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07/0324 7 Vaughan

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

We would be concerned with the impact of this development on
directly adjacent Wildlife Sites:

Whitwell Watercress Beds (28/030) to south ¢, sensitive to pollutants
and run-off, the working water cress beds support species diverse
marshy grassland including spring indicators. The site supports species
uncommon in Hertfordshire.

Little Bury Woods (28/026 to north - Ancient semi-natural mixed
deciduous woodland on boulder clay overlying chalk.

This site is also directly adjacent on its east side to Key Biodiversity
Area 9 as identified within the Hertfordshire Biodiversity Action Plan.

| object to the possible location of a gypsy or travellers site at NH16 -
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons, with
guotes from sections of the Scott Wilson report (the "Report"):

Public Transport. The report states that "modes of public transport
should be available". There is no acceptable public transport system
in Whitwell. The bus service is extremely limited with no evening or
middle of the day service. Also, to walk to the bus stops (or indeed the
school, doctors surgery or shop) involves walking along a twisting
narrow road including a hill with a blind summit, the national speed
limit applies and there are no pavements nor street lighting. This is
extremely dangerous for both pedestrians and drivers for vehicles.

Primary Schools. The report also requires "education facilities
(especially primary school)". The single primary school in Whitwell is

at full capacity with the number of children currently attending. To
increase the numbers further may cause great problems for staffing and
standards.

Shops. The requires the existence of shops. There is only one shop in
the village and it is under threat due to the proposed post office
closures.

Green Belt. The report states that "Green Belt areas would only
receive consideration where no suitable Non-Green Belt options were
available". We note from "Map 3b" in the report that Whitwell is in a
proposed extension of the current Green Belt. Consequently Whitwell
should be re-assessed for suitability under the criteria applied to areas
currently in the Green Belt.
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Size. The size of the identified site is quoted in Table 3 as 26 Ha.
This is an extremely large area of land approximately the same size as
the village itself. It is completely out of proportion considering the
size of the population and infrastructure of Whitwell village. The size
indicated in Table 3 is more akin to a size of site in relation to a
medium sized town. On the formula used elsewhere in the report,
which talks of 705 pitches per 15Ha. this 26Ha site in Whitwell would
have a capacity of 1,200 pitches!

Visual impact. The identified site can be clearly seen from Lilley
Bottom Road and the village, as it is above the Mimram valley. This

is true of all of the land along both sides of Lilley Bottom Road which
follows the Mimram valley. The site is only easily seen from other

parts of the village, including Horn Hill and the adjoining roads and
open spaces. How therefore can screening be put in place? We would
say this is not possible and the site would be easily visible to the
detriment of the whole village landscape. There would be an impact
on the attraction of the village to walkers, who frequent village

business such as the pubs and tea room.

Access. Any access onto Lilley Bottom Road will cause a considerable
hazard. The identified site connects to the main road on the inside of
a very sharp, narrow bend. The view when coming onto Lilley Bottom
Road is restricted, even in winter months when vegetation is at its
minimum. At other times for the year the views onto the main road are
even compromised.

The view for drivers going in a northerly direction along Lilley Bottom
Road is also compromised due to the extreme curve of the road whilst
the southerly view is restricted by the brow of a hill. This whole stretch
of roadway is lethal for pedestrians.

Consequently restricted views will affect any vehicle or pedestrian
movement entering or exiting the proposed site.

There is no existing access road, the construction of one will cause a
hazard to users of Lilley Bottom Road.

Infrastructure obstructions. There are telegraph poles, overhead
electricity lines and four major gas pipelines run through the site in an
approximate W-E direction. In close proximity to the proposed site is a
Gas Transmission site, one of the largest in England. During the
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1960's the village was evacuated due to the likelihood of a huge
explosion at the site. A similar incident in the last few years caused
the evacuation of the more local houses. How would another major
incident be dealt with as regards to safety of residents at the proposed
site?

Water. The carrying capacity of the village is already full and way
above the levels originally intended. It is in one of the driest areas of
East England and any further demand on water resources will place
tremendous demand on the water supply. This will also greatly affect
the availability of water for "privately pumped" supplies to a great
number of properties in the area, which of course are totally reliant on
the water table and aquifer levels.

Earthwork's. The site identified in Whitwell is sloping and therefore a
large amount of earthwork's would be required to create a level
building platform, not "minor earthwork's" as required in the report.

Sewerage. The report states that "the site should be capable of
receiving the supply of essential services including water, sewerage,
drainage and water disposal". There is no access to a public sewer at
the site and the site and the sewerage system in the village is running
at or above its capacity.

Flooding. The location of the site in the Mimram Valley will suffer
flooding problems as for a large part of the year under "normal”
weather conditions the field is extremely muddy and waterlogged. In
the recent past parts of the site have flooded.

River Mimram. The Grade A water of the Mimram not only provides
water for the area as a water catchment river but also supplies the
200-year old watercress beds at Nine Wells on th edge of the site. Any
pollution caused on or by the site would severely affect the river and
jeopardize the future of this renowned village business - one of only
two in the country.

Luton Airport Flight Path. There is also the problem of noise and air
pollution since the site is very close to the flight path for Luton Airport
and will consequently not comply with the sound and air pollution
criteria set out in the Report.
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Objections of Owners of Land. The land in the proposed site is
privately owned and the owners object to the land being used for a
gypsy or travellers site.

For these reasons | am of the opinion that the proposed site is totally
unsuitable for this purpose and should be ruled out of any further
consideration.

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.

| object to NY16 as the land is totally inappropriate for a gypsy site
being so close to the centre of Whitwell. It would seriously damage the
environment by bring the usual rubbish, broken vehicles and scrap
metal to a beautifully preserved village setting. Greenfeld land should
not on any account be allocated for this purpose.

Sewerage Treatment Works
Foul Sewerage Network
Surface Water Networks
Thames Water

N/A

N/A
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NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

| object to the possible development of a Gypsy or travellers site at
NH16 West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road, for the following reasons:-
The site is privately owned and the owners to the field being used for a
Gypsy or Travellers site.

The suggested site being above the level of the road is highly visible
and does not lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.

There could be pollution of the river Mimram which is an important
river and feeds the ancient watercress beds and is a water catchment
river.

The traffic through the village has already reached capacity.

We are writing in respect of the identification of potential areas to
accommodate gypsy and traveller pitches in North Herts, one of which
sites is in Whitwell.

We have been approached by one of the landowners for this potential
site who has expressed his concern that he has not been formally
approached or notified that his land is earmarked for such use. The
land owner was not formally notified of the consultation involving their
land and although no formal complaint has been received from the
land owner the parish council would like to express our concern on
their behalf.

Please could we be notified as to why the land owners were not
notified before the potential sites were made public and why they
have not been consulted form the beginning of this project.

The problems this will cause:

1. the field chosen by the river is partially on the flood plain, if
memory serves me correctly

2. building beside the river will almost certainly destroy the
river through pollution, especially with the run off down the field
3. ittends to be a trend that gypsies have a habit of making
areas they live in look rather like a bomb site, this would be very
detrimental to the beauty of the area

4. the river is home to the water vole, which is becoming
extremely rare

5. the school will not be used by many of the resident's
children, as now. | have spoken to some parents who state they would
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not leave their children in the school if gypsy children were to be
incorporated into the school
6. the school has always been able to provide additional
funding through the hard work of the PTA and local residents, | doubt
very much if many residents will feel they want to continue to help the
school
7. due to the type of people involved | would ask how much all
our houses will drop in price
8. how much more insurance will home owners have to pay
and what extra security precautions will be required to be installed in
one's house and who will be paying for this
9. the village will need to have a permanent police presence
10. the village will require to have CCTV for security reasons
11. there is a strong likelihood that some of the Clubs may close
as people may be very reluctant to leave their homes for any length of
time, we already have a problem the burglaries in the Parish
12. | have been advised that some ladies would be reluctant to
walk the usual wood paths if these people were in the area for fear of
being attacked
13. how safe will local businesses be with regard to their
equipment and whether or not it is stolen. We could find that
businesses leave the Parish for safer areas and that people could
become redundant
14. | suspect poaching will increase
15. how safe will Waterhall Farm be, if the horse fraternity
decide it is not safe to leave their animals in the nearby fields not to
mention all the associated equipment that they have stored at the
farm
16. surely somewhere in the Human Rights Act it states that we,
the residents, have a right to a peaceful life without fear from others?

2nd Email

¢ Existing gypsy sites should be expanded, rather than
building a new site.

¢ Building on a green field site has to be a last resort, due to
the impact on the area and the existing residents.

¢ Council land on the fringe of a town should be the priority.
¢ Itis my understanding that the landowners are not prepared
to sell the land to the Council.
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¢ Theland is fully utilised at the present time, either by
agriculture or pasture.

¢ Theland is in the proposed extension of the greenbelt by

the NHDC, although within the St. Paul's Walden area previously
designated as 'washed over by greenbelt'.

¢ The site is next to the chalk stream, the Mimram, which

starts about 400 yards further upstream.

¢ The closeness of the site to the stream has the potential to
cause serious pollution.

¢ Thisriver front is the habitat of the water vole, which has

been seen in recent years. | also understand the rating for these
animals has just been increased to take into consideration of their
rarity.

¢ The stream here is the home of the Whitwell Watercress

beds, which means the possible demise of the business due to
pollution and then the likelihood of a law action sighting neglect on
the part of NHDC. This could result in a huge compensation suit, etc.
¢ Any concrete on this area, has a very high probability of
causing flooding, as the floodplain follows the valley bottom.

¢ The site would be viewed from Bradway, Oldfield Rise,

Dalton Way, Buttons Lane, Horn Hill, High Street and The Valley due
to the fact that the site rises from the valley bottom.

¢ The proposed site has four gas pipe lines under it and the

Gas Transmission site within 100 yards of the proposed entrance.

¢, Part of the site is now used by Waterhall Farm for grazing
horses from the livery at the farm. Loss of this area will mean loss of
horses and, therefore, income for the Farm. Again compensation
would follow.

¢ Access on to the site at Lilley Bottom Road will cause
considerable additional traffic on an already dangerous corner.

¢ The roads within the Parish are already very congested due

to the fact that the roads are used as a cut through, i.e. a rat run.

¢ Thisroad is at the edge of the 'Lorry Ban' area, which

means there are a considerable number of very large lorries already
travelling along inappropriate roads.

¢ The roads area also very narrow in places and accidents are
now on the increase. Additional vehicular capacity will only decrease
safety as well as the health aspects caused by increased pollution.
High carbon footprint.

¢ lunderstand the site does not have access to a public
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sewer, again we therefore have the possibility of pollution of the River
Mimram.

¢ The area is overflown by aircraft from Luton Airport.

¢ The junior school, which does not have a footpath from the

site to the school, is already almost full, this would mean any children
would probably have to the bused to alternative schools in Hitchin.
High carbon footprint.

¢ The doctors surgery may not be able to take more patients,

if that is the case then people would have to travel to Hitchin for the
nearest alternative. Possible high carbon footprint.

¢ Gypsies and Travellers are the highest-risk health group in

the U.K.*, therefore attending the Lister Hospital could be difficult by
bus due to inadequate services, necessitating either car or taxi travel.
Possible high carbon footprint. (*from Doncaster's Gypsy and Traveller
strategy group)

¢ The doctors surgery may not be available for many more

years once the lease ends, the owner may wish to reclaim the building
and apply for a change of use.

¢ The bus stop is by the village shop, which means a walk to

the stop and there is not a footpath for the first part of the journey and
no available land to provide one.

¢ The bus service is not that regular and has a restricted route.

¢, Due to the lack of an adequate bus services this will mean

those on the site always use their own transport or taxis, causing more
congestion and pollution within the village of Whitwell. High carbon
footprint.

¢ The Post Office, within the local shop, may be liable to

close with the re-organisation of local post offices. This could happen
within the next two-three years.

¢, If the Post Office is closed, this could result in the closure of

the shop itself.

¢ There are few clubs for youngsters to attend, to keep them

out of trouble. Additional funds would need to be made available to
run these, as well as providing the necessary staff.

¢ An Environmental Impact Study would be required, which |

feel would not recommend this site.

¢ Country/village people are a very different breed from other
people. We have in-comers who think it is idyllic, but discover it is not
quite the chocolate box place they thought it was and you will find
they leave within a few years. | believe that community cohesion in
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this instance could be a problem and disharmony arise if considerable
effort is not forthcoming from the authorities to ensure the community
co-exists.

¢ Itis my understanding that Hughie Smith, President of the

Gypsy Council, has advised the NHDC that rural locations are non
sustainable. This would say to me that you are looking in the wrong
place and not fulfilling the requirements of anyone!

| feel that the whole proposal has been ill conceived and | very much
doubt whether the area has been viewed, on the ground, and not just
from an aerial view on Google Earth.

This proposal on top of the recent possible expansion of London Luton
Airport over the Parish of St. Paul's Walden, which has caused
difficulty for many wishing to sell their houses, also continues the stress
felt amongst many of us. It cannot be right that we are continually
attacked in such ways. Perhaps it is time that some people banded
together and took the government and authorities to court over the
continuing destruction of our life and the risk to our health over these
threats. It is totally unacceptable.

| set our below our initial response to the proposal in the LDF re land
allocations in Whitwell. | am a local resident and have been for some
years - it is disheartening to say the least that after fighting the Luton
Airport expansion and the horrendous impact that would have on the
village we are now faced with an old chestnut in terms of further
development and also in appropriate development in the form of

gypsy sites.

| set out our initial concerns as follows:

Connecting roads to the village are all narrow, often single track,
totally unsuitable for any increase in traffic and will have an impact on
safety - already many of the lanes are in a totally poor condition and
there are so many potholes it is a wonder | do not have to have new
tyres every week!!
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The lack of facilities in the village will necessitate frequent car trips
outside the village especially for necessary shops and especially if
Whitwell PO is closed down in the future.

Development of the new site could cause the right to light of existing
houses to be contravened. This would be made much worse in time
with planting of gardens with trees & bushes.

Water supply is already close to failing and this along with all the other
development proposed (1000 flats in Stevenage Town Centre) will not
help the region.

Sewerage may not cope.

Destruction of much needed woodland for local wildlife.

The development will have a significantly adverse impact on the rural
nature of the village

Developers need to make money and in today's market the residential
developers are land banking due to the increase in building costs now
at 8% pa There is no proof or guarantee that the housing would or
could be affordable

The village already suffers from bad traffic congestion of the high
street and on Horn Hill & The Bradway. It is impossible at certain times
of the day to get through especially with the use of large school
coaches and the traffic which uses Whitwell as a rat run to avoid the
Alm and M1 motorway. There are few places to park safely and it is
getting worse.

the current bus service is woeful and this will promote an increase in
pollution and traffic journeys not meeting sustainability targets. There
will be a large scale increase in commuting journeys on an already full
train service at Welwyn North and Harpenden. They already resemble
cattle trucks.

Large scale construction disturbance - the traffic will be horrendous
and costly to the local surrounds- it will blight the whole area and be a
Human Rights offence to our right to a peaceful life.

Villagers do not want such a large scale development - if they did they
would move to Hitchin.

Development of the site will ruin the conservation area adjacent to it
and adversely affect the historic character of the village.

Sites will have a massive impact on existing houses with the ground
floors of the new houses looking directly into the bedrooms of the
existing houses.

The site is a Greenfield site and should therefore not be considered.
Other sites closer to existing town centres should be considered 1st.
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The site is abundant in wildlife which would be adversely affected.
The sites would require compulsory purchase of land from existing
house owners and therefore added cost.

Please take these into account and withdraw the Whitwell Sites from
the Plan.
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We object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16
- West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell.

Our reasons are detailed below:

The land is privately owned and the owners are not willing to sell the
land for a proposed Gypsy or Travellers site.

The site has hazardous access onto Lilley Bottom Road being at the
inside of a very sharp narrow bend.

The site has major gas pipelines running through it and a major gas
transmission site close to it.

We note in the Scott Wilson report that the site should not be clearly
visible and too close to the community. The proposed site is on a hill,
which makes it highly visible from Horn Hill and beyond and also
along Lilley Bottom Road. In addition it is very close to the Valley,
which is one of the residential village roads.

The village high street is extremely congested and frequently becomes
grid locked any further increase in traffic would increase congestion
and pollution, reducing the quality of life for people already resident
on the high street.

The only school within a kilometre of the site is a small primary school.
The school would not have the capacity to cope with a substantial
increase in school numbers.

Bus services within the parish are extremely limited and there is no bus
stop within 500 metres of the site.

The site does not have a public sewer.
The Mimram is an important river, which runs adjacent to the site. Any

development could potentially pollute the river, which feeds ancient
watercress beds and is a water catchment river.
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Comments

TRAVELLER SITES

I do not support the provision of additional sites for travellers in North
Herts. However recognising that there is a need for such provision |
suggest a degree of self-regulation on these sites could be achieved by
enlarging those which are already in fairly stable existence. There is
scope for this at Dyes Lane near Stevenage and at Pulmer Water near
Codicote. Areas of search NH16 and NH95 (Whitwell and Pirton) are
out of the question.

| wish to write on behalf of my Council a statement in objection to the
above matter and ask that the following objections be registered.

Preston Hills Kings Walden
This site does not appear to meet the criteria for siting such an
encampment for the following reasons:

The most important reason would be the lack of a doctor's surgery
within 1km.

Following on from this there is no schooling within the criteria of 1km.
There is a primary school in Preston, which is outside the criteria but
there is no Secondary School, the nearest schools being in Hitchin and
heavily subscribed. The primary school at Preston is also sited in a
dangerous place for access - it is along a narrow, twisting unlit roadway
with no footpath. There is, also, no bus stop close to the site therefore
causing a problem for travel to schools and further afield.

With no bus stops close by getting provisions could also be a problem
as there is no shop near the designated site, the nearest is a very small
shop at Kings Walden.

No adequate sewerage could be made available as there is no access
to public sewers, also the site stands on designated land proposed by
NHDC, for the expansion of the greenbelt. The area is not publicly
owned and the landowners are against any use of land for a gypsy and
travellers encampment. Being positioned above the road level will
make the site a potential "blot on the landscape”.

Whitwell
this proposed site is within the greenbelt.
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The access is along a very narrow land, unsuitable for large or towed
vehicles.

I would also like to point out on, behalf of my council, that the
Hertfordshire council//Constabulary will not agree to Kings Walden
Parish becoming a "No Cold Calling" Zone as "the residents do not
suffer, sufficiently, from uninvited persons calling to provide tarmac,
hedging and other such precarious services. would this still be the
case with two proposed encampments within close proximity?

My Council will assume that you will take the above objections into
consideration when coming to any conclusion and look forward to
hearing any further reports as and when they are available.

¢ There is no bus stop within 500m of this site. The bus

service that does exist is extremely limited with no evening or middle
of the day service.

¢ The additional strain on congestion in the High Street

would be unacceptable with the travellers going about their business
and ferrying their families outside of the village for social & sports and
other amenities. The roads leading to the village are also narrow and
totally unsuited to any wide or heavy traffic.

¢ The local amenities consist of a small shop including post

office. This is under real threat of closure due to the government policy
regarding rural post offices.

¢ The site is privately owned by four landowners who are not
willing to sell.

¢ The site has no mains services and is sited in view of the

village.

¢ The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.

¢ The size of the identified site is quoted in as 27.9Ha. This is

an extremely large area of land and is completely out of proportion to
a small village with only around 450 houses.

¢ There is no available employment in the village which may

lead to hawking and other even less desirable activities. Itis a
disservice to the travellers to put them in such isolation.

¢ The site is not within 500m of a primary school and that

primary school is currently full. There is no secondary school closer
than Hitchin or Harpenden. This makes it clear that education of the
traveller's children would be problematical.
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¢ A National high pressure gas pipeline runs through part of

the site which must be considered a severe hazard to the travellers and
village alike.

¢ Any access onto Lilley Bottom Road will cause a

considerable hazard.

¢ The location of the site in the Mimram Valley suffers

flooding problems. The Mimram is an important river which feeds the
ancient watercress beds. The Mimram is also a water catchment river.

Further to my e-mail of the 14th March 2008 and it's attached letter |
would like you to add the additional point below to my list of
objections to the proposed site:

The EERA consultation (Regional Spatial Strategy Single Issue
Review: Planning for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation in the East
of England) states ----

Local authorities should seek to achieve levels of provision required by
2011 as soon as possible through the development control process
particularly when opportunities present themselves in respect of new
major developments and through the preparation of Local
Development Documents. The preparation of joint or co-ordinated
Local Development Documents to identify suitable locations for
pitches is encouraged. Where joint or co-ordinated documents are
produced provision can be redistributed across the areas concerned.

The Whitwell site doesn't conform with this new guidance from EERA

Further to the Parish Councils flier on the above subject | would like to
register my objections to the proposed Lilley Bottom site at the back of
the Valley road in Whitwell. The following are my reasons for those
objections:

1. There is no suitable access to the site. The Valley road is

already a problem road as regards traffic. Any access to the proposed
site from the Valley would be totally impractical and unacceptable. As
regards access from the Lilley Bottom road there are no suitable roads
especially for large vehicles/caravans mobile homes etc.

2. There are no facilities on the site that | am aware of such as
water, sewerage, electricity, gas and telephone. This would involve
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considerable expense to the tax payer.

3. The Mimram river which is noted for its cleanliness. It also
runs through or close to the site and supplies water to the famous
Whitwell watercress beds. Unless proper plumbing and sewerage and
regular monitoring of the site occurs then pollution of these waters
seems likely. This would be very costly to the Council.

4. The requirement for such a site is that it should not
significantly affect the existing residents or cause an eyesore. Clearly
this would not be the case for the residents of the Valley or the High
Street houses that are affected.

5. The site would involve two compulsory purchase orders

which should only ever be considered as a last resort.

6. Whether or not the fears are grounded there is a belief in

some quarters that local businesses may suffer. If such fears are
grounded then this would have a consequent effect on employment
and facilities within the village.

7. There is already such a travellers site in Codicote. Is it

really necessary to have another site so close to it?

8. | am not sure but is this site possibly on the flood plain? If

so then it would clearly be unsuitable for this reason alone.

For the above reasons | ask NHDC to withdraw the proposed site in
Whitwell.

| object to the possible location of a traveller site at NH16, Lilley
Bottom Road, Whitwell because;

1. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.

2. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the
land being used for a Travellers site.

| wish to object to the proposal to locate a gipsy site in Whitwell at site
NH16. This site is to the west of the Bury, to be accessed off Lilley
Bottom Road.

There are a number of reasons why | think that this site is totally
unsuitable and | am very surprised that it has been short-listed at all by
the consultants that you employed.

Firstly the proposed site is in a small village with very few existing
facilities and little opportunity for expanding these. There is only a
small primary school within the which has limited potential for
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expansion. Any increase could cause staffing problems which could
lead to an associated fall in standards. Access from the proposed site
to the school is along a narrow, twisting, unlit roadway, which has no
footpath, therefore making the route very dangerous for pedestrians.

There is no secondary school within the village, the nearest being in
Harpenden or Hitchin, several miles away.

Whitwell has a very poor transport infrastructure. Access to the village is
by single track minor roads, which are already congested. There is a
very poor bus service with no evening or mid day service. There is no
bus stop within 500 metres of the site and no public footpath from the
proposed site to the nearest stop. As stated above the roadway is
narrow, twisting and extremely hazardous for pedestrians. Whitwell

High Street is already extremely congested and has no capacity for
further vehicles. Access to the site would also be hazardous. The
proposed site connects to the main road at the inside of a very sharp
narrow bend.

The site itself is also within an area that has been identified by NHDC
to be within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt. It is within a
beautiful part of open country on land that is currently arable. The site
is privately owned and the owners have confirmed that they object to it
being used for a gipsy/traveller site.. The site is also above the level
of the road and is therefore highly visible. Any development would be
a blight on the landscape.

The site is also unsuitable because it has 4 major gas pipelines
running through it and it is very close to a large gas transmission site.
There is no sewer connection onto the site.

Finally the site is also located in an area that could pollute the river
Mimram. This river feeds the ancient and still farmed watercress beds
and is also a water catchment area.

| trust that you will take these issues into account and realise that this
site is not a suitable location for a gipsy traveller site.
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08/1442

Repno. Representor

1

Rhodes

Agent

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

We write to register our serious concerns at the proposal to consider
Whitwell as one of the potential sites for a new permanent/transit gypsy
& traveller encampment.

Whitwell is a small close knit community, approached from every
direction by narrow twisting rural roads. The high street suffers from
considerable on road parking, due to the nature of the dwellings (no
garages). Congestion and disruption to flow of two way traffic is
regularly experienced and would be greatly aggravated by increased
usage by towed caravans, vans and lorries such as commonly used by
gypsies and travellers.

It is widely accepted that travellers frequently make their living at tasks
that generate considerable debris and waste, such as garden
clearance, house clearance and drive surface treatments. It is also
known that responsibility for the environmental nuisance of fly tipping
is particularly related to these occupations.

Whitwell is situated in one of the most beautiful parts of North
Hertfordshire and until recently was under threat of Luton Airport's
expansion plans. Whilst the Scott Wilson report has laid out the criteria
for the selection of sites, we would strongly contest the assertion that
the landscape character is poor to moderate. Its proximity to the
Stagenhoe estate in fact means that it supports considerable wildlife
including deer, badgers and game birds. Poaching is known to be a
favourite pastime for travellers, with game keepers struggling to
maintain stocks, sometimes at considerable danger to themselves.

The Council's own development policy 16 states:
That there should be no significant adverse impact on the
character
and appearance of the countryside, or sites of significant biodiversity.
That there is no significant adverse impact on the amenity of
nearby
residents or adjoining land users.
The site should have adequate and safe access from a suitable
road.

The proposed potential site in Whitwell cannot meet any of those
stated policy aims, and should be rejected as a preferred option.
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08/1443

Repno. Representor

1

Pearce

Agent

Document section

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

We are writing to register our objection to the proposal that Whitwell
be considered a potential location for a permanent/transit gypsy and
traveller site.

Whitwell is approached by narrow winding country lanes for many
miles in all directions which are already heavily overburdened with
through traffic, and at busier times of the day become heavily
congested through the high street. Encouraging additional local traffic
¢, of which a considerable proportion is likely to be commercial type
vehicles ¢ will exacerbate this issue and contribute to a further
reduction in safety, character and amenity of the area.

Whitwell is situated in a beautiful part of Hertfordshire countryside: the
Wilson Scott report which asserts that the landscape character in this
area is 'poor to moderate' is not just inaccurate but we suggest is
entirely incorrect and is a misrepresentation when considering the
criteria for the site selection.

The council's own development policy 16 states:

¢ That there should be no significant adverse impact on the
character and appearance of the countryside, or sites of biodiversity;
¢ That there is no significant adverse impact on the amenity

of nearby residents or adjoining land users;

¢ The site should have adequate and safe access from a

suitable road.

The proposed potential site in Whitwell cannot meet any of these
policy aims and should be rejected as an option.
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08/1444

Repno. Representor

1

Davies

Agent

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

We write to register our serious concerns at the proposal to consider
Whitwell as one of the potential sites for a new permanent/transit gypsy
& traveller encampment.

Whitwell is a small close knit community, approached from every
direction by narrow twisting rural roads. The high street suffers from
considerable on road parking, due to the nature of the dwellings (no
garages). Congestion and disruption to flow of two way traffic is
regularly experienced and would be greatly aggravated by increased
usage by towed caravans, vans and lorries such as commonly used by
gypsies and travellers.

It is widely accepted that travellers frequently make their living at tasks
that generate considerable debris and waste, such as garden
clearance, house clearance and drive surface treatments. It is also
known that responsibility for the environmental nuisance of fly tipping
is particularly related to these occupations.

Whitwell is situated in one of the most beautiful parts of North
Hertfordshire and until recently was under threat of Luton Airport's
expansion plans. Whilst the Scott Wilson report has laid out the criteria
for the selection of sites, we would strongly contest the assertion that
the landscape character is poor to moderate. Its proximity to the
Stagenhoe estate in fact means that it supports considerable wildlife
including deer, badgers and game birds. Poaching is known to be a
favourite pastime for travellers, with game keepers struggling to
maintain stocks, sometimes at considerable danger to themselves.

The Council's own development policy 16 states:

¢ That there should be no significant adverse impact on the
character and appearance of the countryside, or sites of significant
biodiversity.

¢ That there is no significant adverse impact on the amenity

of nearby residents or adjoining land users.

¢ The site should have adequate and safe access from a
suitable road.

The proposed potential site in Whitwell cannot meet any of those
stated policy aims, and should be rejected as a preferred option.
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08/1488

Repno. Representor

1

Bonfield

Agent

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

This proposed site raises a number of points that are of concern to me
apart from the obvious security issues of having a site so close to the
farm.

1 The site is very open and is not screened at all from most of the
village. Normally ie the Codicote site,is well screened from public

view.

2 The site is a very scenic area next to a conservation area and this
development will do nothing to enhance it.

3 The village has a junior school but getting to a senior school will
be difficult with a large number of village family's being offered places
in Stevenage.

4 Public transport is spasmodic to say the least.

5 What are the rules and safety issues about building a site on top of
4 major gas pipelines.

| would have thought a more suitable site could be found
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Rep ID
08/1489

08/1489

Repno. Representor

1

4

Priestley

Priestley

Agent Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

I am writing in reply to the recent documentation which was recently
circulated regarding the proposal of a Gypsy and Travellers site in
Whitwell. | wholeheartedly agree with the Parish Council that this
would be highly detrimental to the Parish.

Firstly | feel that it would be a 'blot' on our beautiful landscape, the
surrounding countryside is a major reason for many people including
myself and my family moving to the area.

Secondly Whitwell is a small village which | do not believe has the
infrastructure to cope with Travellers, in particular St Pauls Walden
School which my 5 year old son attends. | believe that the children
and the staff in such a small village school would find the constant
coming and going of potentially difficult pupils very disruptive and
difficult to cope with.

| am sure that most of the people who live in the village will support
your opposition to this proposal

| am writing to you to the proposed Travellers site at NH16 - West of
The Bury, Lilley Bottom Road.

| wish to register my objection to this site for the many reasons listed
below-

Firstly the only school in the area is a small primary school which is full
and any increase in numbers will almost certainly create staffing
issues and have detrimental effect on the standard of education
offered. The school is not within 500m of the proposed site and there
is no secondary school nearby. The nearest ones are in Hitchin and
Harpenden.

The bus service to and from the village is infrequent and very limited,
there is no evening service at all. There is also no bus stop within
500m of the nearest proposed site.

There are extremely limited employment opportunities in the village.

The site is currently privately owned and none of the owners want to
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sell which means the land would have to be compulsory purchased
which according to the Scott Wilson report should be avoided if
possible.

The amenities in the village are limited with only 1 shop and a
Doctors surgery which is already at capacity.

The area is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt and there
is a Grade 1 listed garden close to the site.

Any access to the site from Lilley Bottom Road would be extremely
hazardous as there is no footpath or street lights.

There is a high pressure gas pipeline running through a part of the site
which has a 70 yard exclusion zone around it.

The proposed size of the site 27.9Ha is completely out of proportion
with the size of the village and its infrastructure.

Access to and from the Village is largely via small often single track
country lanes and is unsuitable for large vehicles.

The location of the site suffers from flooding problems from the
Mimram River. This is also a water catchment river which feeds the
watercress beds, and important feature of the village.

| do not believe that Travellers would want to settle in such a rural
area so far away from any town with appropriate amenities.

As the village is in a Valley the site would be visible from many parts
of the Village, particularly from Horn Hill and is not suitable in any way
for a Travellers site.

I hope this objection will be given careful consideration.
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Rep ID
08/1490

08/1491

08/1492

08/1493

Repno. Representor

1

1

1

1

Kasket

Liddell

Mathers

James

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

In principle | would agree that a site should be selected for use by
Gypsies and Travellers.

That said, | do believe that the site should have the following
attributes:

Ease of access by A or B roads

(so that local lanes would not become clogged up with the consequent
extra movement)

Supplied with suitable amenities for hygiene etc

Hidden from view to some extent

(by trees/ dip in land/ whatever...for their sake as well as for that of
local residents!)

| am writing to express my concern and opposition to the proposed
Travellers Site in Whitwell for a number of reasons:

1. Whitwell is one of the few actual villages left in Hertfordshire

that is not just a extension of a town or sits on a busy road between
two towns. The impact of more buildings and traffic has a significantly
higher impact proportionally than on other locations

2. ltis an area recognised for its natural beauty and which

serves the whole of the area for leisure pursuits. Having a travellers site
is not in keeping with this

3. Many of the local services, especially schooling and surgery,
are already stretched.

4. Using a green field site with such a prime location should be
used to benefit the whole community.

5. It would be better to build lower cost housing for local
families that are having to move away.

Under NO circumstances would | agree to any scheme which involves
making sites available to any form of Gypsies, or other Travellers.

| am writing to object to the possible location of a Gypsy/Traveller site
at NH16 ¢ West of The Bury, Lilley Bottom road and would like to
make the following comments.

Government legislation
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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. The
recent Court of Appeal decision in upholding the rights of BAPIO
(November 2007) underlines the potential for government policy to be
set aside as discriminatory. NHDC will be aware that there is a
potential legal challenge to the legislation itself. How does NHDC
propose to deal with this issue?

EERA and need

NHDC and others, commissioned a report by consultants ORS, to
identify the actual needs of gypsies and travellers locally. 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 basis of need has not been established. North East
Herts MP, Oliver Heald, has reported the East of England Regional
Assembly to the National Audit Office and the Equality and Human
Rights Commission, over its decision to impose a levy of fifteen pitches
for travellers for each district in the Eastern Region, thereby ignoring
the accommodation needs of travellers in each district. Is NHDC
supporting Oliver Heald and rejecting the EERA imposition? Why is
this consultation going ahead?

The Scott Wilson report

The Scott Wilson report, on which this consultation is based, is
fundamentally flawed. There is no reason given why the use of Local
authority land has not been given priority. This omission is in
contradiction with Circular 01/2006 ¢, Planning for Gypsy and Traveller
caravan sites, and contrary to the position taken by Mid Bedfordshire.
No explanation was given for the omission of Brown Field Sites for
consideration in the report. The report appears to have discounted any
sites upon the urban fringes, again in breach of Circular 01/2006.
There are inaccuracies in the detail of this site (NH16).The existing use
is agricultural and grazing and residential, not simply agricultural as
described. The landscape character is described as poor/moderate
whereas it could be better described as good (minimum). The fact that
a high pressure gas pipeline runs through part of the site has been
completely ignored. This shows that the report has paid no heed to
safety issues and could consequently cause NHDC to be accused of a
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safety issues and could consequently cause NHDC to be accused of a
dereliction of duty. These are only some of the basic flaws and | would
like to know why NHDC did not simply reject the Scott Wilson report,
rather that embark upon an expensive consultation process that will be
consequentially flawed.

As reported in The Cambridge News (30.1.08) Hughie Smith, president
of the Gypsy Council said that they had not been consulted and
described the proposals as 'forcing gypsies into areas that they do not
want to be' adding 'this is tantamount to social suicide and a complete
waste of time and public money'. Again | ask why is NHDC persisting
with this time wasting and expensive exercise?

The Scott Wilson report recommended nine sites to go forward to
consultation, and we were assured that this would be so. However, at a
cabinet meeting (19.12.2007), contrary to officer's recommendation,
the cabinet decided, because of public representation, to remove 3 of
these sites. In doing so they have set a precedent, and consequently
must treat all of the remaining sites similarly. Please can you assure
me that this will be the case?

Issues and Option Paper

The site is within 1km (not 500m) of a primary school (currently full), to
increase numbers may cause great problems for staffing and standards.
The nearest secondary schools are in Hitchin or Harpenden

There is no bus stop within 500m of this site. The service is extremely
limited with no evening or middle of the day service. To reach the bus
stops, (also schools and shops), involves walking along a twisting
narrow road with a hill with a blind summit. Initially the national speed
limit applies and there are no pavements nor street lighting. This is
extremely dangerous to pedestrians and drivers of vehicles.

There is no available employment in the village, the last small
industrial site having been recently replaced by housing (against the
wishes of the Parish and Parish Council).

The local amenities consist of a small shop including post office. This
is under real threat of closure due to the government policy regarding
rural post offices.
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The site is privately owned by four landowners. At the time of writing,
NHDC had still failed to contact all of these, despite repeated requests.
As a result of this failure the availability of this land is stated to be
unknown. None of the landowners would be willing to sell , and as part
of the site is residential, purchasing that part would mean the eviction
of a family with all the attendant overt publicity.

The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.

The size of the identified site is quoted in as 27.9Ha. This is an
extremely large area of land

and is completely out of proportion considering the size of the
population and infrastructure of Whitwell village.

As far as Surrounding Land Uses are concerned this site would most
definitely affects 'existing neighbour's amenity'. The open space which
is enjoyed by many horse riders, and walkers will be affected or lost.

The surrounding land is also 'shooting land' and not only will this be
affected but the safety of the Gypsy and Traveller's children could be
compromised.

The identified site can be clearly seen from Lilley Bottom Road and
the village, as it will be above the Mimram Valley. This is true of all of
the land along both sides of Lilley Bottom Road which follows the
Mimram valley. fact, your own Landscape Character Assessment
(Whitwell Valley Area 203) on your website states,

' LANDSCAPE CHARACTER

Steeply incised valley sides in a chalk landscape plateau. The upper
reaches of the valley are dry.

Water springs to the surface west of Stagenhoe Bottom Farm.' and also
"The road network follows

the valley bottoms with small winding roads connecting the valley
sides.’

KEY CHARACTERISTICS

¢ Steep sided valley

¢, Dominant arable land use

¢ Scattered woodland parcels of irregular shape

¢, Locally smaller field parcels on the upper reaches of the valley

¢, Smaller paddocks and horse grazing associated with local
settlements'
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The site is also easily seen from other parts of the village, including
Horn Hill and the adjoining roads and open spaces. How can adequate
and suitable screening or buffer be envisaged?

A high pressure gas pipeline runs through part of the site (markers are
very evident, which leads to the question - was any sort of site visit
made?) ,which would significantly reduce any development on this
site. | understand that the National Grid has not been consulted, why
not? In close proximity to the proposed site is a Gas Transmission site,
one of the largest in England. During the 1960s the village was
evacuated due to the likelihood of a huge explosion at the site. A
smaller incident in the last few years caused the evacuation of the
more local houses. How would another major incident be dealt with as
regards safety of residents at the proposed site?

Any access onto Lilley Bottom Road will cause a considerable hazard.
The identified site connects onto the main road at the inside of a very
sharp, narrow bend. The view when coming onto Lilley Bottom Road is
restricted, even in winter months when vegetation is at it's minimum.
At other times of the year the views onto the main road are even more
compromised. Itis also of interest to note that a planning application,
some years ago, for a house onto this road was rejected due to access
problems. If access was unsuitable then, how much more unsuitable
now?

The location of the site in the Mimram Valley suffers flooding
problems. For a large time of

the year, under 'normal’ weather conditions, the field is extremely
muddy and waterlogged. The Mimram is an important river which
feeds the ancient watercress beds which have been established for
over 190 years and are widely considered to be the founder of the
commercial industry. The watercress is grown naturally in purpose-built
beds, with free flowing pure spring water filtering up from the artesian
wells. Any pollution of this spring would be disastrous to this industry.
The Mimram is also a water catchment river.

The North Hertfordshire and Stevenage Landscape Character
Assessment states

as follows --

STRATEGY AND GUIDELINES FOR MANAGING CHANGE:
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Improve and Conserve

? Promote and encourage maintenance of existing pasture land within
the river valley

? Promote the creation of new and retention of existing ditches
connecting to the river

? Promote and encourage the biodiversity of locally native species

? Promote and maintain semi-natural habitats along the river

? Promote the planting of trees including appropriate protection within
grazing areas

? Where appropriate promote and encourage public access to the
river

? Avoid damage to the river banks as a result of agricultural or other
practices

? Do not remove vegetation from river banks where evidence of use for
perching and nesting

| am at a loss to understand how these strategies can be applied if the
gypsy site was sited at NH16. Please explain?

I hope that due notice will be taken of all the points above, and | look
forward to you response to the various questions | have asked.

The changes to Luton flight paths by NATS
(http://www.consultation.nats.co.uk/map/25/aircraft_routes.html?addres
s=sg4+8jp)

indicate that there will be even more noise over this site (see easterly
departures to the SW), which would be detrimental to the well being of
the site inhabitants.

The EERA consultation (Regional Spatial Strategy Single Issue
Review: Planning for Gypsy and Traveller accommodation in the East
of England) states ----

Local authorities should seek to achieve levels of provision required by
2011 as soon as possible through the development control process
particularly when opportunities present themselves in respect of new
major developments and through the preparation of Local
Development Documents. The preparation of joint or co-ordinated
Local Development Documents to identify suitable locations for
pitches is encouraged. Where joint or co-ordinated documents are
produced provision can be redistributed across the areas concerned.
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08/1494

Repno. Representor

1

Cowling & Curtis

Agent

Document section

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

The Whitwell site doesn't conform with this new guidance from EERA

(http://goe-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/rssissue/gt)

| am writing to you in regards to the proposal considering Whitwell as
one of the potential sites for a new permanent/transit gypsy and
traveller encampment.

Whitwell is a small rural village that can in no way support a
permanent travellers' site. The roads to the village struggle to sustain
the current level of traffic and the parking facilities are nil to
non-existent. The village is snarled up with traffic from early morning
to late afternoon. How do you expect this small rural community to
cope with a heavy influx of lorries and caravans a known mode of
transport for a travelling community? Also how do you expect the
travelling community to negotiate the small lanes and blocked High
Street? This is vastly unfair on both the current community and the
members of the new encampment.

| trust that you have visited the proposed site in which case you will
fully appreciate the lack of access for members of the encampment.
We live in the Valley which is situated directly opposite the proposed
site. Currently it is a mud trap as the bad weather has caused a flow of
mud to descend from the Bury. The council are suppose to clear this
area but are unable to cope with the constant muck that accumulates
in this spot. How do you expect the members of this location to cope
with not only an incursion of more vehicles but an increased level of
churned mud and horse excrement?

The local amenities are far and few between, the only village shop
caters as best it can but it is only a very small rural shop. The local
school is small and would probably struggle to accommodate a high
level of new students. The senior schools in the area would also
struggle. Extra bus services for the schools would have to be laid on
causing more congestion and traffic, again putting stress on both the
current residents and possible new residents. The doctors' surgery is
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undersized for your proposal and would struggle to meet the needs of
an enlarged village. The police and ambulance service currently strain
to meet any reasonable response time due to the location of the
village; their services would be pushed to breaking point
accommodating a higher level of residents.

Whitwell is an area of natural beauty and there are several farms
operating in this area. How do you expect the encampment to
negotiate farm traffic, and adhere to the country code? The Council's
own development policy (16) does state' that there should be no
significant adverse impact on the character and appearance of the
countryside, or significant biodiversity' Putting a field of caravans
together does contravene this. Hence you have already created a
strain for any members of a new encampment unless you are happy to
bi-pass this rule to suit your own needs.

The plan also states that 'there is no significant adverse impact on the
amenity of nearby residents or adjoining land users' well detailed
above is how allowing a new camp to set up goes against this rule.

Finally 'The site should have adequate and safe access from a suitable
road'. Having lived in this area for quite a while we cannot see how
you would be able to approach this proposed site in a 'safe’ and
‘adequate’ way. By approaching the site from the Valley you have to
traverse a hump-back bridge then avoid the farm traffic and turn into a
small, narrow turning whilst driving a heavy vehicle. By approaching
from the other end, you would have to negotiate a narrow country lane
turn quite sharply into a bumpy field. Again this demonstrates the
unsuitability of this site.

It would appear that using this site not only hampers the current
residents, putting them under unneeded, undue, stress and strain but
also causing a lot of problems and pressure for the members of the
new encampment. We would urge you to urgently recognise that this
proposed siting is entirely unsuitable.
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08/1495

Repno. Representor

1

Pheasant

Agent

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

| wish to add my protest and that of my wife to the already growing
groundswell of people who are against the development of the land
which is at the back of The Valley, Whitwell, as a possible
Gypsy/Traveller encampment in the latest round of government lunacy
to try to accommodate the growing numbers of people living in this
country.

To pass plans such as these would be an ecological, demographic and
social disaster to the village of Whitwell.

The roads, schools, shopping facilities, doctor's facilities, in fact the
complete infrastructure of the village and surroundings cannot tolerate
this expansion in terms of access through public transport, general
roads, access to essential services and general safety.

Infrastructure within the village, in terms of schools, shops, doctor's
surgery cannot sustain this development.

It is a well known fact that developments of this kind produce their own
problems in terms of rubbish and ground pollution. Within the area of
this site is the water-cress business, fed by the river Mimram, a
conservation area in its own right, which have so far been recognised
for their ecological value. This proposed development would totally
destroy this beautiful part of Hertfordshire.

The access to this land can only be achieved through a new road
connected to the lane on the South side, or through 'The Valley', an
area of natural beauty, with a small hump-backed bridge ¢, both of
which would create havoc within the village and cause the potential
for serious accidents.

In conclusion, | find the Council's plans to expand Whitwell in this way
most unsatisfactory. As | drive around the county | see many ‘Brown
field sites' which can be used to facilitate this expansion. My wife,
Janneke-May Pheasant, also a registered voter in the St Pauls Walden
Parish, feels the same way as I, so please take this as two votes against
this madness.
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Rep ID
08/1496

08/1540

Repno. Representor

1

2

Hart

Brown

Agent Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

| object to the possible location of a travellers or gypsy site at NH16

because of the totally inadequate roads and infrastructure in that area.
Any development would bring chaos to the surrounding villages due

to the increase in traffic and cause damage to the local environment.

The site should not even be considered as it would be within the

proposed expansion of Green Belt land.

| object to the possible location of a traveller site at NH16, Lilley
Bottom Road, Whitwell because;

1. The site has been included by NHDC to be within the
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.

2. The site is privately owned and the owner objects to the
land being used for a Travellers site.

Lilley Bottom Road site is above the level of the road and is highly
visible and does not lend itself in any way for a travellers camp.
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Rep ID
08/1551

Repno. Representor

1

Guise & Cope

Agent

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

We write to register our serious concerns at the proposal to consider
Whitwell, our nearest village, as one of the potential sites for a new
permanent/transit gypsy and traveller site. We would like to point out,
that we received this information from one of our neighbours and not
from your planning offices, which we believe should not be the case.

Whitwell is a small close knit community, approached from every
direction by narrow twisting rural roads. The high street already suffers
from considerable on road parking. Congestion and disruption to the
flow of the two way traffic is regularly experienced, mornings and
evenings, and would be greatly aggravated by increased usage by
towed caravans, vans and lorries such as commonly used by gypsies
and travellers.

Whitwell is situated in one of the most beautiful parts of North
Hertfordshire and until recently was under threat from Luton Airport
expansions. We believe that this site would have a huge impact on
the character and appearance of the surrounding countryside and that
it will have a big impact on the amenities of nearby residents.

We do not believe that the proposed site in Whitwell meets your stated
policy aims and therefore this proposal should be rejected.
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Rep ID
08/1554

Repno. Representor

2

Ritchie

Agent

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

| write to register my serious concern at the proposal to consider
Whitwell as one of the potential sites or the new permanent/transit
gypsy and traveller encampment.

Whitwell is a small close knit community, approached from every
direction by narrow twisting rural roads. The High Street suffers from
considerable on road parking, due to the nature of the dwellings (no
garages). Congestion and disruption to flow of two way traffic is
regularly experienced, and would be greatly aggravated by increased
usage by towed caravans,vans and lorries such as commonly used by
gypsies and travellers..

Whitwell is situated in one of the most beautiful parts of North
Hertfordshire and until recently was under the direct threat of Luton
Airport's expansion plans. Whilst the Scott Wilson report has lad out
criteria for the selection of sites, | strongly contest the assertion that the
landscape character is poor to moderate. its proximity to the
Stagenhoe Estate in fact means that it supports considerable wildlife
including deer, badgers and game birds.

The Council's own development policy 16 states:

That there should be no significant adverse impact on the character
and appearance of the countryside, or sites significant biodiversity.
That there is no significant adverse impact on the amenity of nearby
residents or adjoining land users.

The site should have adequate and safe access from a suitable road.

The proposed potential site in Whitwell cannot meet any of those
stated policy aims.

Further, the site is not suitable as it is on a significant slope, has mains
gas pipe with an exclusion zone running through the proposed site.

For all of the above reasons the site should be rejected as a preferred
option.
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Rep ID
08/1554

Repno. Representor

1

Ritchie

Agent

Document section
NH16: West of the Bury,
Lilley Bottom Road,
Whitwell, St Paul's
Walden

Comments

| write to register my serious concern at the proposal to consider
Whitwell as one of the potential sites or the new permanent/transit
gypsy and traveller encampment. Whitwell is a small close knit
community, approached from every direction by narrow twisting rural
roads. The High Street suffers from considerable on road parking, due
to the nature of the dwellings (no garages). Congestion and disruption
to flow of two way traffic is regularly experienced, and would be
greatly aggravated by increased usage by towed caravans,vans and
lorries such as commonly used by gypsies and travellers. It is widely
accepted that travellers frequently make their living at tasks that
generate considerable debris and waste, such as garden clearance,
house clearance and drive surface treatments. It is also known that
responsibility for the environment nuisance of fly tipping is particularly
related to those occupations. Whitwell is situated in one of the most
beautiful parts of North Hertfordshire and until recently was under the
direct threat of Luton Airport's expansion plans. Whilst the Scott
Wilson report has lad out criteria for the selection of sites, | strongly
contest the assertion that the landscape character is poor to moderate.
its proximity to the Stagenhoe Estate in fact means that it supports
considerable wildlife including deer, badgers and game birds.
Poaching is known to be a favourite pastime of travellers, with game
keepers struggling to maintain their stocks, sometimes at considerable
danger to themselves. The Council's own development policy 16
states:

a. that there should be no significant adverse impact on the
character and appearance of the countryside, or sites significant
biodiversity.

b. That there is no significant adverse impact on the amenity

of nearby residents or adjoining land users.

c. The site should have adequate and safe access from a

suitable road.

The proposed potential site in Whitwell cannot meet any of those
stated policy aims, and should be rejected as a preferred option.






