potentially suitable for use
 by travellers within the boundaries of the village has caused much 
concern and ill feeling. In my view this was completely unnecessary 
given the manifest unsuitability of the potential sites and the village to
 host travelling communities.

It is my view this, apparently, desk top survey, is seriously deficient.

3
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I will try to summarise the reasons for this below:-

1. There is little or no work to be had in the village.
Save for the Saddlery, Cecil Sale's Mill and the farmers, the only 
businesses that are to be found in the village and it's immediate area 
are, like our small legal practice (we have no employees), small 
generally proprietor run, hobby style businesses.
I accept that the Saddlery employs a few people, as does Mr Sale, but 
it is my understanding that the farmers only employ a few hands 
between them and rely mainly on contractors. There is therefore, little 
or no further employment available in the village. Any new resident 
will, as a consequence of this, have to commute out of the village to 
find work.
It has, indeed, been a long held complaint, amongst the young 
people of the village, that there are no local jobs to be had, and that it
 is necessary to travel to Baldock, Buntingford, Royston, Stevenage or 
further afield to find any sort of work.

2. Lack of Amenities
When I arrived in the village it had two shops and at least two public 
houses. It now has neither of these. I accept that the village has a part 
time Post Office (but, given the stated plans of the Post Office, for how 
long?) but this is only open 3 mornings a week. Any shopping done by 
the travellers will therefore need to be done at Baldock, Buntingford, 
Royston or Stevenage which are all a considerable distance away. To 
be fair and in an effort to be objective there are a number of shops in 
Ashwell which is a little nearer (only 4 miles or so), but still a very long 
walk with bags of shopping!

Until recently the village had a police presence in the form of a 
resident police officer, although, again to be fair, he did discharge 
duties through a larger area. The gentleman in question has now 
retired from the force, which in normal circumstances does not cause 
concern. However, given the wrongs suffered by some of my 
neighbours at the hands of elements of travelling communities, and 
the generally poor reputation that these communities enjoy, I have 
genuine fears for the maintenance of law and order should elements 
of the travelling community be introduced against our will, into our 
otherwise quite (nobody is perfect!) law abiding and peaceful 
community. Please do not construe this as a treat as it is not, it is just a
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 genuine concern about the future peace of our village.

I accept that the village has a primary school, but, from my recent 
enquires, this is already fully subscribed and indeed being required to 
turn away otherwise eligible pupils. This school has a hard earned 
reputation for producing well-educated and acceptable youngsters. I 
am not an educationlist, but it is easy to see the disruptive effects of 
introducing the children of travellers on an intermittent and temporary 
basis, would have on such a school. This is a small school and 
changes like those basis, would have on such a school. This is a small 
school and changes like those anticipated are likely to have a greater 
impact than similar changes at schools with larger populations - where 
the impact will be significantly diluted.

3. The Physical swamping of the village
Sandon has a tiny population for the area that it occupies. You will 
have better access than most to the relevant demographic data, but it 
is my understanding that approximately 350 people live in the village,
 which you will, or certainly should, know, covers a very substantial 
area. Adding up to 90 additional inhabitants will have a 
disproportionate impact on the village. It is manifestly inappropriate to
 seek to increase the size of a village by more than 25% in this way.

I find this proposal even more alarming and unusual given the almost 
complete embargo on development in the village. In fact it strikes me  
as being completely absurd that we are largely prevented from 
erecting new dwellings which might enhance our village, whilst being 
required to accept a travellers site, which, from what I have seen of 
them are nothing but a blight and an eyesore!

4. Transport
I understand that there is a bus service in Sandon that runs through the
 village three times a week - clearly of no use for commuting. It is also 
my understanding that the future of this service is in no way 
guaranteed. Given its timing and infrequency it is of little practical use
 to regular travellers.

5. Conclusion
For these reasons I forward my most vigorous objection to the 
nomination of these two sites and will put my full and committed 



2413

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

support behind my neighbours' resistance to any attempt that may be 
made to comulsorily purchases any part of their land.

In particular I will advise them to examine in detail the implications of 
the Human Right Act, the section 2 of the Local Government Act 2000 
and the tests set out in section 99 (3) of the Planning and compulsory 
Purchase Act 2004. It is my view that any action other than to 
eliminate these sites from further consideration will be ultra vires by 
virtue of the aforesaid section 2.

Further, as these nominations are so fundamentally flawed, in that 
they fail to meet the vast majority, if not all, of the criteria imposed for 
the survey, in the event that I, the landowners concerned and the 
people of Sandon do not receive your unconditional and unequivocal 
assurance that no action will be taken to acquire this land by use of 
compulsory powers, I will recommend that action is brought against the
 council for breach of statutory duty and all losses and expenses 
incurred in any activity concerning this matter - including 
compensation for time spent in pursuing it - paid to those incurring 
them. To enable you to establish some figure for this loss I charge my 
clients at the rate of £200 per hour and I have so far spent 4 hours on 
this matter. Some of my neighbours' time is a lot more valuable!!

I will also advise an application for injunctive relief.

 

 

Miller

Miller

08/1762

08/1762

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I do not consider Sandon as a suitable site for Gypsies and Travellers - 
surely they would prefer to be closer to a town or local facilities - has 
anyone actually asked them?
Why can't some of the other sites in St Albans be extended surely this 
would suit the travellers needs.

* does not have facilities
*poor roads
*bo buses
*no work

1

3

 Miller08/1764 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

We do not consider Sandon as a suitable site for Gypsies and 
Travellers.

1
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 Miller08/1765 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I do not consider Sandon as a suitable site for Gypsies and Travellers. 
The criteria set out by the Scott Wilson report is not met in Sandon. 
We have a limited bus provision (3 a week) - local doctors are 5 miles 
away, and our roads are very narrow, the Gannock Road floods 
regularly, and on the Notley site a dangerous bend where several 
accidents have happened.
Firstly my family have lived in Sandon for generations, I remember 
gypsies coming to Sandon to work on the land when I was a child, (and
 very nice people they were too) but there is no work in Sandon for 
them now, I cannot believe they would want to live in such a rural area
 with no facilities at all. In those days we had two shops 3 pubs plus 
mobile bakers and butchers that visited us twice weekly now we have 
none.
Secondly I am amazed the Council planners can come up with sites 
for travellers in Sandon when for 12 years as a Parish Councillor I tried 
for affordable housing for local people, people who actually WANTED 
to live here, and the planners found all our sites unacceptable for one 
reason or another. I was fortunate to remain in Sandon when I married 
as I cared for my elderly father, and took over the house on his death, 
alas my five brothers were not as fortunate, and all had to move 
reluctantly into the towns because the lack of affordable housing to 
rent or buy.
I am sure the Council feel Sandon is just another Village who thinks 
'Not on my Doorstep' but this is not true, we really do not believe this is
 the best place for any site.

I hope the proposed site for Affordable Housing in Pocket Park goes 
ahead and yes...it is on my doorstep and I don't mind...

1
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 Shaw08/1770 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for the last 6 years. I came 
to Sandon solely to provide the English countryside backdrop and 
village sense of community for my expanding family. I have three 
children, two of which attend Sandon JMI School. I am deeply 
concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as 
possible sites for Gypsies and travellers. This is three pronged:
1. I believe Sandon, being a small village, would be under pressure in
 various different ways to sustain a sudden influx of residents. An 
obvious statement given the lack of facilities outlined as necessary 
criteria in the Scott Wilson Report.
2. If we were chosen to provide these sites then almost certainly there 
would be families with children from the travelling community 
attending the school. There are not enough places to place them. We 
as current long term Sandon residents were told that the subscription of
 our first born child to enter the school was under doubt as there were 
too many children to place his particular year, that number being 16. 
As you can appreciate such a small school is already under pressure to 
provide the necessary level of teaching at its current level of 
subscription.
3. One of the chosen sites North of Paynes End is well known to my 
family as we frequently walk and drive through that area. After 
prolonged rainfall the road and fields surrounding this area, including 
the access gate to the barn and outbuildings, are consistently flooded.
We do not believe that these sites are suitable either for Gypsies and 
Travellers or for the village. I have read Sandon Parish Council's 
response to the Scott Wilson Report and I believe you have yet to 
respond in detail.
I wish to associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to 
adopt them.

1
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 Cannon08/1771 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am writing as a resident of Sandon for forty years. The idea of a 
Travellers' site in Sandon fills me with dread - life would never be the 
same again for us as you can well imagine. Our quiet little 'away from 
it all' haven would be spoilt and blighted forever and our properties 
devalued as a result. Nobody would want to live in close proximity to 
one of these sites.
However - I know I must be practical. The village is simply totally 
unsuitable. There is next to NO public transport - NO shop -NO Doctor 
or Health Clinic - only a tiny school - and for a lot of us NO Mains 
drainage- so how on earth could it satisfy the needs of a travelling 
Community?
Another point is that our roads are narrow, pot-holed and dangerous- in
 several places there is only room for one car at a time-this results in 
fairly frequent accidents. They are rarely salted in Winter (especially 
Sandon Lane) - so are often extremely treacherous in icy conditions.
As residents we value above all the peace and tranquility of our 
surroundings. Surely the way forward is to expand existing sites-if they 
were all enlarged a small amount the cost and impact would be 
minimal.

1

 Faure Walker08/1772 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My family has lived and farmed in Sandon since the 15th Century.
I am deeply concerned about the proposal to include two locations in 
Sandon as possible sites for Gypsies and Travellers. I do not believe 
that these sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the 
village. I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott 
Wilson Report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail. I wish to
 associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to adopt 
them.
Not only would these sites be a blot on the landscape and swamp the 
small village community of Sandon, they fail to meet the needs of the 
very people they are supposed to help. With little opportunity for local 
employment, there is a real possibility of these sites developing into 
ghettos.
I wish to register my total opposition to the two potential sites at 
Sandon.
Please keep me informed as to the progress of your consultation and 
enquiry.

1
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 James08/1773 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for the last 31 years and I 
am extremely concerned about the two proposed Gypsy and Traveller 
sites within the village. I think it would be totally inappropriate to 
position these sites within or village with its complete lack of facilities. 
For instance: no street lamps, no medical help, no shops, no pub, no 
daily bus service, no railway and no work or employment prospects. 
Also one of the sites mentioned (NH112) is adjacent to an area of 
wildlife interest because at certain times of the year a rare and 
endangered wild orchid can be found growing there and many people 
come to see it.
I would like to register my total opposition to the two potential sites in 
Sandon and would be glad if you could keep me informed of the 
progress of your consultation and enquiry.

1
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 James08/1773 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

5
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 James08/1773 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for the last 31 years and I 
am extremely concerned about the two proposed Gypsy and Traveller 
sites within the village. I think it would be totally inappropriate to 
position these sites within or village with its complete lack of facilities. 
For instance: no street lamps, no medical help, no shops, no pub, no 
daily bus service, no railway and no work prospects. Also one of the 
sites mentioned (NH112) is adjacent to an area of wild life interest 
called Blagrove Common.  This is part of the Country Trust Nature 
Reserve and is one of the finest areas of marshy grassland in 
Hertfordshire, at its best in late spring and summer when it is alive with 
rare orchids and butterflies.  It is one of the few remaining areas of 
unimproved marshy grassland and has been maintained for centuries, 
ensuring that the various scarce species such as the march orchids, 
cuckoo flower, marsh marigolds and many others, not to mention all 
the insect life, can survive.  Many people do visit the area in the spring
 and summer especially to see these rare flowers.
I would like to register my total opposition to the two potential sites in 
Sandon and would be glad if you could keep me informed of the 
progress of your consultation and enquiry.

3

  08/1774 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My family are residents of Sandon and I am writing to express my 
concerns about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as 
possible sites for Gypsies and travellers. I do not believe that these 
sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the village.
In particular, I urge you to ensure that the sites which are finally 
approved as the result of consultation with both the gypsy and 
Traveller community. I find it highly unlikely that this community 
would identify Sandon as a desirable location for a site. It is not on 
any of the well established Traveller routes, the access roads are 
narrow lanes, the amenities are non-existent (no local shops and a very
 limited public transport system thus meaning that all errands would 
require motor vehicle transport), and the existing community is largely 
constituted of long-term residents (whom I am afraid may not be as 
welcoming to outsiders as one may hope).
I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to responded in detail. In addition 
to my above concerns I also wish to associate myself with the points 
raised in that letter and to adopt them.

1



2420

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Fiducia08/1775 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

3
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 Fiducia08/1775 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I understand that there is a proposal to put two travellers sites in 
Sandon.
I think this is very ill thought out both unfair on the travellers & on this 
small rural community. Are you trying to dump them somewhere?  
Have you been down this lane this week? It's flooded, it's narrow & how
 caravans are supposed to get by I can't imagine!! Also throw in icy 
weather & the road becomes impassable with accidents & cars unable 
to get up the two hills between here & the A505. Never gritted this D 
route so how can you consider putting caravans on it!
The village has NO amenities: The only thing it has is an 
oversubscribed JMI school & a Post Office which opens three mornings 
a week & no doubt will be closed shortly due to Post Office cuts.
The Paynes End site is on a hill - unsuitable for parking on it & is 
flooded in winter.
Please reconsider this unfair & ill thought out proposal. It seems that 
everyone will lose out if this goes ahead causing ill feeling & 
unhappiness.

1

 de Uphaugh08/1776 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have already written expressing my 
objections to the 2 proposed Gypsy and Travellers sites. I would also 
like a broader point to be taken into account, hence this email. It 
seems that the Scott Wilson report's criteria has led to a lot of rural sites
 being selected when urban sites are much more suitable for the 
lifestyle that many travellers have. The report puts emphasis on 
primary education. Quite right, but what about secondary education? 
Participation rates  drop dramatically for this section of the community.
 Surely to maximise the chance of kids gainnig good education in this 
section of the community they need to be as close as possible to 
secondary schools? This argues for urban setttings. Then looking for 
employment; again I do not have access to the stats but my guess is 
your analysis shows they often work in casual work realted to the likes of
 construction. Again better in an urban environment. This is just 2 
criteria. What about hospitals? I could go on.
In summary urban settings are better for this segment of the 
population. Rural settings are wrong. 

4
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 de Uphaugh08/1776 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I write to object to the proposed two gypsy and traveller sites in 
Sandon. They would be wrong for the village of Sandon and wrong for
 the gypsy & travellers. The reasons have been set out in the excellent 
letter from the Sandon Parish Council that no doubt you will have read
 carefully.
The treat of these proposed sites in Sandon Action Group designed to 
coordinate our opposition to these proposed sites. At the first meeting 
of the Group which was attended by Heald, Hunter and Jarvis there 
were over 125 villagers present. A high proportion of the 350 villagers 
when you think that many are kids and cannot be left at home by both 
partners.
Our website is http://www.sandonactiongroup.com/ if you would like to 
flick through it at your leisure.
I have lived in Sandon for 10 years. Never before has such an issue 
caused such unanimity in the village. We are not about to have our 
fragile community swamped by this heavy handed imposition.
Please keep me abreast of the consultation process.

1

 de Uphaugh08/1777 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Mr Jarvis
I am writing with regard to the areas of Notley Green and Payne end in
 Sandon being proposed as potential sites for Gypsies and Travellers.  
I quite understand that everyone has a right to a home, but what I am 
confused about is why a particular group of people are being given 
planning priority which is not granted to our indigenous population? 
We can't even get planning for decent, affordable housing for the 
young families of the area.
It makes a mockery of the planning laws.  Juliette Thatcher from 
Nuthampsted, has had two council visits regarding building a flat for 
her elderly parents to see if the village will be able to absorb the 
arrival of two new residents.  Whereas,the arrival of fifteen caravans 
each containing a family on a population which is, at best, 350 strong 
is recommended without any consultation with the village.  A village I 
might add which is an area of special scenic value, but has absolutely 
no amenities to cater for a transient community.  Surely our human 
rights are being violated by the sites which are being proposed without
 the consent of, or indeed consultation with, the village?
As you have probably interpreted from this letter I am filled with alarm 
about this proposal and look forward to some reassuring answers.

3
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 de Uphaugh08/1777 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Democracy is a double edged sword: politicians are reliant on votes to 
get reelected and so have to be sensitive to local objections. The two 
proposed Gypsy and Travellers sites in Sandon are a perfect example 
of democracy at work. As you can see by your mailbag, and as our 
councillors (both local and county) and MP have witnessed first hand 
when attending village meetings about the subject, there is more or 
less unanimous opposition to the sites. Unfortunately, however, 
Sandon's main criteria as a place to accommodate the said site (see 
the Scott Wilson Report) as far as we can all see is that the small size 
of Sandon means that few votes will be lost.
As you have no doubt noticed, it only meets one criteria listed in the 
Scott Wilson report, it contains an (oversubscribed) primary school. I 
feel, however, that Wilson's criteria are flawed. For example, travellers 
apparently unlike the rest of us need to be in close proximity to shops, 
medical facilities and public transport. None of which are available in 
Sandon. But they are travellers so presumably have access to plenty of
 transport to get to all these facilities? Norbet, who runs the sites in 
Hertfordshire, told me categorically that each family had at least two 
vehicles and that is where my argument lies. I don't know if you are 
familiar with the roads around, or indeed the access to, the proposed 
sites. The roads round Sandon are running at full capacity and have 
been under repair (ie Shut/ or access impaired) for the last three 
months. Both sites are situated on ungritted roads and the Notley 
Green site is on a severe bend on which the Christmas before last we 
had to come to the assistance of two vehicles that had skidded off the 
road on the corner. We also have photographic evidence of both roads
 in flood. I, therefore, suggest you send your highways department on a
 site visit to inspect the roads before you proceed any further. To 
facilitate sixty plus extra vehicles on either site will require a complete 
update to our lanes. If you consult your planning department you will 
see permission was turned down for much needed low cost housing on 
the straight beyond the Notley site due to highway regarding the bend 
as too dangerous. Please explain to me how a site of travellers could 
possibly reside there safety?

1
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 Cannon08/1788 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am writing to add my voice of objection to this proposal. I feel that 
this area is not only unsuitable for a site, but would also not be in the 
interest of the travellers themselves. It is not an area that they 
particularly want to be in, and would become a 'ghetto' area for them.
I urge that any additional pitches that have to be made available, 
should be added to existing sites.
Adding pitches in this area will only encourage travellers into places 
where there is no labour/wok available.

1

 Faure Walker08/1790 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am writing to you in relation to the Scott Wilson Report which has 
identified 2 potential Gypsy and Traveller sites in Sandon; NH109 and
 NH112. I have read the relevant background information including the
 2004 Housing Act, the ODPM circular 'Planning for Gypsy and 
Traveller Caravan Sites', the North Herts 'Gypsy and Traveller 
Accommodation Assessment' and the Scott Wilson Report 'Northern 
and Eastern Hertfordshire'. Sandon is a small community of some 300 
residents. The population has changed very little in the last 3 decades 
due to very tight planning controls on housing. I am currently saving in
 the hope of one day being able buy or renovate somewhere in 
Sandon. In fact, all my contempories from Sandon Village School are 
unable to live in Sandon due to the lack of public transport, limited 
local employment and high house prices brought about, in part, by 
prohibitive planning laws.
I was amazed to learn that the District Council now considers Sandon a
 viable location for a Gypsy and Travellers site. Was the GTAA really 
used to inform the preparation Scott Wilson Report? Frankly the two 
documents are completely at odds with each other. I can only assume 
that North Herts District Council are using compulsion to coral Gypsies 
and Travellers into rural ghettos away from employment prospects, 
shops, services, transport and medical care. If you do not share this 
view just read the GTAA which makes a very good case for excluding 
any potential sites from Sandon.

1
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 RJT & Co08/1791 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

As a former resident of twenty years and a small business owner 
operating in Sandon, I am concerned about the proposal to include 
two locations in Sandon as possible sites for Gypsies and Travellers. I 
do not believe that these sites are suitable for either Gypsies and 
travellers or for the village.
I have read the Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and believe you have not yet responded in detail. I wish to 
associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to adopt them.
Not only would these sites be a blot on the landscape and swamp the 
small village community of Sandon, they fail to meet the needs of the 
very people they are supposed to help. With little opportunity for local 
employment, there is a real possibility of these sites developing into 
ghettos.
I wish to register my total opposition to the two potential sites at 
Sandon.
Please keep me informed with any progress of your consultation and 
enquiry, via email, post or telephone.

1

 Cannon08/1792 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for 36 years (all of my life) 
as have my family for in excess of 100 years. I am most concerned 
about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as possible sites
 for Gypsies and travellers.
I strongly believe that these sites are wholly unsuitable for either 
Gypsies or Travellers or for the village of Sandon.
I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to respond to the concerns and 
issues raised in this letter. I wish to reiterate the contents of said letter 
and to have this letter considered in support of the points raised in the 
letter and adopt them as my own concerns.
In addition, I wish to raise some issues of particular concern to me, 
namely:

* Both National Planning Policy as found in PPS1 and PPS7 and 
policies found in the draft Local Development Framework 
Development Policies. Preffered Options as published in September 
2007 require new development, particularly in rural areas to meet 
sustainability criteria - I wish to question how Sandon or these sites can
 possibly meet these criteria.
* There is a distinct lack of suitable amenities in Sandon to meet such 

1
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new development - there are no shops, little public transport and a 
distinct lack of employment opportunities.
* The sites are wholly unsuitable for the use as pitches for Gypsies and 
Travellers - they are sloping and the use as pitches would remove 
good arable land from agriculture which again is contrary to National 
and Local Planning Policy. How can this be appropriate?
* Both sites are accessed by narrow rural roads.

I have read the draft proposed Development Policy 16 in the LDF and 
respond as follows:
1. who takes responsibility for monitoring how the future occupants 
meet the definition as set out in Government guidance?
2. the use of either of these sites for Gypsy and Travellers, both of 
which are either in or adjacent to an existing Conservation Area and in
 attractive open countryside will surely have a significant adverse 
impact on the character and appearance of the sites and the 
surrounding countryside. In addition, these sites are of biodiversity 
importance with SSSIs nearby - no other development would be 
allowed on the sites so why are they suitable for Gypsy and traveller 
sites?
3. The uses proposed will have significant impact upon nearby 
residents, the existing and neighbouring landowners of which I am one
4. neither sites have adequate or safe access from suitable roads or 
have suitable servicing
5. Other than Sandon School, there are no other services in Sandon
6. Neither sites are serviced and the costs of servicing the sites are 
surely prohibitive and who would pay for such services to be 
connected?

I cannot see how either of the proposed sites meets any of the listed 
criteria let alone all the criteria as is required by the policy and 
therefore the proposal for these sites cannot surely be appropriate and 
must be resisted.
I would be grateful if you could acknowledge this letter and keep me 
fully informed as to progress with this issue.

 Cannon08/1793 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for 36 years (all of my life) 
as have my family for in excess of 100 years. I am most concerned 
about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as possible sites
 for Gypsies and travellers.

1
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I strongly believe that these sites are wholly unsuitable for either 
Gypsies or Travellers or for the village of Sandon.
I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to respond to the concerns and 
issues raised in this letter. I wish to reiterate the contents of said letter 
and to have this letter considered in support of the points raised in the 
letter and adopt them as my own concerns.
In addition, I wish to raise some issues of particular concern to me, 
namely:

* Both National Planning Policy as found in PPS1 and PPS7 and 
policies found in the draft Local Development Framework 
Development Policies. Preffered Options as published in September 
2007 require new development, particularly in rural areas to meet 
sustainability criteria - I wish to question how Sandon or these sites can
 possibly meet these criteria.
* There is a distinct lack of suitable amenities in Sandon to meet such 
new development - there are no shops, little public transport and a 
distinct lack of employment opportunities.
* The sites are wholly unsuitable for the use as pitches for Gypsies and 
Travellers - they are sloping and the use as pitches would remove 
good arable land from agriculture which again is contrary to National 
and Local Planning Policy. How can this be appropriate?
* Both sites are accessed by narrow rural roads.

Furthermore I have read the draft proposed Development Policy 16 in 
the LDF and respond as follows:
5.27 It is noted that North Herts has no history of being an area where 
gypsies and travellers have resided in or resorted to - therefore why 
sudden need to provide a site in a wholly unsuitable location where 
there is clearly no need.
5.28 Surely 5.27 answers this question - there is no need in Sandon for
 any such sites
5.29 Why is open countryside suitable for gypsy sites when all other 
new residential development should, where possible be on brownfield 
sites and the use of open countryside for new homes is strongly 
resisted. Why is there any difference in new homes for the general 
population as opposed to sites for gypsies and travellers?
5.30 Where is the proven need for such sites in Sandon?
5.31 Again where is any proven need for such sites in Sandon?
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5.32 Reasonable and realistic criteria should surely take into account 
the needs of the village in which the sites are to be located, and the 
needs of the Gypsies and Travellers. Surely the Gypsies and Travellers
 have needs for jobs, shop and other similar facilities which are not 
available in Sandon.
5.33 I do hope that the acceptability to ALL parties concerned is taken 
into account and this includes the landowners of the sites under 
construction. To date I understand that these landowners have not 
been consulted about their land being included nor have they even 
been notified of their land being under consideration
5.34 This proposal is entirely appropriate for the reasons given above 
and those given in detail in the letter sent by Sandon Parish Council.

Dealing with the draft Policy 16 itself:
1. who takes responsibility for monitoring how the future occupants 
meet the definition as set out in Government guidance?
2. the use of either of these sites for Gypsy and Travellers, both of 
which are either in or adjacent to an existing Conservation Area and in
 attractive open countryside will surely have a significant adverse 
impact on the character and appearance of the sites and the 
surrounding countryside. In addition, these sites are of biodiversity 
importance with SSSIs nearby - no other development would be 
allowed on the sites so why are they suitable for Gypsy and traveller 
sites?
3. The uses proposed will have significant impact upon nearby 
residents, the existing and neighbouring landowners of which I am one
4. neither sites have adequate or safe access from suitable roads or 
have suitable servicing
5. Other than Sandon School, there are no other services in Sandon
6. Neither sites are serviced and the costs of servicing the sites are 
surely prohibitive and who would pay for such services to be 
connected?

I cannot see how either of the proposed sites meets any of the listed 
criteria let alone all the criteria as is required by the policy and 
therefore the proposal for these sites cannot surely be appropriate and 
must be resisted.
I would be grateful if you could acknowledge this letter and keep me 
fully informed as to progress with this issue.
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 Boscawen08/1794 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

3
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 Boscawen08/1794 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

We have been lucky enough to have been residents in Sandon for 4 
years. We moved for busy, noisy, polluted streets of London and found 
ourselves the perfect spot in the peaceful, unspoilt friendly village of 
Sandon. 

We are therefore devastated to have discovered that there is a 
proposal to include not one but two possible sites for gypsies & 
travellers.

More importantly though is my concern for these travellers, I feel their 
needs and requirements for a suitably comfortable life here is Sandon,
 have been totally overlooked. For instance we have no shops, doctor, 
transport or schooling facilities which would be crucial to their 
livelihood.

Secondly last Friday i was driving down the lane towards one of the 
accesses to the possible Payne End site. The entire road was under 
water as well all the neighbouring fields. This area is constantly bed 
even with the lightest of fall of rain. i therefore do not believe that this 
area is at all suitable.

i have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail. I wish to 
associate myself wit the points raised in that letter and to adopt them.

1

 Gurney08/1795 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I have heard about the possible proposal to establish sites for gypsies 
and travellers in Sandon.
This is very concerning as i have experience ??????? of the damage 
and fear to the local community of siting these sites in inappropriate 
?????? near to quiet villages like Sandon, where there are no local 
job opportunities for them. It is a ????? a disaster ???? do very much 
hope that the proposal is dropped.

1
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 Handley08/1796 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Ref. Gypsy and Traveller Sites: Sandon

I object to the two potential sites in Sandon as potential gypsy and 
traveller sites as:

There is no proven need for such accommodation in the area, and no 
tradition or history of gypsy and travellers in this part of North 
Hertfordshire.

The sites are not close enough to local amenities for it to be suitable.

There are no nearby employment opportunities.

Access to the sites is impossible under current Highways regulations 
and would endanger travellers and road users.

The impact on the modest nearly settled community would be 
overwhelming.

Normal planning criteria would not permit residential development of 
this area.

The sites are prone to flooding.

The sites abut areas of National importance which would be 
threatened by the proximity of such a site.

I do not believe that the consultation process on this matter has been 
conducted properly with adequate prior consultation with the 
community.

3
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 Handley08/1796 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Whilst agreeing that gypsies and travellers should retain the right to 
move around the countryside, i do consider the choices highlighted for
 sites in the village of Sandon to be totally outside the criteria thought 
necessary to accommodate them.

Access
The village, with its numerous hamlets is reached by extremely narrow,
 winding roads which in winter are not regularly salted/gritted thus 
making access at times very difficult. This is not helped by the fact that
 there are only 3 buses a week to the nearest towns. This would seem 
totally unsuitable for the needs of travellers.

Facilities
The village only has a part time post office and no shop or public 
house so facilities are virtually nil. The village school is full to 
capacity. The nearest medical facilities are at least 6 miles away and 
the nearest hospital is about 15 miles.

All in all, Sandon seems to be the most unlikely place that travellers 
would want to stay in as the total lack of employment opportunities 
and facilities would deem it unthinkable. the influx of a travelling 
community would completely alter the character of the village and put
 pressure on its already inadequate services.
 
A more suitable site, nearer to the necessary facilities should be sought
 for them.

1

 Birts08/1797 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My family has farmed at Sandon for more than 50 years. I am 
concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as 
possible sites for gypsies and travellers.

There is no secondary education in the village of Sandon, no village 
shop selling food and groceries, a minimal bus service and very little 
opportunity for employment locally.

For these reasons amongst others i am totally opposed to both 
potential sites at Sandon.

1
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Lonergan

Lonergan

08/1803

08/1803

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I see no reason why non-tax payers should be benefit from tax payers 
money to stay on land they do not own nor contribute towards.  Also, 
why is the provision of sewage , water etc given at tax payers cost ?  
This to me seems unjust and wrong.  I own a septic tank in my garden 
& I have been refused any financial assistance from the council to 
connect to mains sewage , despite the fact that I pay a significant 
amount in various taxes.
Furthermore, this green belt land should not be developed in any 
capacity & should remain green belt as it has for many many years - 
this in my view, will adversely impact the environment, enjoyment of 
views and house prices in the local area.  Incidentally, the local public
 transport is also non-existent in Sandon with other provisions minimal 
& unsupportive of something of this nature.

Additionally, why should this formal report cost those affected, to view 
it ?  If I am directly affected by this proposal, why am I not provided 
with a report free of charge , bearing in mind I am contributing to 
NHDC services as a Tax Payer.

I am a resident of Sandon and have been for the last 4 years. I am 
concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as 
possible sites for Gypsies and travellers. I do not believe that these 
sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the village. I 
have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail. I wish to 
associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to adopt them.

4

1

 Risley08/1855 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am writing to express my grave concerns about the possibility of siting
 at least one Travellers/Gypsy site in Sandon. 

I fail to see how the two sites identified fulfill the criteria of the Scott 
Wilson Report and furthermore make any positive contribution to the 
Village of Sandon and its surrounding countryside. 

Your attention is drawn to the following:

 

* Sandon does not have the luxury of a Doctor's surgery, the 
nearest one being in Buntingford, some 3 miles away. This must be a 

2
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fundamental flaw to the establishment of a Travellers site in Sandon 
as there is considerable evidence to support the view that child 
mortality, psychiatric breakdown and life expectancy are inherently 
poorer in the Travelling community. 

* The nearest railway station is Ashwell and Morden which is 
3 miles away 

* The closest shop for groceries is in Buntingford 

* The roads serving Sandon are in very poor condition and 
can only worsen with a substantial increase in road traffic 

* There is no public transport serving Sandon on a regular 
basis 

* Buntingford houses both the local secondary school and the 
nearest dentist

* There is no mains sewerage outwith the curtilage of the 
village and indeed some residents are still connected to a septic tank 

* In Sandon there are no facilities whatsoever to cater for the 
elderly and infirm associated with a Travellers site 

* There is little to no casual work available in the village 

The points mentioned in Sandon Parish Council's  response to the 
Scott Wilson Report has been noted and I believe that a formal 
response is still awaited, however my wife and I wish to be associated 
with the points raised in the SPC's letter. 

In seeking to accommodate Travellers, it is vital that cognisance be 
taken of the human rights and needs of the local community which, by 
its very nature, will be changed for ever. I feel that my community, 
local way of life and access to effective local services is being taken 
over and destroyed; these are the very reasons that I purchased a 
property in Sandon.

I feel threatened, intimidated, let down, frustrated and helpless, which 
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is fuelled by the apparent need of the 'Government of the day' to fulfil 
the human rights and travelling needs of the itinerant community over 
that of the established and static community, - namely my wife and I

 de Uphaugh08/1858 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I would like to object to the 2 proposed sites in Sandon. I am 10 years 
old but I would like to be kept in touch with how it is going.
 
My dad and mum could list many objections. I agree but would just 
say imagine you lived in a village on 350 people and suddenly had 
80 or so people moving in. Not great.

2

 Burton08/1881 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I have been a frequent visitor to Sandon for many years and know the 
village and the surrounding area very well. 

I am concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon
 as possible sites for Gypsies and Travellers.  I do not believe that 
these sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the 
village. 

Not only would these sites be a blot on the landscape and swamp the 
small village community of Sandon, they fail to meet the needs of the 
very people they are supposed to help.  With little opportunity for local
 employment, there is a real possibility of these sites developing into 
ghettoes.  

I wish to register my total opposition to the two potential sites at 
Sandon

1

 Malpas08/1882 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Would like to express solidarity with the Sandon action committee to 
get rid of these out rageous proposals.I live near the village and am 
appalled and worried at this threat.Please do every thing to stop this 
blight permanently

2
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 Brackenbury08/1883 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I live locally and have spent much of my life in the Sandon area.  I am
 concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as 
possible sites for Gypsies and Travellers.  I do not believe that these 
sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the village.  I 
have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to respond in detail.  I wish to 
associate myself with the points raised in that letter and to adopt them.

Not only would these sites be a blot on the landscape and swamp the 
small village community of Sandon, they fail to meet the needs of the 
very people they are supposed to help.  With little opportunity for local
 employment, there is a real possibility of these sites developing into 
ghettoes.  

The residents of Sandon are hugely proud of the area in which they 
live and have always strived to keep it safe and accessible for all 
residents and visitors.  I would be interested to know what form of 
monitoring occurs in order to manage a new Gypsy and Traveller site.  
As previously mentioned there is insufficient infrastructure to support 
such a project and it could only result in a hostile environment for all 
the present residents of Sandon and for the potential Gypsy village 
occupants.

I wish to register my total opposition to the two potential sites at 
Sandon and hope that you will carefully consider the implications of 
such a development and moreover how you would react if this was 
suggested in your village when it is recognised that there are other far 
more suitable sites in the district.

1
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 Wicksteed08/1890 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My family are residents of Sandon and I am writing to express my 
concerns about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as 
possible sites for Gypsies and travellers. I do not believe that these 
sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the village. 

In particular, I urge you to ensure that the sites which are finally 
approved are approved as the result of consultation with both the 
Gypsy and Traveller community. I find it highly unlikely that this 
community would identify Sandon as a desirable location for a site. It 
is not on any of the well established Traveller routes, the access roads 
are narrow lanes, the amenities are non-existent (no local shops and a 
very limited public transport system thus meaning that all errands 
would require motor vehicle transport), and the existing community is 
largely constituted of long-term residents (whom I am afraid may not 
be as welcoming to outsiders as one may hope). the environmental 
impact of such a site in terms of increased traffic and waste requiring 
disposal is greatly feared by local residents.
I have read the Sandon Action Group's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and from this was disappointed to see that the Report was 
inadequate in terms of addressing these issues.  I was appalled that it 
had quite obviously not been drawn up in consultation with the gypsy 
and traveller community.  I understand that the North Herts District 
council has now commenced a public consultation period on the issue 
of gypsy and travellers sites and I wish to receive your assurance that 
this letter will be considered as part of this process.  I would also urge 
you to hold consultation meetings and focus groups specifically for the 
traveller community as their views are highly unlikely to be sufficiently 
well represented via standard public consultation procedures.

3
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 Wicksteed08/1890 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

My family are residents of Sandon and I am writing to express my 
concerns about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon as 
possible sites for Gypsies and travellers. I do not believe that these 
sites are suitable either for Gypsies and Travellers or for the village. 

In particular, I urge you to ensure that the sites which are finally 
approved are approved as the result of consultation with both the 
Gypsy and Traveller community. I find it highly unlikely that this 
community would identify Sandon as a desirable location for a site. It 
is not on any of the well established Traveller routes, the access roads 
are narrow lanes, the amenities are non-existent (no local shops and a 
very limited public transport system thus meaning that all errands 
would require motor vehicle transport), and the existing community is 
largely constituted of long-term residents (whom I am afraid may not 
be as welcoming to outsiders as one may hope).

I have read Sandon Parish Council's response to the Scott Wilson 
Report and I believe you have yet to responded in detail. In addition 
to my above concerns I also wish to associate myself with the points 
raised in that letter and to adopt them.

2

 Roper08/1891 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

I am a resident of Rushden and my 2 children go to Sandon School. I 
am concerned about the proposal to include two locations in Sandon 
as possible sites for Gypsies and Travellers. I do not believe that these 
sites are suitable for either Gypsies and Travellers or for the village. I 
fully support the comments detailed in Sandon Parish Council's 
response to the Scott Wilson Report and am looking forward to the 
detailed response. I have particular concern about the disruptive effect
 it may have on the school which I believe is either at or near to 
capacity.

1

 Hoefkens08/2028 NH109 - North of 
Paynes End, Sandon

Aware that consultation with concerned bodies is - theoretically at least
 - in progress, I find I have to write to you again regarding the above 
and the absurd selection of the two Sandon sites.

I set out below the objections I now make and these are all further to 
the points made in previous letters.

The area round the two sites is "virgin" territory in that there are no 
modern developments adjacent to or even nearby.  Any new 

1
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development, such as an accommodation site for Gypsies and 
Travellers or a warehouse, factory of housing estate, would not 
enhance the are or environment, simply lowering the natural beauty of
 the locations.  That's a plain fact, not a subjective view.

The two sites are located on excellent agricultural land and are likely 
to increase in value because of the global changes occurring in the 
growing of cereal crops.

It will be problematic to hide either site from view from the road as 
they are both on sloping ground and clearly visible from the road; 
would involve screening with fences or walls, just the sort of thing to 
create a ghetto-like them and us situation - not something anyone 
would support. This clashes with the OPDM circular 01/2006 that 
clearly states "the promotion of peaceful and integrated co-existence 
between the site and the local community."  Re-reading the last 
sentence should be helpful to understanding why the excessive 
wastefulness of this exercise has antagonised residents and further 
lowered the approval of politicians in the public's opinion.

If the perpetrators of the Scott Wilson report had carried out some 
simple historical and "on-the-ground" research they would have 
realised that selection sites for development in Sandon was an 
absolute No-No; it has an over twelve-hundred year documented 
existence.  Located +500 feet up on the eastern spur of the Chiltern 
Hills, there have been many Anglo Saxon finds and there are many 
listed and valuable properties near to the two proposed sites.

Scott Wilson should have discovered that the houses nearest to NH112 
Notley Green include: Danyells (16/17/18th century and part moated), 
the oldest inhabited house in Sandon and enjoys a number of literary 
mentions: Tichney, a listed building, 15th century (1480); Fir Tree 
Cottage/ Cedar Cottage was built around 1750 and Blagrove/Little 
Orchard in 1768, both listed; Notley Green (House) a 17th century 
building has grazing rights upon Notley Green itself; Cocke Lodge is 
early 19th century; Sandon Bury is 17th Century working farm and is 
also close to NH109.

With regard to NH109 Payne End the nearest houses to that site 
include:




