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 Herts & 
Middlesex 
Wildlife Trust

05/0079 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

28

 Vaughan07/0324 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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 
quotes 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.

7
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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 I am of the opinion that the proposed site is totally 
unsuitable for this purpose and should be ruled out of any further 
consideration.

 Billing07/0339 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

19

 Sutton07/0345 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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.

4

 Anglian Water 
Services Ltd

07/0384 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Sewerage Treatment Works
Foul Sewerage Network
Surface Water Networks
Thames Water
N/A
N/A

128
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 Shorten07/0560 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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.

2

 St Paul's Walden
 Parish Council

07/0878 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

20

 Lloyd07/0894 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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. it tends 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.  I have spoken to some parents who state they would 

13



2869

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

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, I doubt 
very much if many residents will feel they want to continue to help the 
school 
7. due to the type of people involved I 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. I 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. I 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.
¿ It is my understanding that the landowners are not prepared 
to sell the land to the Council.
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¿ The land is fully utilised at the present time, either by 
agriculture or pasture.
¿ The land 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.
¿ This river front is the habitat of the water vole, which has 
been seen in recent years.  I 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.
¿ This road 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.
¿  I understand 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 I 
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.  I 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.
¿ It is 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!

I feel that the whole proposal has been ill conceived and I 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.

 Stephens07/0909 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I set our below our initial response to the proposal in the LDF re land 
allocations in Whitwell. I 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.

I 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 I do not have to have new 
tyres every week!! 

8
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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 
A1m 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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 Welbourne07/0910 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

4
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 Bowker07/0918 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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 I 
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.

5

 Kings Walden 
Parish Council

07/0920 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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.

5
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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.

 Peggie07/1107 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

¿ 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.  It is 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.

11
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 Peggie07/1107 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

¿ 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 I 
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 I 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 I am aware of such as 
water, sewerage, electricity, gas and telephone. This would involve 

10
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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. I 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 I ask NHDC to withdraw the proposed site in 
Whitwell.

 Brown08/1301 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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.

2

 Royall08/1438 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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 I think that this site is totally 
unsuitable and I 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 

1
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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.
 
I 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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 Rhodes08/1442 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

1
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 Pearce08/1443 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

1
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 Davies08/1444 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

1
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 Bonfield08/1488 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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. 

I would have thought a more suitable site could be found

1
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Priestley

Priestley

08/1489

08/1489

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

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

Firstly I 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 I do not believe has the 
infrastructure to cope with Travellers, in particular St Pauls Walden 
School which my 5 year old son attends. I  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.

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

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

I 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 

1
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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.

I 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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 Kasket08/1490 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

In principle I would agree that a site should be selected for use by 
Gypsies and Travellers.
That said, I 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!)

1

 Liddell08/1491 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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. It is 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. 

 

1

 Mathers08/1492 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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

1

 James08/1493 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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

1
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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 I 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 I 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. I 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.  It is 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 
I 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 I look 
forward to you response to the various questions I 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. 



2893

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

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

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

 Cowling & Curtis08/1494 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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.

I 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 

1
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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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 Pheasant08/1495 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I find the Council's plans to expand Whitwell in this way 
most unsatisfactory.  As I drive around the county I 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.

1
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 Hart08/1496 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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.

1

 Brown08/1540 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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.
 

2
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 Guise & Cope08/1551 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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.

 

1
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 Ritchie08/1554 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

2
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 Ritchie08/1554 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

1
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 Ritchie08/1555 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

2
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 Ritchie08/1555 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

1



2902

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Boughton08/1556 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

1
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 Boughton08/1557 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I wish to object to the possibility of a gypsy/traveller site in Whitwell for 
the following reasons
* the site is owned by private individuals who are unwilling to sell their 
land
* The site would be highly visible and spoil the visual character of the 
rural setting
* Access to the site would be on a bend in the road and quite 
dangerous
* Large vehicular traffic (eg caravans/lorries) would cause further 
congestion particularly in the high Street, especially at peak times
* No footpath from site for pedestrian access to village school, shop or 
bus stop.
* Major gas pipelines run through site
* No sewer access to site
* Only school is a primary school which is already full
* Proposal is generally unsuitable for a rural community
* Possible pollution to river Mimram and cress beds
* It has been indicated by a spokesman that the traveller./gypsy 
community would prefer not be a remote location such as Whitwell
Please take these comments into consideration.

2
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 Boughton08/1557 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

1
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 Terry08/1558 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

1
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 Daniel08/1559 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I 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, I 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.

1

 Hoefkens08/1563 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

 5
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Burns

Burns

08/1600

08/1600

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

In addition to our comments on the identified NH16 Lilley Bottom 
Road, Whitwell Travellers Site, we would like to ask some questions on
 your 'Frequently Asked Questions on Gypsies & Travellers' and the 
Scott Wilson Report section.

Q2 Please can we have a breakdown of what percentage of Gypsies 
and Travellers are actually employed in Teaching, Healthwork, 
Finance and Academia?

Q10 Bedfordshire is a large county with a small population.  Why then 
does it have less than its fair share of new housing and proposed Gypsy
 sites?  Hertfordshire is already one of the most densely populated 
counties in the South East.

Q22 How and when was this need assessed?  With the ever increasing 
Gypsy population coming over from Romania, when is this assessment 
likely to need reviewing?

Q32 Why is it deemed inappropriate to site a Gypsy and Traveller site 
in town?  Road and public transport links are in place.  Schools are 
generally closer and used to dealing with all the racial and ethnic 
groups.  Sufficient infrastructure already exists as does policing.  As 
most of the proposed sites are not transit sites but residential ones 
surely this is a far better option!

We look forward to your reply and assume that this letter will be put 
forward when the official consultation opens.

Our comments on the identified NH16 Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell 
Travellers Site are as
follows, quoting sections from the Scott Wilson report, (SW), and 
replying to these:-.
SW:
Broad Criteria
3.1.5 - 3.
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 (especially a primary 
school) and doctors/health facilities.
3.1.6

4

1
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An appropriate distance and or travel times should be determined. 
Despite the fact that gypsies and Traveller are relatively mobile by 
culture with private vehicles, access to public transport is still a 
desirable site attribute, which has helped priorities those areas 
selected. A distance of 500 metres for access to public transport was 
used as a reasonable starting point. This criterion is particularly 
relevant for permanent residential sites.
Public Transport. With regard to the above criteria, there is no 
acceptable public transport system
in Whitwell. The bus service is extremely limited with no evening or 
middle of the day service.
Any after school activities are not provided for, neither are evening or 
Saturday jobs. There exists
no useful bus service to any of the local hospitals. To take a journey to 
Stevenage or Welwyn
Garden City will first entail getting the infrequent bus service to 
Hitchin, and from there either a
second bus, or a walk to Hitchin railway station to take the train.
As regards the 'distance of 500 metres for access to public transport 
being used as a reasonable
starting point' statement, we can confirm that to walk to 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. Seeing that the report states that 
'This criterion is particularly
relevant for permanent residential sites', this can only be confirmed as 
failing to meet this criterion
completely especially when taking safety into consideration.
Primary Schools. The single primary school in Whitwell is possibly at 
full stretch with the numbers
of children presently attending. To push the numbers up further may 
cause great problems for
staffing and standards.

Doctors/Health facilities. The doctors surgery in Whitwell is presently 
also at possible full capacity
as far as patients numbers are concerned. We do not think it would be 
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able to cope with further
increases in the number of patients on it's register. Dental practices do 
not exist in Whitwell and
the nearest practice, which we can not be sure is accepting NHS 
patients, is at least 6-7 miles
away from the village.
SW:
3.1.7
Planning Policy Guidance 2 (PPG2) sets out to avoid harm to the 
open character of Green Belt areas. The broad criteria included giving
 consideration to the protection of Green Belt land. However, in some 
cases this was found to be too restrictive since it meant that much of 
the study area was removed from consideration. Therefore the study 
was divided into two parts.
3.1.8
The first phase identified all possible areas suitable for gypsy and 
traveller accommodation outside the Green Belt. These areas were 
ranked against the area selection criteria and the most favourable 
areas were selected.
3.1.9
The second phase of the analysis was on the Green Belt land in the 
study area. It was decided that Green Belt areas would only receive 
consideration where no suitable Non-Green Belt options were 
available. Green Belt areas were ranked against the same area 
selection criteria as Non Green Belt areas.
3.1.10
In the districts of East and North Hertfordshire and Stevenage the study
 identifies the most favourable area(s) of Non-Green Belt land. 
Appendix One includes the Green Belt areas ranked as '1's and '2's in 
East and North Hertfordshire and Stevenage. These areas were not 
recommended in the main body of the report as, in line with the 
principles of a sequential approach and the requirements of Circular 
01/06, they should not be considered where there are Non-Green Belt 
alternatives.
We see from the 'Map 3b' in the Report that Whitwell is a proposed 
extension of the present
Green Belt. Consequently Whitwell would then clearly have to be 
re-assessed for suitability under
the criteria applied to areas presently in the Green Belt?
SW:
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Specific Criteria
3.1.16
Once viable areas were identified through the application of the broad
 criteria, areas were assessed against specific criteria in order to allow 
the identification of potential areas for gypsy and traveller 
accommodation.  The second tier search criteria mostly related to 
opportunities and needs. The specific criteria implemented are as 
follows:
1. Areas should be of an appropriate size in order to respect the scale 
of the nearest settled community. Circular 01/2006, 'Planning for gypsy
 and traveller caravan sites', discusses site size in terms of potential 
impacts. This was taken into consideration for the recommended sites, 
which vary in size. The circular explains that 'cases should be 
considered in context, and in relation to the local infrastructure and 
population size and density'.
The size of the identified site is quoted in Table 3 as 26 Ha. This is an
 extremely large area of land
and in contradiction to the criteria in the above paragraph. 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 size town.
It is noticeable that whilst low cost, affordable housing for residents is 
confined to village infill, the
proposed site will extend village boundaries. See your own document 
below regarding ribbon
development of Whitwell Village.
North Hertfordshire District Council -Landscape Character Assessment
<http://www.north-herts.gov.uk/whitwell.pdf> states:
'VISUAL IMPACT
More recent ribbon development at Whitwell following the valley 
bottom and stretching out along
the B651 intrudes into the valley setting.'
SW:
2. A buffer should exist between new sites and housing areas and also 
between new sites, and existing sites in order to minimise any 
potential noise and adverse effects on visual amenities for example. A 
distance buffer might be suitable or a fence/wall, vegetation, 
topography, road, or railway tracks might be appropriate.
The identified site can be clearly seen from Lilley Bottom Road and 
the village, as it will be above
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the Mimram Valley, see diagram below.
This is true of all of the land along both sides of Lilley Bottom Road 
which follows the Mimram valley.  In fact, your own Landscape 
Character Assessment (Whitwell Valley Area 203) on your website  
<http://www.north-herts.gov.uk/index/planning/planning_policy_and_pr
ojects/landscape_character_
assessment_.htm> , 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 '.
The site is also easily seen from other parts of the village, including 
Horn Hill and the adjoining
roads and open spaces.
With this in mind how can adequate and suitable screening or buffer 
be envisaged? We would say
this is not possible and the site would be easily visible.
SW:
Some form of separation is recommended to achieve the peaceful and
 integrated co-existence between a site and the local community.
What exactly is being implicated by this sentence ? Is the report 
suggesting that there is always a
risk of friction and problems being caused by the establishment of such
 sites within or on the
edges of villages? If problems are possible, then an elaboration of 
these would be most welcome,
and should be pointed out clearly in any future planning decisions and
 information. With the proposed increase in population is an increase 
in policing proposed-not just the Police Community
Support Officers who are recognised to have no real powers.
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SW:
This would also help to avoid any potential noise and disturbance 
from the movement of vehicles and on-site business activities. The aim
 at all times should be to minimise adverse effects on existing local 
residential amenities.
What 'on-site business activities' could be allowed? Would similar 
restrictions, planing consents
and enforcement be applied to such activities to those covering use of 
normal domestic housing?
SW:
3.
A criterion considered for this assessment was that access to a site 
should not potentially cause significant hazard to other road users, e.g.
 onto a bridleway or footpath.
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. Below are two
photographs showing the views left and right of Lilley Bottom Road as 
viewed from the point of
a proposed access.
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. 
Below are 2 photographs
showing the view form a vehicle negotiating the bend in question.
Additionally, running in NNW-SSE direction is a well used Public 
Bridleway. Again, the positioning
next to this of any proposed site will cause disturbance and hazards to 
walkers and horse riders.
SW:
3.2 Appraisal, Site Visits and Reality Checking
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3.2.2
Areas were deleted from consideration where access could not easily 
be gained. Access could not be gained to some identified areas due to
 the absence of public roads, the presence of infrastructural 
obstructions (railway lines, motorway, pipelines) or substantial 
vegetation. Areas in close proximity to existing sites were also avoided 
in order to prevent any burden on existing infrastructure or the carrying 
capacity of the closest village/town.
There is no existing access road, and the construction of one will cause
 a hazard to users of Lilley
Bottom Road as pointed our earlier. There are several incidence of 
infrastructure crossing the
identified site. There are telegraph poles, overhead electricity lines 
and a main Gas pipeline crosses
the land. The photograph shows the marker post indicating the 
presence of this pipeline which
crosses 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 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.

The carrying capacity of the village is already full and way above the 
levels originally intended . It
is 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 aquafier levels.
SW:
3.2.5
For those areas viewed which generally met the criteria, comments 
were made relating to the area under the following headings:
Area Name/Code/Score ¿ Areas were given a name related to their 
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location and the closest settlement was listed. Areas were also 
allocated a code to link to the maps. Areas were given a preference 
score of '1' or '2'; which was based on a technical judgment, '1' being 
the most preferable. Factors that influenced a score included the 
following: GIS opportunity colour (see below); the Landscape 
Character Assessment ratings, the necessity for earthworks to create a 
level building platform; the requirement for additional screening; the 
potential impact on visual amenities for existing residents; the 
requirement for the creation or modification of area access; and 
general compliance with other area selection criteria. Where areas are 
located within the Green Belt, a score of 'GB1'or 'GB2' was given, 
based on the same criteria. Areas scored a '1'/'GB1' where were in a 
predominantly green GIS area, and a '2'/'GB2' where they were in a 
predominantly green GIS area but did not meet all the other criteria or
 were in a predominantly yellow GIS area.
The site identified in Whitwell is sloping, see your own assessment 
(Landscape Character
Assessment for Whitwell Valley Area 203), therefore the large amount 
of screening and landscaping
will be required. Again we will point out it will not be successfully 
hidden. This shows that the site
does not meet criteria outlined in the report and is totally unsuitable.
The next 2 photographs show the sloping nature of the land.
SW:
Area (S, M, L) - Specific site boundaries were not explicitly determined
 as this will require consultation with the respective landowners and the
 area could shift within that relative area. As set out in paragraphs 
2.1.7 - 2.1.10, suitable areas should have a capacity of about 10 - 15 
pitches, with each pitch taking up approximately 200m2. In addition to
 pitch provision, the sites should have a buffer. Considering this the 
following categories were created: 'Small' - typically constrained by 
topography or surrounding land uses and would be under 1 hectare. 
'Medium' - would approximately 1 hectare. 'Large' - reflects site size as 
being generally unconstrained, for example a site may be surrounded 
by extensive countryside and be in excess of a hectare. A suggested 
site may be described as large. However, following landowner 
negotiations, only a small part of that site may be made available for 
pitch provision.
The size of the identified site, being 26Ha is listed in the Report as L. 
On the formula used else-
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where in the Report, which states of 705 pitches per 15Ha, this 26HA 
site in Whitwell would have
a capacity of 2,200 pitches !!!
SW:
Topography - It is important that the areas of search for sites are 
relatively level. However, areas where minor earthworks may be 
required were considered and this was detailed and described in the 
table.
As stated before the site is sloping, (see your landscape character 
assessment document Whitwell
Valley Area 203) and will require more than 'minor earthworks'.
SW:
Existing Buffers/Vegetation - Existing vegetation, built structures and 
topography were described where these could constitute visual buffers 
between properties/land-uses, would provide structure and privacy, and
 help a site blend in with the surroundings.
Because of the nature of the Mimram Valley, there is absolutely no 
chance whatsoever of a site
blending in anywhere along it's length.
SW:
Access - Specific site access, existing or potential, were described. 
Additionally, access to the general road network and public transport 
was outlined..
As stated previous the access will be extremely limited and dangerous.
SW:
3.2.6
The above criteria were broken down into a scale varying from good to
 poor. These were applied to rank the areas. Figure 1 provides an 
illustration of how the specific criteria, were applied.
With reference to Figure 1, many structures in and close to the site 
lead to this site fitting the
'Against criteria' area rather than 'Accord with'.
As previously mentioned there are telegraph poles, overhead 
electricity cables across and near to
the site, and a main gas pipeline running underneath the site.
As far as Surrounding Land Uses are concerned this 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 
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be affected but the safety of
the Gypsy and Traveller's children could be compromised.
SW:
5 RECOMMENDED POLICY CRITERIA
5.1.1
In addition to the allocation of gypsy and traveller sites, Partner 
authorities will also have to consider planning applications for private 
sites. Drawing upon planning guidance, legislation, and the 
methodology for area selection used in this report, this section 
recommends criteria that may be used to inform the development of 
gypsy and traveller options as part of the plan preparation process.
Access
¿ The site should have safe and convenient access to the primary road
 network with proximity to the major road network.
¿ The site should provide for vehicular access from the public highway,
 as well as for parking, turning and servicing on site, taking account of 
road safety for occupants and for visitors.
No safe access possible as previously stated.
SW:
Site Conditions
¿The site should not be located in an area at high risk of flooding, 
including functional floodplains.
¿ The site should not be located on significantly contaminated land 
and areas with air, noise and odour pollution should be avoided. 
However, consideration will be given to sites adjoining motorways, 
power lines, landfill sites or railways, as for conventional housing.
¿ The site should be capable of receiving the supply of essential 
services including water, sewerage, drainage and water disposal.
The location of the site in the Mimram Valley will suffer flooding 
problems as for a large time of
the year under 'normal' weather conditions the field is extremely 
muddy and waterlogged. In the
recent past we have had flooded areas of this field. See the 
photograph here. .
As mentioned previously the supply of services such as water and 
sewerage etc. has already been
covered and we state again these services are running to capacity.
There is also the problem of noise pollution, the site is very close to 
the flight path for Luton
Airport and will consequently not comply with your sound pollution 
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brief.
SW:
Accessibility of Services
¿ Locations in or near existing settlements with access to local services,
 e.g. schools, doctors and shops should be considered first.
¿ There should be convenient and safe access to public transport.
Schools, and health services have been discussed earlier and it is 
unlikely that they will be able to
cope with extra demands. There is no safe access to public transport 
which is extremely poor.
SW:
Neighbouring Uses
¿Site size should be considered in context: undue burden on the local 
infrastructure should be avoided and the site should be compatible 
with the scale of the local settlement.
¿The potential for noise and other disturbance to neighbouring 
communities from the movement of vehicles to and from the site, the 
stationing of vehicles on the site, and on-site business activities should 
be minimised.
What monitoring will be put in place as regards noise and nuisance to 
village residents if on site
business is permitted?
SW:
¿ Landscaping and planting with appropriate trees and shrubs should 
be implemented where necessary in order for the site to blend into the 
surroundings, have structure and privacy, and to maintain visual 
amenities. However, the site should not be enclosed with excessive 
hard landscaping.
Extremely difficult, if not impossible, to integrate visually and 
environmentally with the surroundings.
This applies to the entire region and Mimram Valley. Mainly because 
of it sloping and rolling
topography. It is not possible to minimise it's impact, and certainly 
would involve hard landscaping
of an excessive nature, which once again is against the criteria 
outlined in the Report.
These are our considered opinions and questions on your proposals.
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 Small08/1609 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Further to the information supplied re the proposed possible 
development gypsy site in Whitwell, I would wish to raise my strongest 
objections to this Scheme, for the following reasons.

This possible scheme would have a devastating  effect on such a small
 village as ours.
The existing primary school and pre school are already full to capacity.
This means any additional entries would escalate the already existing 
problems of obtaining secondary school places.  All of which are of 
necessity outside the village area, which also means more problems re
 transport.
Exit from the village by public transport is very Ltd, which suggests that
 private transport will increase.  Thereby our very minor roads (which 
are mostly winding lanes) suggest the probability of more accidents 
particularly as theses people are renowned for their use of larger 
vehicles in the course of their occupations.
The possible site access is on to a narrow winding lane on a blind 
corner, this lane is the main entry into the village from the Luton area 
and is in constant use particularly in the commuter hours.  Which will 
only increase the foreseeable traffic problem.
Finally the increased demand on our water and sewage services will I 
am sure present major problems.
I have not mentioned the environmental problems that will surely 
arise, if one looks at the historical back ground of occupiers of this type 
of development.  Plus the problems that exist businesses will 
experience.

2
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 Small08/1609 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

To say that along with the of the majority of the village, I am horrified 
at the possibility, of an invasion of our village, by Travellers & Gypsies,
 is putting it mildly. I list below my own views & comments.

    They will contribute nothing to our village.
    They will be a drain on our very limited resources.
    They are notorious for destroying the countryside.
    They have a reputation for crime.
    They will obviously affect property prices.
    They will not fit in to a small village  environment. 

If this plan is ever implemented . I am certain I will be one of many 
seeking a substantial cut in my very heavy council tax.

1

 Gibbs08/1610 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

This site should not be considered for Whitwell for the following 
reasons:
1) I feel that crime would rise in what is now a very low crime area
2) I feel that fly tipping would be a problem
3) The beauty and tranquillity of this village has already been affected
 by the noise and pollution from Luton Airport, we do not need any 
other parasitical body located within this area.
4) Local schools could be affected with an influx of children from a 
completely different type of family.
I hope these comments will go some way in preventing what I believe 
would be an absolute disaster for our lovely village.

1
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 Wharton08/1663 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

i object to the possible location of a gypsy or travellers site at NH16 - 
west of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:
* the only school within 1km is a primary school. to increase school 
numbers substantially could cause staffing/standards problems.
* The site is privately owned and the owner does not wish for the land 
to be used as a traveller site.
* I always understood the site was included by NHDC as part of a 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
* There is no access to a public sewer
* The roads in Whitwell are narrow, with many roads down to single file
 as cars park along the High Street.  They are also very winding and 
extra traffic through the village would be a danger.
* The bus service is extremely limited
* The access into Lilley Bottom Road would cause a considerable 
hazard. There are several sharp bends near the proposed access.
* The site does not have access to a public sewer and could cause 
severe health problems
* There is only one doctor and no dentist in Whitwell
* The site will be fully visible from the road.

2
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 Wharton08/1664 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

GYPSY OR TRAVELLERS SITE AT NH16

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16 - 
west of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road or the following reasons:

The only school within 1 km is a primary school.  To increase school 
numbers substantially could cause staffing/standards problems.  Being 
in education myself I know the difficulties having transient traveller 
families constantly joining and leaving the school.  It is disruptive to 
the other pupils in the school and a lot of extra work for teachers.  It 
means pupils who have been in the school since Reception suffer with 
priority having to be given to new entrants.  As well as this is the 
problem of secondary schooling.  Most secondary schools in the area 
are over subscribed and to place a further burden on the Education 
Authority is not sensible.

The site is privately owned and the owner does not wish for the land to
 be used as a Traveller site.

I always understood the site was included by NHDC as part of a 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt.

There is no access to a public sewer.

The roads in Whitwell are narrow, with many roads down to single file 
as cars park along the High Street.  They are also very winding and 
extra traffic through the village would be a danger.

The bus service is extremely limited.

The access onto Lilley Bottom Road would cause a considerable 
hazard.  There are several sharp bends near to the proposed access.

The site does not have access to a public sewer and could cause 
severe health problems.

There is only one doctor and no dentist in Whitwell.

The site will be fully visible from the road.

2
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 Bullock08/1702 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We object strongly to these proposals for these reasons:-
 
A
1.The resultant increase in traffic through the High Street - congestion 
is already very bad mornings and evenings.  The rat run would be 
insufferable.
2.The permanent change to the character of our small village.
3.Lack of consideration of the impact upon the village school and 
other amenities.
4.It is our understanding that the locations in question are greenfield 
sites.
5.There seems to be no direct access to the sites - and even if links 
were provided, the traffic generated causes 1, above, and congestion 
in the approach roads to and around Whitwell.
6.We know of no one in Whitwell who supports the proposals.
 
B
1.This kind of site would tend to bring litter,sewage 
problems,despoilation of scenery,noise, and general pollution of the 
environment.
2.Lilley Bottom Road is narrow and twisty - access to and from it would 
increase danger of accidents.
3.Increased traffic from it would affect adversely the already tortuous 
way through the High Street.
4.We understand that the owners of the site in question object to the 
proposal.
5.No one in Whitwell is in favour of the scheme.

1
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 Cross08/1703 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I understand that you are considering Whitwell as a possible site for 
travellers. This proposal is, I believe, unworkable, as well as 
undesirable in a village such as ours, and will have an adverse effect 
on the infrastructure of the village, which is already strained. My 
reasons are based on practical and environmental considerations, 
namely:

a. This is a small village which could not easily accommodate an 
increase in numbers without a detrimental effect on the existing 
limited infrastructure and services. The traffic in the narrow, restricted 
high street could not withstand any influx of large vehicles, and would 
increase the risks of safety.

b. The only primary school in the village is already at full capacity and
 there is no secondary school. Access to the school would be along a 
dangerous, unlit road with no pedestrian facilities.

c. The bus service is very limited, and there is no stop within 500m of 
the proposed site.

d. The proposed site does not have access to a public sewer, but 
instead is near the Mimram river which could easily become polluted. 
The Mimram is well known for its pure water which feeds the ancient 
watercress beds and any pollution would severely affect the watercress 
farm.

e. The proposed site is on privately owned land and the owners object 
to such use of their land. Furthermore, the site is next to a conservation
 area and would ruin the outstanding rural scenery, and be clearly 
visible from many parts of the village. This site is also within the 
proposed expansion of the Green Belt and should be protected rather 
than exploited.

In short, such a site would have a negative impact on the whole of 
Whitwell village life and would have an adverse affect on the quality 
of the lives of its residents.

1

 Sweet08/1704 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 

Public Transport.  The Report states that "modes of public transport 
should be available".  There is no acceptable public transport system 

1
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Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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, doctor's surgery or shop) involves walking along a twisting 
narrow road including a hill with a blind summit.  Initially the national 
speed limit applies and there are no pavements nor street lighting.  
This is extremely dangerous for both pedestrians and drivers of 
vehicles.
Primary Schools.  The Report also requires "education facilities 
(especially a 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.
Doctors/Health facilities.  The Report requires "doctors/health 
facilities".  The doctor's surgery in Whitwell is currently also at full 
capacity as far as patient numbers are concerned. We do not think it 
would be able to cope with further increases in the number of patients 
on its register.  Dental practices do not exist in Whitwell and the 
nearest practice, which is unlikely to be accepting NHS patients, is at 
least 6-7 miles away from the village.
Shops.  The report 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.
Size.   The size of the identified site is quoted in Table 3 as 26ha.  
This is an extremely large area of land and 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 also easily seen from other 
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parts of the village, including Horn Hill and the adjoining roads and 
open spaces.  How therefore can adequate 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 
businesses 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 of the year the views onto the main road are 
even more 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 
brown 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.  Additionally, running
 in NNW-SSE direction is a well-used Public Bridleway.  The 
positioning next to this of any proposed site will cause disturbance and
 hazards to walkers and horse riders.  There is no existing access road, 
and the construction of one will cause a hazard to users of Lilley 
Bottom Road.
Infrastructural Obstructions.  There are telegraph poles, overhead 
electricity lines and four major gas pipelines run through the site in a 
approximate W-E direction.  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?
Water.  The carrying capacity of the village is already full and way 
above the levels originally intended.  It is 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.
Earthworks.  The site identified in Whitwell is sloping and therefore a 
large amount of earthworks would be required to create a level 
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building platform, not "minor earthworks" as required in the report.
Surrounding Land Uses.  The proposed site would definitely affect 
'existing neighbour's amenity'.  The open space which is enjoyed by 
many horse riders, and walkers will be affected or lost.  The village's 
businesses include two livery stables and it is likely that these would 
close if the development went ahead.  The presence of so many 
horses is one of the characteristics of the village.  The surrounding 
land is also 'shooting land' and not only will this be affected but the 
safety of children on the site could be compromised.
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 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 part 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 the 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 county.
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.
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 we are of the opinion that the proposed site is totally
 unsuitable for this purpose and should be ruled out of any further 
consideration.

 James08/1705 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 

I 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.

1
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Walden
Consultation ¿ Flawed Process

Before commenting on the site (NH16) I should like to make some 
comments regarding the entire consultation process. From the 
government down, this is so deeply flawed that I cannot understand 
why NHD is proceeding with an expensive exercise and hence wasting 
tax payers money. Please explain? The government legislation could 
be seen as discriminatory, EERA's disregarding of need (contrary to 
government guidelines) is open to challenge, and the Scott Wilson 
report , on which this consultation is based, has many errors, 
misinformation etc. (of which you must be well  aware).This all leads to
 the conclusion that the consultation is so flawed as to be useless. Why 
is NHDC proceeding with it?

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.  

There is no bus stop within 500m of this site and the service is 
extremely limited with no evening or midday service. To reach the bus
 stops, (also schools and shops), involves walking along a twisting 
narrow road with a hill (blind summit) and no pavements or street 
lighting. This is extremely dangerous to pedestrians and drivers .

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

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 (one of which is a 
resident ¿ is it really NHDC's intention to evict a long term resident of 
Whitwell?).  Why is the availability of this land stated to be unknown 
when none of the landowners would be willing to sell?
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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. 

The area is currently enjoyed by many horse riders, and walkers and 
imposing this site would make their enjoyment of this area impossible 
(it should be noted that the many walkers bring business to the village 
by their usage of the pubs and shop ¿ a valuable addition to the local 
economy). 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. 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 site visit made?) 
,which would significantly reduce any development on this site. I 
understand that the National Grid has not been consulted, why not? In 
the near vicinity 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.  (Note - a planning application, some years ago for a 
house onto this road, was rejected due to access problems. How can 
access be safe now with a much greater volume of traffic?)
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The location of the site in the Mimram Valley suffers flooding 
problems (again surely a site visit would have made this apparent?). 
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 (established for
 over 190 years). 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. 

 Love08/1721 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I understand that North Herts District Council has identified NH16 - 
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road Preston Hills, Kings Walden as a 
potential Gypsy and Traveller Site to satisfy those individuals housing 
requirements.

There are many reasons as to why the development of this site should 
not go ahead.  Firstly. In terms of services such as the local bus, this at 
its present level of service is extremely limited and investment would 
have to be made to increase the number or services during the day.

Traffic in the high street has already reached capacity during rush hour
 and most of the day, particularly the roads between Lilley, Whitwell 
and Kimpton, such a development as you are suggesting would alter 
the whole character of the area and also would probably mean lots of 
additional vehicles being on the road which are totally unsuitable for 
the many unlit narrow roads near the site and around the village.  We 
are all aware that travellers have large four wheeled drive vehicles 
together with horse vehicles and caravans.

I am aware that the owner of the land, who I know, has objected to this
 site being used for this purpose.  The council is already aware that 
there is an exclusion zone through this area as the National Gas Pipe 
Line passes through the proposed area.

In terms of facilities, there are no secondary schools within eight miles 
with Hitchin and Harpenden being the nearest and the Junior school is

4
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 fully subscribed.  Accessibility for children who would attend Junior 
school from the site is along a dangerous, narrow unlit roadway with no
 pedestrian facilities.  In addition it is a fact that the Doctors practice is 
full to capacity.  It is also a stated Government Policy the Gypsy 
Travellers Sites and substantial building projects should abut large 
urban conurbations so that the future residents should have all the 
facilities available in large towns, ie: Hospitals, Doctors Surgery, 
Schools, Shops, Stores and Stations, and varied Public Transport.

Finally as someone who is also interested in the environment there is 
the possibility of polluting the Mimram which is as you are probably 
aware an important river and feeds the ancient watercress beds and is 
a water catchment area.  If the development was to get the go ahead 
it could cause irreparable damage.  This river also feeds several wells 
and in particular some twenty seven homes and farms.

As someone who is also interested in nature there is an abundance of 
wildlife in Whitwell ranging from badger sets to herds of fallow deer, 
bats both long eared and short eared, owls and the red kite which is an
 endangered species nests here.  In addition the area is known for 
buzzards that also nest in the region.  If the proposal was to get the go 
ahead it would cause irreparable damage to the countryside and 
devastate the habitat of the wildlife.

The site is above the level of the road and does not lend itself in 
anyway to what the Council is proposing, especially with this area 
being green belt land.

 Williamson08/1753 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

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

1
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 Wright08/1848 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Whilst I fully appreciate that sites of this kind will always exist, I do not 
believe that a quaint little village such as Whitwell is a suitable 
location.

These sites are often over whelmed with rubbish and with large groups 
of people hanging around there is bound to be a lot of noise nuisance 
which we are not used to here.

I truly hope that the views of the people will be considered when 
making any decisions.

1

 Burns08/1850 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I should like to object to the proposed Gypsy and Travellers site at 
NH16 because of the following reasons:

The site meets neither the General nor the Specific Criteria laid out in 
the Scott Wilson Report.

It does not meet the General criteria for the following reasons:

SCHOOLS. Theoretically children from the site could walk to the 
school but in actual fact the unlit road along which they would have to
 walk is a dangerous twisty curving road, the first part of which has no 
speed limit, no pavement, a blind bend and blind hill summit all of 
which would be immediately encountered on leaving the site!
The school, which is only a primary school, will be over-subscribed and
 standards will suffer.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT. There is no public transport within 500m of the 
site. The buses that exist in the village are infrequent and not at times 
which are suitable for after school activities or shiftwork or Saturday 
jobs. 

HEALTH FACILITIES. The doctors surgery is already over-subscribed.

GREEN BELT LAND. It is proposed to put Whitwell into the green belt 
whereas some of the other proposed sites are to be removed from 
Green Belt listings.

GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT. The government have decreed that 
sites should be on or close to development areas, many of the 

1
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proposed sites are, Whitwell is not one of these.

GYPSY AND TRAVELLERS PREFERENCES. The Gypsies and 
Travellers themselves have stated that they have no wish to be in rural 
areas and would rather be in towns where they have a choice of 
schools and employment and better public transport facilities.

It does not meet the Specific Criteria for the following reasons:

IMPACT ON SURROUNDING AREA. The village is in a valley so this 
means the proposed site will be highly visible and will impact greatly 
on the appearance of the village and surrounding countryside. The 
proposed site is a field which rises at a reasonably steep gradient from 
the river valley.

WATER AND SEWAGE. There are already concerns regarding water 
extraction, in dry periods many private water supplies are threatened 
as are the Cressbeds. There is no mains sewer on the proposed site 
and the pollution risk to the river remains a significant problem.

GAS. The site has several major gas pipelines running through it and 
is close to one of the largest gas transmission sites in England. 
Because these are major gas pipes they have an exclusion zone of 
70m around them. There are also overhead power cables and 
telegraph poles and low flying aircraft for Luton airport with all the 
inherent noise to contend with.

FLOODING. The site is close to the River Mimram and the less sloped 
area is liable to flood.

TRAFFIC. The High Street is already gridlocked at certain times of the 
day, more traffic will certainly increase the problem.

LAND-OWNERSHIP. The land allocated for the site belongs to 3 
private individuals none of whom wish to sell. Part of the site belongs 
to the Grade 1 listed garden of the Bowes Lyon estate.
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 Clark08/1887 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I wish to register my objection to the proposed Gypsy/Traveller Site 
designated NH16 in Whitwell for the following reasons:-  
 
My main objection is that the land in question is Green Belt land, it 
also slopes down to the River Mimram which brings into question 
possible pollution issues.
 
The four landowners do not want to sell the land and we have been 
informed the Gypsies and Travellers do not want it. 
 
 Access to the site is in a narrow lane. 
 
Whitwell High Street is difficult to travel along at the best of times 
because of the amount of cars parked along it.  Travellers with 
caravans can only make matters worse.
 
The nearest school and bus stop are outside the 500m 
recommendation.
 
The area of the site is very large and is in danger of changing the 
character of Whitwell village.

1

 Clark08/1888 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I am writing to register my objection to the Gypsy/Traveller Site 
designated NH16 for the following reasons:-
 
The land in question is Green Belt land and is not suitable as a 
permanent site.  There is possible pollution of the River Mimram and 
associated watercress beds.
The four landowners do not wish to sell the land in question.
Access to the site would be in a narrow country lane and thus 
dangerous.
A main gasline runs through the site with possible health and safety 
repercussions.
Travellers towing caravans would cause major problems going through
 Whitwell High Street.
Local facilities are limited.

1
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 Bailey08/1916 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I refer to the NHDC proposal to locate a Gypsies & Travellers site in 
Whitwell and wish for you to record my objection to this proposal.
 
My objection is on the following grounds - which clearly have not been
 considered by the consultants appointed by NHDC -
 
There is a gas main of national strategic importance that is located 
beneath the very site proposed. This can hardly be safe for the 
travellers and must represent a major security risk to the integrity of the 
mains pipe itself and the safety of the local community immediately 
and all those served by this gas main.
 
The location proposed is privately owned green belt land - a needless 
imposition when there are swathes of derelict land available in 
Stevenage, Welwyn Garden City and Hitchin. At a time when we are 
all encouraged to think 'green' and consider recycling as an 
imperative, it is unacceptable that NHDC would not consider using 
'brown land' within  the larger conurbations for this purpose rather than 
the 'green land' now proposed.
 
The presence of such a site within the small community that is 
Whitwell would lead to a negative change in the very character of the 
immediate village and of the parish itself brought about by this further 
development.
 
When people move to villages they bring something with them and 
add value to the village community.  We have not been shown any 
evidence that the proposed site would bring anything of advantage to 
this village and I should like to know what evidence is there of the 
improvements/enhancements such sites have made to villages.
 
You may also care to read this month's edition of Hertfordshire Life 
magazine pages 77-79 which describes village life in Whitwell.

3
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 Ray08/1941 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

it has come to my attention that a possible location for a Gypsy site 
NH16 sited south of the High St Whitwell is under consideration; I wish 
to object to this development for the following reasons.

The only school within 1Km is a primary school.  To increase school 
numbers substantially could cause staffing/standard problems.

There is a poor bus service in the village with no evening or mid day 
service.

The site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the green belt.

The site is above the level of the country road and is highly visible and
 does not lend itself in any way for a gypsy camp.

There is no access to water or public sewers.

Access from the site to Whitwell village school and bus stop is along a 
dangerous, narrow twisting and unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.

The access to Lilley Bottom Road will cause a considerable hazard.  
The identified site connects to the main road at the inside of a very 
sharp narrow bend.

The site would be clearly visible from parts of the village especially 
Horn Hill.

The river Mimram flows past the site which feeds the ancient 
watercress beds and is a water catchment river this could be polluted.

The traffic in the High St and nearby country lanes has reached full 
capacity already and a further influx of caravans and large vehicles 
will cause added congestion.

The site is privately owned and the owners I understand object to the 
land being used for a gypsy or travellers site.

3



2936

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

AgentRepresentorRep ID Document section CommentsRepno.

 Ray08/1945 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

it has come to my attention that a possible location for a Gypsy site 
NH16 sited south of the High St Whitwell is under consideration; I wish 
to object to this development for the following reasons.

The only school within 1Km is a primary school.  To increase school 
numbers substantially could cause staffing/standard problems.

There is a poor bus service in the village with no evening or mid day 
service.

The site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the green belt.

The site is above the level of the country road and is highly visible and
 does not lend itself in any way for a gypsy camp.

There is no access to water or public sewers.

Access from the site to Whitwell village school and bus stop is along a 
dangerous, narrow twisting and unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.

The access to Lilley Bottom Road will cause a considerable hazard.  
The identified site connects to the main road at the inside of a very 
sharp narrow bend.

The site would be clearly visible from parts of the village especially 
Horn Hill.

The river Mimram flows past the site which feeds the ancient 
watercress beds and is a water catchment river this could be polluted.

The traffic in the High St and nearby country lanes has reached full 
capacity already and a further influx of caravans and large vehicles 
will cause added congestion.

The site is privately owned and the owners I understand object to the 
land being used for a gypsy or travellers site.

3
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 Lenbergs08/1948 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We are writing to confirm our strong opposition to the potential Gypsy 
and Traveller encampment  in Whitwell.  Whitwell is a small village 
with poor access from all directions and is certainly not a site suitable 
for such an encampment due to the inevitable heavy vehicular access 
required.  Congestion and disruption to the flow of two-way traffic is a 
regular feature in the narrow lanes surrounding the village and this 
would be greatly aggravated by towed caravans, vans and lorries which
 are commonly used by gypsies and travellers.

The proposed site just off the High street and in very close proximity to 
many residential private homes.  I am a Director of the Uk's largest 
estate agents and given my experience, property values and property 
salability within Whitwell and the surrounding area will be negatively 
affected should the proposal be approved.  The Scott Wilson report 
incorrectly suggests the sites landscape character is poor to moderate.  
The site adjoins beautiful unspoilt Hertfordshire countryside, the 
Mimram River and is very close to the Stagenhoe and Bowes-Lyon 
family estate with all their game and wildlife.

Not only will the proposed site have considerable impact on the 
infrastructure and character of the village, there are also real concerns 
about the increased level of policing that will be required around the 
area.  The land is privately owned with no access to a public sewer 
and the owners object to the land being used as a Gypsy or Travellers 
site.  The area has also been included by the NHDC to be within the 
proposed expanded Green Belt and is also elevated and therefore the 
site would be viable form most directions.

The Councils 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  site in Whitwell cannot meet any of these  policy aims, 
and should  therefore be rejected.

4
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 Lenbergs08/1948 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We are writing to confirm our strong opposition to the potential Gypsy 
and Traveller encampment  in Whitwell.  Whitwell is a small village 
with poor access from all directions and is certainly not a site suitable 
for such an encampment due to the inevitable heavy vehicular access 
required.  Congestion and disruption to the flow of two-way traffic is a 
regular feature in the narrow lanes surrounding the village and this 
would be greatly aggravated by towed caravans, vans and lorries which
 are commonly used by gypsies and travellers.

The proposed site just off the High street and in very close proximity to 
many residential private homes.  I am a Director of the Uk's largest 
estate agents and given my experience, property values and property 
salability within Whitwell and the surrounding area will be negatively 
affected should the proposal be approved.  The Scott Wilson report 
incorrectly suggests the sites landscape character is poor to moderate.  
The site adjoins beautiful unspoilt Hertfordshire countryside, the 
Mimram River and is very close to the Stagenhoe and Bowes-Lyon 
family estate with all their game and wildlife.

Not only will the proposed site have considerable impact on the 
infrastructure and character of the village, there are also real concerns 
about the increased level of policing that will be required around the 
area.

Not only will the proposed site have considerable impact on the 
infrastructure and the character of the village, there are also concerns 
about the level of policing that will be required around the area.

The Councils 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  site in Whitwell cannot meet any of these  policy aims, 
and should  therefore be rejected.

3
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 Hisgrove08/1958 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We have seen many times before where travellers camps have been 
integrated into rural life, far from being a benefit to the community it 
has been to its detriment. The camp itself would be an eyesore and 
being close to the River Mimram, we feel with all the extra waste this 
river would be polluted because it is a water catchment river, that 
would be compromised.

3

 Tappenden08/1959 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Traveller site at Whitwell
 (NH16 west of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:

The only school within 1km is our primary school.  To increase school 
numbers substantially would cause standards and staffing problems.

The roads around here are busy, badly made up and narrow.  Access 
from the site to the Whitwell School and bus stop is twisting and narrow
 making this unlit road dangerous and there is no pedestrian facilities.

There is not a bus stop nearby and bus services are extremely limited 
with no evening or mid day services.

The access on to Lilley Bottom Road would cause a significant hazard 
as the proposed site connects onto the main road at the inside of a 
very sharp bend.

The traffic in the narrow high street has already reached capacity and 
an influx of large vehicles and horse drawn carriages will cause even 
more congestion.

The site is privately owned and the owner is not agreeable for the land
 to be used for a Gypsy or Travellers site.

The site is already on the proposed Green Belt extension by NHDC.

As the proposed site is above the level of the road it is very visible and 
not conductive to a Gypsy site.

It would also be clearly visible from many parts of the village ie: Horn 
Hill.

There is no access to public sewer at the site.

3
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Pollution at the Mimram is a major concern.  This is a very important 
river, which feeds the ancient watercress beds and is a water catchment
 area.

There are 4 major Gas lines running through the site together with a 
close by large Gas Transmission site.

 Denning08/1961 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Would please add our objections to the proposed siting of a gypsy site 
west of The Bury, Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell for the following 
reasons:

=  The site is privately owned and the owners themselves object to the 
land being used for such a        purpose.
=  The site would be highly visible from many parts of the village and 
would be a considerable blot        on the landscape.
=  There are major gas pipes running through the site.
=  Access to Lilley Bottom Road on an already dangerous bend would 
be hazardous.
=  There would be a high risk of pollution to the clear water of the 
Mimram.
=  The High Street is at many times already congested with cars and 
further traffic will only                   compound the problem.
=  A significant increase in the number of children requiring schooling 
will put considerable strain on     the local primary school.
=

3
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 Males08/1962 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We object to the possible location of A Gypsy or Travellers site at 
NH16, west if the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:

Access to and from the proposed site will be extremely dangerous.  
The road at present is already hardly wide enough for existing traffic 
and has no pedestrian facilities.

Through traffic in the village itself if very heavy and the congested 
main street will be unsuitable for further large vehicles.

The village does not lend itself to such a development.  There is no 
casual work in the immediate area. the village school is full and public
 transport is very limited.

We do not believe that travellers would find this a good place to stay 
in view of the lack of amenities and the locals set country ways!

3

 Maving08/1963 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I wish to place on record my objection to the possible location of a 
Gypsy/Travellers site at NH16, for the following reasons:-

The ground will have to be purchased by compulsory purchase - a 
move which will be remembered at the next Council Elections, 
perhaps before.  Th owner has indicated his reluctance to sell.  I am 
told, and he will be supported throughout the local area, not just 
Whitwell.  
The public school, transport, sewerage, roadsystem, are unable to 
cope with extra burden, or will the electricity lines, which even now, 
aren't able to cope all the time-blackouts are part of the "norm" in this 
area.  The chosen area has major gas pipelines through it, and a gas 
transmission site is nearby.
The river Mimram is a water catchment river, whose purity is confirmed
 by the watercress beds it feeds and any contamination will be a great 
health hazard.  The establishment of a Travellers site near it does 
raise questions on how long this vital river will remain pure.
Travellers use large caravans , my observations are of 22-footers, 
usually double-axle units, and these people conduct their businesses 
using commercial vehicles.  Such combinations moving through the 
very narrow single track roads common in this area will not only further 
damage the roads, but also cause congestion through local villages, 
the Whitwell High Street is already congested to the point of overload.

3
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The site is not at all discreet, it is on raised ground, about the level of 
the road, and is highly visible from many places in the village, in 
particular from above on Horn Hill which I frankly think will place a 
burden on the local police-it is easily attached from above, below, and
 on the level.  Any person with any military training will advise you the 
site is vulnerable to attack-indefensible, in fact it is an eyesore, which 
will badly affect the value of houses in the area, which is considered to
 be prestigious, due to the Royal connection.  In Pirton, I know for a 
fact that a house up for sale and was sold subject to contract was 
dropped like the proverbial hot potato when news of a proposed site 
was made public, and all houses for sale in the area have found 
interest has now almost dropped to zero, in spite of the still buoyant 
housing market.
A final point, I have been advised by a vet that Parvo Virus is regarded
 as a common disease among the dogs of travellers.  Local people will
 not welcome such a terrible disease anywhere near their dogs-this is a 
hunting and shooting area, and gun dogs are considered a great asset.

I hope you will take these comments "on board" and treat them with 
the respect I consider they deserve.

 Gibbs08/1964 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the location of a gypsy or travellers site at NH16 - west of the
 Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:

The access on to 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 traffic in the high street has reached capacity already and an 
influx of large vehicles will cause added congestion.
The site would be clearly visible for many parts of the village.
The site has been included by  NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt.
The site being above the level of the road is highly visible and does 
not lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.
The site does not have access to a public sewer.
There are four major Gas pipelines running through the site and the 
site is very close to a large Gas transmission site.
There could be pollution of the Mimram, which is an important river 
and feeds the ancient watercress beds and is a water catchment river.

3
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 Gibbs08/1966 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16 - 
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:

1.  The site would be clearly visible from many parts of the village ie: 
Horn Hill.
2.  The only school with in 1km is a primary school.  To increase 
school numbers substantially               could cause staffing/standards 
problems.
3.  Access form the site and to the Whitwell Village School and bus 
stop is along a dangerous,                narrow, twisting, unlit roadway 
with no pedestrian facilities.
4.  The site is privately owned and the owners object to the land being
 used for a Gypsy or                    Travellers site.
5.  The site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt.
6.  The site is highly visible and does not lend itself in anyway for a 
Gypsy camp.
7.  The access on to Lilley Bottom Road will be a hazard.  The 
identified site connects onto the             main road on a very sharp, 
narrow bend.
8.  There could be a problem of the Mimram which is an important 
river and feeds the ancient               watercress beds.
9.  The village has only just been relieved of the considerable threat 
from expansion of Luton                Airport and this is now a further 
burden on the village and its community.

3

 Jeffery08/1968 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Location of a Gypsy or Travellers Site at NH16

We have recently been alerted by St.Paul's Walden Parish Council to 
the identification of two potential locations for further housing 
developments at the above locations in Whitwell, by NHDC. We are 
surprised that the NHDC has not appeared to attempt to communicate 
this itself to residents of Whitwell.

Having reviewed the documents that appear on the NHDC website, we 
wish to register our objections to this possible site location, which we 
consider unsuitable for the following reasons:

Substantial Damage to the Rural Environment

3
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The site is currently agricultural land very much in keeping with the 
rural environment surrounding the village, and is clearly visible as 
open space.  Vehicles and caravans would be very visible from much 
of the village and would not be in keeping with the surrounding 
countryside, adjacent watercress farm, the many listed buildings within 
the village and the conservation area within the village.  Change in 
use of the site would therefore result in the character of so called 
"preserved" areas being ruined by others.

The site is also currently used by various forms of wildlife, including 
deer and hare, which would be frightened off by use of the site for 
non-agricultural purposes.

Poor/Dangerous Site Access

The site can only be accessed from Lilley Bottom Road or The Valley, 
both of which are highly unsuitable for larger vehicles and trailers, 
particularly those attempting to turn into the site.  Access from Lilley 
Bottom Road is at a sharp, narrow bend, with poor visibility and 
represents a serious potential hazard.  Access from They Valley would 
involve a tight turn into a residential road lined with parked cars and 
across a small, narrow bridge.  The increased levels of day to day 
traffic as a result of the site would also have an adverse impact on 
congestion in the High Street, which is already at problem levels.

Access to Green Spaces

The site identified is bordered in several places by public rights of way,
 which are frequently used by the village residents and by others as a 
way of accessing the beautiful countryside surrounding the village.  
The location of a caravan site would affect the enjoyment of the 
countryside.

Potential Green Belt Land

The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt, 
recommended by the council within its Core Strategy document.  Use 
of the site for travellers would go against the council's own 
recommendations and seek to urbanize this currently rural location.
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Problems associated with the physical site

the proposed site is located on one side of the Whitwell valley, 
therefore on a sloping site, which would presumably therefore require 
some form of landscaping to make stable parking of caravans etc. 
possible.  This would further compromise the natural setting.
The land drains towards the river Mimram, which is a clear, important 
river utilised by None Wells for the growing of watercress at Whitwell 
and further downstream.  The quality of the water could potentially be 
compromised by pollution resulting from adjacent travellers site.
As far as we re aware, there is no access to a public sewer on the land.
We have also been advised by our Parish Council that the owners of 
the land object to its potential use a gypsy or travellers site.

For the above reasons we therefore urge that site NH16 is rejected by 
the council.

 Hamlett08/1982 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Land included in the proposal is next to and  part of Grade 1 listed 
Gardens of historic national interest, currently part of The Bury.  These 
gardens date back to the 17th century and are protected as part of our 
national heritage.  Building a gypsy or travellers camp on these 
gardens, or adjacent to them will destroy the essential quiet ambiance 
of this national treasure.  Some of the proposed site is part of this 
grade 1 listed garden and is totally inappropriate.  The Grade 1 listed 
gardens include planting from all over the world as well as ancient 
statues, and temples which damage easily, some needing protection 
from frost etc.  Plants, ponds and the lake will be particularly 
vulnerable from any increased risk of ground pollution inherent in any 
dwelling site ¿ most of us have had an accidental oil leek or 
accidentally spilled car washing water etc in our lives. 

Ground below the proposed site is used for an ancient water cress farm,
 one of only 2 in the country, fed by the very pure water of natural 
springs which also form the beginnings of the mimram river.  Any 
dwelling, travellers or otherwise would threaten the purity of this spring 
water and the future of this rare farm. 

The site is in the water catchment area for the Mimram river, any site 
leading to an increased risk of contamination of this valuable water 

1
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source. 

The Mimram floods on occasion, including the proposed Gypsy site. 

There is no sewerage or drainage system on the site to enable the safe
 disposal of washing up water, cooking water, human waste etc.  Any 
system employed would need to be of the highest standard to ensure 
no detergent, oils etc could reach the ground. 

The ground to be used for the site, although on a hill is poorly 
drained.  The listed gardens have to have an underground drainage 
system to make the land habitable to plants.  The listed gardens get 
swampy in wet weather despite the expensive underground drainage 
system.  The site would need extensive drains to remove rain water, 
separate to drains for washing and cooking water to avoid 
contamination.  Other wise the ground would become to swampy for 
vehicles and people.  Glastonbury is fun for a weekend, but you can 
not expect people to live with those conditions for months on end! 

The water supply to the village is not coping well.  This site would 
place an added strain on the already poorly coping system. 

There are four major gas pipelines running through the site ¿ these 
need to have no development within 70 yards either side for safety 
reasons. 

There is a farm access road dissecting the site. 

The site is sloped and so is not appropriate for a Gypsy camp.

The site is in a village, ERA Government policy, which came out after 
the site was proposed states Gypsy sites should be located on the 
periphery of major developments.  This is also where the gypsy's 
themselves wish to live.  They do not want to live in a small village 
and it is unfair to impose this upon them. 

There is not room in the village school to take the influx of children. 

There is no bus stop within 500 meters. 
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The bus service is irregular with no midday or evening service. 

There would not be enough work in the village necessitating vehicle 
journeys to and from work. 

The village amenities consist of a post office (threatened with closure),
 and village shop.  Journeys would be necessary to get shopping. 

The proposed site entrance is on a narrow blind corner not suitable for 
daily comings and goings. 

Roads to the village are narrow, often single track and so not suited to 
extra traffic or large vehicles or trailers. 

The High Street is already congested. 

The site is likely to be added to the green belt by the time the site 
would be developed, necessitating placing the site within the green 
belt if the site goes ahead. 

The site is owned by four different land owners none of which are 
willing to sell or let the land for use for a travellers or gypsy site. 

The doctors practice is full. 

The above reasons make any part of site NH16 unsuitable of a traveller
 site by the governments own guidelines, because the land is not 
available, because it would be prohibitively expensive for the needed 
drainage, sewerage etc, because of the National Heritage of the Grade
 1 listed Gardens on or adjacent to the site, and because it is not fair to
 impose upon a minority to live where there is little employment, little 
chance of getting into a local school, no chance of getting into the 
doctors, only occasional busses and little in the way of shops when the 
minority has stated it want to live near towns..

 Johnstone08/1985 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 

Proposed Gypsy & Traveller Encampment in Whitwell

I am writing to voice my strong objection to the proposed Gypsy & 

3
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Walden Traveller Encampment in Whitwell.

The Scott Wilson report incorrectly suggests the sites landscape 
character is 'poor to moderate'.  The site adjoins beautiful unspoilt 
Hertfordshire countryside, the Mimram River and is very close to the 
Sagenhoe and Bowes-Lyon family estates which are full of wildlife, 
flora, hedgerows and woodland.  This would at best be damaged and 
at worst destroyed by the encampment.

Whitwell is a small village which not unsurprisingly suffers from poor 
road access.  Considerable disruption and congestion is already the 
norm in the narrow lanes surrounding the village.  The establishment 
of a gypsy and travellers encampment would only aggravate this 
further with the additional traffic it would bring to the area.

It is by no means certain that the local school and Doctors Surgery 
could cope with the additional headcount which would arise from the 
site.

Lilley Bottom Road is very busy and access to and from the proposed 
site would be very dangerous as it is on a sharp bend.

There is no access to mains drainage or sewage from the proposed 
site.

Of particular concern to me are the four large gas pipelines that run 
through the proposed site and the Gas terminal close by.  The area 
around this has had to evacuated in the past and I question how the 
residents of the encampment could be quickly and safely evacuated if 
need be should it proceed.

Access for the Gypsies and Travellers children to the local school 
would be very difficult with no pavements and a narrow busy road for 
young children and parents to navigate.

There is a very limited bus service to and from the village.

It would be very difficult to ensure that pollution did not creep into the 
River Mimram which would potentially poison Watercress Beds that 
have been in place for many years.
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It would be impossible to shield the site as it is on a hillside unless of 
course it was placed on the flood plain which might result in flooding 
during inclement periods.

I hope that you will agree that I have spelt out a number of very good 
reasons for the Gypsy and Travellers site not being placed in Whitwell. 
 I would have thought that they would in any case have been happier 
perhaps on the land immediately to the East of the A1, close to 
Stevenage where the residents would have access to the many 
amenities that would not be available to them in Whitwell.

 Johnstone08/1986 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Re: Proposed Gypsy and Travellers Encampment in Whitwell site 
NH16

I am writing to express my grave concern about the proposed Gypsy & 
Traveller Encampment in Whitwell.

The reasons for my concern may be summarised as follows:

Whitwell is a small village with restricted access from all directions.  
Congestion occurs frequently at rush hour as the village is used as a 
short cut for people travelling between Luton and the A1.

If a large number of families came to live on the encampment this 
would result in complete gridlock at times.

I fail to see how safe access to the site on to the main road through 
Whitwell to Luton and Codicote could be engineered.  It is on a very 
sharp tight bend.

When reading the "The Scott Wilson" report it incorrectly suggests that 
the landscape character of the site is 'poor to moderate'.  The site is 
part of unspoilt Hertfordshire countryside.

The proposal will impact negatively on the character of the village 
which is considered to be one of the most unspoiled in Hertfordshire.  
The site would be viewed from many parts of the village.

Of grave concern is a major gas main that passes under the site.  We 

3
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understand that it is not buried deeply underground as it is under 
farmland.

The Mimram is a very clean and pretty river which the village is 
deservedly proud of.  This borders the proposed site and could become
 polluted.

The increase in pupils at the school could prove problematic with 
regard to standards and staffing.

We have read the Council's own development policy 16 and this 
advises:

There should be no significant adverse impact on the character and 
appearance of the countryside, or sites of significant biodiversity.  This 
would occur

There is no significant adverse impact on the amenity of nearby 
residents or adjoining land users.  This is clearly not the case

The site should have adequate and safe access from a suitable road.  
In our opinion this would be impossible to arrange

The proposed Travellers and Gypsy Encampment Site in Whitwell will 
not any of these policy aims and should therefore be unreservedly 
rejected.
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 Morgan08/1987 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16 - 
West of the Bury,Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:

the only school within 1km is a primary school.  To increase school 
numbers substantially could cause staffing/standards problems.
There is no bus stop within 500 metres - of the site.
The only bus service has no evening service and does not run mid day.
I believe the site is privately owned and the owners do not want it to 
be used for a gypsy of travellers site.
This site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt.  That in itself speaks volumes.
Connecting roads to village all narrow, often single track, totally 
unsuitable for the increase of any type traffic.
The High Street has already reached its capacity and causes major 
obstructions.
The proposed site has no access to a public sewer.
There are four major gas pipes running through the site and the site is 
very close to a large Gas transmission site.
The entrance to Lilley Bottom Road will cause a dangerous hazard.  
The site which has been identified connects onto the main road at the 
inside of a very sharp, narrow bend.
The river Mimram could be polluted, which is an important river and 
feeds the ancient watercress beds and feeds the wildlife.  It is a water 
catchment river.
Water and Sewerage may not cope with the increase.

3

 Bowes Lyon08/1988 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

This farm works the land to north of your Whitwell proposed site for the 
pitches for gypsies.  We oppose this proposal very strongly.  Our land 
has high landscape value which is enjoyed by many walkers, on the 
well used right of way, to the west of your site.  The environment is 
enhanced by our restoration programme of ancient parkland.  The 
proposal degrades the landscape and destroys the amenity for many 
people.  Apart from the effect on this farm please note that the site is 
crossed by 5 gas pipelines, is on the flight path into Luton Airport and 
will require considerable expense on sewage to avoid polluting the 
River Mimram.

3

 Rowland08/1989 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Re: Proposed Travellers' Site, Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell

I am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed location of a 
travellers' site on Lilley Bottom Road in Whitwell.  I believe that the 

3
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site would be most unsuitable for the intended location itself, and also 
for a small rural village.

I have a number of specific objections to the proposal.

Firstly, the site itself is inappropriate: the land is an attractive feature 
and the site would be highly visible, particularly from the rising ground
 of Horn Hill.  The view from Horn Hill attracts numerous walkers and 
cyclists to the area, generating income for the local economy.  The 
site lies within the area currently under consideration for an extension 
of the Green Belt.

It is on privately owned land, and the proprietors do not consent to its 
proposed use as a travellers' site, necessitating an expensive 
compulsory purchase.  Access to the site would be on a very sharp 
bend on Lilley Bottom Road and would represent a significant hazard.

There is no footpath for pedestrians and the road is narrow and unlit.  
Presumably there would be families with young children living on the 
site, and the walk to school in the winter months in particular, would be
 dangerous.

There are, I understand, four major gas pipelines running across the 
site itself, in addition to an adjacent gas transmission site.  There is no 
sewerage to the site, and this must lead to concerns about pollution of 
the nearby River Mimram which is a water catchment river.

My second area of objection concerns the adverse impact on the 
character of the village, and the ability of its infrastructure to cope with
 the increased demands placed on it.  The access roads to the village 
are very narrow, most being single track only, and they are busy 
throughout most of the day.  An increase in traffic, including large 
vehicles, would inevitably cause increased congestion and also wear 
on the already poorly maintained road surfaces.

The village school is small, and may not be able to meet the 
increased demand for places, resulting in primary school children 
having to travel further afield to school in the morning, adding further 
to the rush hour congestion.
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The village has limited facilities, and few amenities are provided for 
teenagers in particular.  Bus services are fairly restricted, and the 
nearest bus stop to the site would be over half a kilometre away.

I find it very difficult to believe that the best interests of either travellers
 or the residents of Whitwell would be served by locating a site here.  
Surely, a less rural location which already has the infrastructure in 
place to cope with the scale of the site envisaged would be more 
appropriate than a small village?

I look forward to your response.

cc  Rt Hon Peter Lilley MP
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 Blackwell08/1991 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I am writing to express my objection to siting a gypsy/travellers site 
near Lilley Bottom road NH16.  This site is currently private farm land 
and as such provides an important habitat for local wildlife.  It currently
 has no proper access and increased traffic at that area would be 
dangerous as it is a sharp bend with poor visibility.  This area of land is
 elevated and would be very visible to much of the village and in 
particular to those of us living on Horn Hill.

My young children currently attended the village school and I believe 
a sudden increase in numbers attending the school would be very 
detrimental.  There is not sufficient infrastructure or teaching staff to 
support it.  Transport to the school from the site, if by foot, would be 
dangerous.  Increased numbers of children being driven to the school 
would be a hazard to those children currently using the walking bus.  
There is no secondary school in the area and there is already 
considerable difficulty in finding secondary school places for the 
number of children in the village currently.

I understand that large gas pips cross that area and building in this 
area would pose a risk to the whole village and I am also told that 
there is no public sewer access.

Pollution from the site would be potentially very damaging to the cress
 beds which are a unique local habitat and livelihood for the family 
that farms them.

I believe strongly that this is an entirely inappropriate site for a 
travellers site.  I hope you consider all these points carefully and I look 
forward to your response.

3

 Hamlett08/2036 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

The site has four gas pipelines running through it which need to have 
no development within 70 yards.  It is also very close to a large gas 
transmission site.

The site is within the proposed expansion of the green belt and should
 therefore be removed from the proposal.

The site is privately owned and all four land owners refuse to sell or let
 the land to be used for a Gypsy or travellers camp.

1
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The site has a farm access road through the middle of it.

The site is on a hill and is therefore sloping making it unsuitable 
without expensive earth works.

The site gets very water logged and so would become swampy and 
impassable by vehicles without the construction of internal camp roads
 proving costly.

The site drains into the Mimram, giving the potential for 
contamination.

The site drains into a water cress farm, fed by springs, and one of only 
2 in the country.  The increased risk of surface water contamination 
would threaten the future of this sensitive farm.

There is no sewerage on the site.  Sewerage works to connect to the 
public drainage system would be very expensive ¿ local houses in the 
Bury use a private septic tank system to avoid this problem.

Due to the sensitive nature of the Mimram and cress farm extensive 
drains for cooking, washing and other waste liquids would need to be 
provided for every caravan.

The exit to Lilley Bottom lane is on a bend and so dangerous for cars 
or caravans.

There is insufficient employment in the village so journeys to work 
would be required.

There are few shops in the village requiring journeys for food and 
other essentials.

Many years in the school are full requiring journeys to school.

The doctors is full.

The local roads are often single track and unsuitable for extra traffic or 
larger vehicles like caravans.
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The high street is already congested and difficult to navigate.

There is no bus stop within 500 meters of the site.

There are no middle of the day or evening buses.

Gypsies and travellers like to live near towns. And we have no nearby 
town.

The government advises Gypsy settlements and camps should be 
situated adjacent to large developments and this site is in a village.

Land included in the proposal is next to and part of Grade 1 listed 
Gardens of historic national interest, currently part of The Bury.  These 
gardens date back to the 17th century and are protected as part of our 
national heritage.  These Gardens should not be compromised for a 
traveller's camp development. Many statues and buildings in the 
gardens are old and fragile.  

Even a small development within the boundaries of NH16 is not 
suitable for the above reasons.  Site NH16 needs to be removed from 
the Travellers site proposal.
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 Buchan08/2043 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

As a resident of Whitwell village, i am writing to object most strongly to
 the proposed gypsy/travellers camp and house development scheme.

Listed below are some objections which i hope you will take into 
account and will lead to you turning down the increase in population 
for Whitwell village.

1 The proposed entrance for the travellers camp is on a dangerous 
bend in Lilley Bottom Road which at that point is almost a single 
carriageway.

2. No pavement exists at that point and with today's traffic is extremely 
dangerous fro adult pedestrians and unthinkable for children.
3. No sewage is catered for on that site and indeed, any increase in 
local population, would overstretch the existing village system.
4. The Mimram river, which flows through the village system.
5. Our primary  school would need to take on more staff to cope with 
the increase in pupil numbers and with increased class sizes, a drop in 
standards.
6. The view from Horn Hill over green fields would be lost forever.
7. Current levels of traffic through Whitwell High Street are becoming 
problematical and at certain times of the day are stationary. Increase 
the number of cars , lorries , vans and bussed and gridlock would 
ensue.
8. The site owners do not wish for their land to be turned into a camp 
for gypsy travellers.
9. Bus services are limited with no midday or evening service 
available. which would mean increased level of cars and CO2.
10. The residents of Whitwell do not want either development as both 
would be  detrimental to the character of the village.

3
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 Morgan08/2049 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or travellers site at NH16 - 
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:

The only school within 1km is a primary school.
The access to the Whitwell school and bus stop is along a dangerous, 
narrow, twisting and unlit roadway with no footways or pedestrian 
access.
There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.
The only bus service has no evening service and does not run mid day.
I believe that site is privately owned and the owners do not want it to 
be used for a gypsy travellers site.
This site has been included by NHDC to be within the proposed 
expansion of the Green Belt. That in itself speaks volumes.
Connecting roads to village all narrow, often single track, totally 
unsuitable for the increase of any type traffic.
The High Street has already reached its capacity and causes major 
obstructions.
The proposed site has no access to a public sewer.
There are four major gas pipes running through the site and the site is 
very close to a large gas transmission site.
The entrance at Lilley Bottom Road will cause a dangerous hazard. 
The site which has been identified connects onto the main road at the 
inside of a very sharp,narrow bend.
Water and  sewerage may not cope with the increase.

3

 Kohl08/2060 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I consider the proposed location at NH16 Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell
 is unsuitable for Gypsy and Traveller pitches for the following reasons:
1. I understand that a main gas pipeline cuts through the site and 
there is a legal requirement for there to be a 70 yard exclusion zone 
from this pipeline.
2. The site is not level but slopes up the valley from the Mimram River.
  This also means that the site is visible from the opposite side of the 
valley as well as from above the site on the same side of the valley
3. Lilley Bottom Road is narrow and twisting. The entrance to the site 
is on a sharp bend off Lilley Bottom Road and (without any 
improvement) the site would have to be accessed via what is currently 
a single lane muddy track, which would seem unsuitable for regular 
traffic.
4. An increase in traffic in Whitwell (especially of larger vehicles) 

3
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would exacerbate existing congestion (the B651 is effectively single 
lane through Whitwell most of the time because of on street parking 
along the High Street).
5. There is no pavement or street lighting along the road from the 
proposed site entrance into the village.  This makes walking along the 
road dangerous for pedestrians (especially children).  This affects any 
person walking to the school, doctors surgery, shop and bus stop.  
Further the bus stop is more than 500 meters from the site entrance in 
any event.
6. I understand that the site is privately owned and the owners of the 
land are not willing to sell.
7. There is only a primary school in the village and I understand that it
 is full. I also believe the surgery is under pressure of numbers.
8. Although Whitwell has various amenities they are not able to 
provide for all the needs of the community.  This necessitates travel to 
other towns nearby (eg for employment, schools, shopping, leisure 
facilities and other doctors surgeries).  As the nearest towns with more 
extensive facilities are 5 or 6 miles away and local public transport is 
infrequent (no evening or mid day services) this will require the use of 
private vehicles making Whitwell an inconvenient location for anyone 
who wants easy walking/public transport access to more extensive 
facilities/amenities.
9. There is a proposal to bring Whitwell into the greenbelt and I note 
that in para 4.10 of the consultation paper, local authorities must 
consider non-greenbelt area before green belt.  If Whitwell is therefore 
brought into the greenbelt it should then be considered only if no 
suitable non green belt land is identified.
10. The site is not currently connected the public sewage system.  Any 
waste disposal on the site (including surface water run off) would have 
to be sensitively designed to avoid pollution to ground water and the 
Mimram River.
I therefore object to the proposal to use this location as a Gypsy and 
Traveller site.
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 Best08/2108 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy / Travellers site a NH16 
West of The Bury, Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell for the following 
reasons;

1.  The site is proposed by NHDC to be within the expansion of the 
Green Belt.
2.  It would dominate the western side of the village, adversely 
changing the landscape of the               surrounding countryside as 
viewed from the village.
3.  Access onto Lilley Bottom Road will be hazardous as it is on a very 
sharp and narrow bend in           the road.
4.  There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site and the bus 
service which is available is               extremely limited with no 
evening or mid-day service.
5.  The site is privately owned and the owners object to the land being
 used for a Gypsy/Travellers       site.
6.  There are four major gas pipelines running through the site linked 
to a closeby large Gas                   transmission site.
7.  The does not have access to a public sewer.
8.  Access from the site to village facilities is along a dangerous, 
narrow unlit roadway with no               pedestrian walkway's.
9.  There would be a significant increase in pollution, noise and 
congestion associated with                   additional motor vehicles

3

 Hawkings08/2111 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We are writing to you to object strongly to the possible location of a 
gypsy/traveller site at NH16 on the edge of Whitwell.

There are numerous reasons against this proposal with the main ones 
being:
Environmental
* Whitwell is still a small and, in the main, unspoiled village in the 
middle of the countryside. As much as possible should be done to 
preserve this environment.
* The site proposed is very large and noticeable.  It would be visible 
from many parts of the village.
 gypsy/traveller sites are frequently untidy and unkempt, thereby 
having a detrimental effect on the appearance of the area.
*Surely it would be more appropriate when looking for such a site to 
identify those that do not fall within a potential green belt area.
* There seem to us to be many areas of scrubland and brownfield sites 

3
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surrounding towns such as Stevenage that would be far more suitable 
in terms of least destruction of the countryside, and also closer to 
facilities such as transport, shops and schools etc.
* An established site for gypsies/travellers already exist near to us in 
Codicote.
Practical problems relating to facilities:
* Roads and transport facilities are insufficient to support such a site. 
Whitwell high street is already very congested with too much traffic.  
Gypsies/travellers often have large vehicles which would be unsuited 
to the narrow lanes in this area.
* The bus service is very limited and there is no close bus stop.
* This part of the road is narrow and without pavements and access to 
it from the proposed site would be hazardous at a sharp, narrow bend.
* the only close school is a primary school and it is not certain that it 
could accommodate a significant increase in the number of pupils.  As
 mentioned the route to the school is along a dangerous stretch of 
road.
* Over recent years there has been a considerable increase in litter, 
rubbish, fly-tipping in the Whitwell area.  The council do not seem to 
be able to clear the litter and there are delays in removing fly-tipping. 
 Any increase in population is likely to exacerbate this problem.
* Shops in Whitwell are limited.  Transport would be required for 
people to go shopping.
* There is no access to a public sewer.
* There are four major gas pipelines going through the site, and it is 
also close to a large gas transmission site which could be dangerous.
* There could be a risk of pollution to the nearby River Mimram which 
is both a water catchment river and feeds nearby watercress beds.
* The land is privately owned and the owners do not want their land to 
be used as a gypsy/traveller site.
* there are already concerns in this area regarding the low level of 
policing.  An increase in the population is likely to create further 
pressure for a greater police presence.

Overall the practical and environmental problems and concerns would 
strongly weigh against the proposed site.  The alternative solution 
could be to extend the existing site near to Codicote, or, as already 
mentioned, use scrubland or brownfield sites close to larger towns 
where the facilities are much more accessible.
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 Trigell08/2114 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

1.  It violates NHDC planning policy for Whitwell V1.
2.       There are no suitable local Secondary education schools and 
research has shown that secondary education is more of a problem 
than primary for Gypsy/Traveller communities.
3.       There is no suitable road access to the site
4.       The Village is united against development of this site.
5.        The Gypsy/Traveller community by their nature are a mobile 
community and require access to a good road infrastructure.
6.        The jobbing nature of this communities working means access 
to urban populations is essential. Whitwell is poorly located for this.
7.        The narrow roads are unsuitable for caravans particularly the 
large ones often favoured by this community.
8.        The land is sloping means the site would be visible from a wide
 area.
9.        The Mimram with its Watercress beds and abundant wild life 
could be subject to accidental pollution from spillages at the site
10.      The site has major trunk gas pipelines crossing it
11.      The site is due to come back into Green belt and then by the 
Councils own flawed criteria should be removed from consideration

1

 Gilmour08/2115 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I am writing to you with regards to my objection for possible location of
 a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16, West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom 
Road.

The site proposed would be an eyesore to the village which does not 
lend itself in anyway for a Gypsy camp.  There would be no doubt in 
pollution into the Mimram which is an important river which feeds the 
ancient watercress beds and is a water catchment river, this is also a 
site which is privately owned and has objections to the site being used 
as a camp.

The high street is used as a cut through for motorists and congestion 
has become extremely dangerous for pedestrians in the village, an 
added populations would make this particularly narrow  road a target 
for accidents.

3
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Buchannan & 
Yuille

Graham08/2121 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Proposed Site for Travellers and Gypsies in Whitwell

I would like to register my objection to this proposal for the following 
reasons.  I believe the proposal is founded on a misconception 
concerning some of the criteria suggested in the proposal.

1.  Whitwell is a small community and the proposed site would 
overwhelm the available amenities.

2.  The proposed site is next to a conservation area, the Mimram 
stream, which could be ruined by a      development next door.

3.  The current economics of the village include the watercress beds, 
for which Whitwell is                     nationally known and the livery 
stables all of which could be already affected.

4.  Access to the site is very limited and to the West is on a blind corner
 and to the East is through        a very narrow lane with a humped 
bridge, really quite unrealistic.

I am aware, having sat on a local government planning committee 
that there is always the local objection to these sorts of proposals, but 
in this case I do think there are better suggestions for the location of 
such a development as in Stevenage, which can better support the 
requirements of the settlers.

3
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 Pankhurst08/2123 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy / Transport site at NH16 
West of The Bury, Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell for the following 
reasons:

The site would significantly increase the size of the village, which 
would have a massive negative impact on the character of the village.
It would dominate the western side of the village, adversely changing 
the landscape of the surrounding countryside as viewed from the 
village.
The site is proposed by NHDC to be within the expansion of the Green 
Belt
The site is privately owned and the owners object to the land being 
used for a Gypsy / Travellers site
There are four major Gas pipelines running through the site linked to a
 clseby large Gas transmission site
The site dies not have access to a public sewer
access onto Lilley Bottom Road will be hazardous a it is on a very 
sharp and narrow bend in the road
Access from the site to village facilities is along a dangerous, narrow 
unlit roadway with no pedestrian walkways
There is likely to be an increase in pollution of the Mimram rivers 
which feeds the ancient watercress beds.  The Mimram is an important 
water catchment river
There will be a significant increase in pollution, noise and congestion 
associated with additional motor vehicles

3
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 Mathers08/2128 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I want to register my objection to the proposed site on the following 
grounds:

-  The site is private farmland within the proposed expansion of the 
Green Belt.  Not only do the          owners object to the proposed use 
but there is also no sewerage system.

-  the site could have a detrimental effect on the water quality of the 
river Mimram, This could mean    the end of the Ninewells Watercress.

-  Access to the site would be at a dangerous bend on Lilley Bottom 
Road.

-  This dangerous access as well as the narrow, winding main road 
without pavements, would also      affect children going to the village 
school.

-  The bus route does not go anywhere near the site.  Buses are in any 
case infrequent.

-  The village is already suffering from too much traffic through the 
High Street and along Horn Hill      having more traffic, caravans etc. 
would be disastrous.

3

 Skelton08/2129 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

The village is far to small to even consider accommodating a site as 
large 27.9Ha. The main road through the village can't cope with the 
traffic already travelling through it. The bus service is extremely 
limited. No evening or midday service so the inevitable increase in 
vehicles would be unbearable. Access onto Lilley Bottom Road would 
be hazardous.
 
Our local school primary school is currently full and the nearest 
secondary schools are in Hitchin and Harpenden. We have very few 
local amenities and a village shop/post office,under the threat of 
closure which would mean more pressure on our roads as residents 
would have to travel, again to Hitchin and Harpenden.
 
The site is wirhin the proposed expansion of the Green Belt and on a 
slope.

1
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 Mathers08/2135 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16 - 
West of The Bury, Lilley Bottom Road.  My reasons are as follows:-

1.  Traffic in the High Street is already very busy.  An addition of trucks 
and other large vehicles would add significantly to an already bad 
situation.

2.  I note that the site is positioned above the River Mimram.  We 
would not want the water polluted, this is a water catchment area.  
Also there are watercress beds nearby.

3.  What sewerage facilities are there for that area?

4.  Road access to this site is very poor, and is only possible from a 
narrow road.  This would be a traffic hazard.

5.  Major gas pipelines run through the site, and there is a gas 
pumping station site nearby.

6.  Access between the site and the village school is very poor.  It is 
along a narrow twisting road with no footpath.  There are also no street
 lights there.

7.  I understand that this site is part of NHDC's proposed expansion of 
the green belt.

8.  There is no bus stop within a short distance.  Buses are few with no 
evening or mid-day service.

9.  The only school in the village is a primary school.  A large increase
 in the number of children would cause staffing problems.

10. The site is not well screened from the rest of the village.

3
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 Gilmour08/2149 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I am writing to you with regards to my objections for possible location 
of A Gypsy or travellers site at NH16 - West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom 
Road.

This village has been used as a rat run from council office  to council 
office; there have already been major council works in Bradbury; there 
is already great pressure upon the school. It is already getting 
extremely difficult to book into our own local medial surgery. Buses are
 inadequate to towns and schools. The site is on a hill surrounding 
road systems are extremely tight and poor. There is a 70 yard 
exclusion zone around one of the major main gas pipe line in Herts 
which would be right next to the site, and of course the continuous 
droning of airplanes. Lilley Bottom is one of the nicest and oldest 
green field sites in our area, why on earth anybody would remotely 
consider this site above what is hundreds of much more convenient, 
less traffic, open  and comfortable sites especially on the eye in Herts.

1

 Glazebrook08/2161 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I am writing to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers 
site at NH16.

This site is privately owned and the owners object to the land being 
used for such a proposal.

In addition, there are four major gas pipelines running through the site
 and it is very close to a large gas transmission site.  As well as this, it is
 next to the River Mimram, and so could increase pollution in the river 
as well as be affected if it flooded.  This site does not have access to a 
public sewer.

It is not a suitable site for location of a gypsy or travellers site, and I 
wish to make my strongest objection to the proposal.

3
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 Glazebrook08/2164 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I am writing to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers 
site at NH16.

This is a totally unsuitable site due to many reasons, including having 
4 major gas pipelines running through the middle, as well as situated 
next to the River Mimram, which would be adversely affected.

the site would be a big eyesore, and is highly visible form the road, as 
well as from the other side of the village.

I wish to object very strongly to this proposal, and hope that you take 
my views into consideration.

3

 Banks08/2167 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I live in Kimpton and keep my horse at livery at Water hall Farm, 
Whitwell and object to the proposed Gypsy or Travellers site.

Whitwell's countryside is beautiful and proposed Travellers site at 
NH16 - West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road would blight this area.  
This site would be seen from the road from Bendish and Horn Hill, 
spoiling the ambience of the valley.

The Post Office/shop is small, unable to accommodate such an influx 
of people, the bus service is infrequent and there is not enough space 
on the Lilley Bottom Road for a pedestrian walkway.

I would also be concerned for the safety of the horses in their fields, 
maybe gates would be left open or taken off their hinges.  Loose 
horses would be a danger to the public walking on the footpaths.

3

 Tappenden08/2168 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I write to object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at 
Whitwell (NH16 west of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road).  The reasons I 
give for this not being a suitable site is as follows:

The roads around here are busy, badly made up and narrow.  Cyclists 
and walkers use these roads especially at weekends and any additional
 traffic would make it more hazardous for traffic and pedestrians.  
Access from the site to the Whitwell School and bus stop is twisting and
 narrow making this unlit road dangerous and there are no pedestrian 
facilities.

3
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The access on to Lilley Bottom Road would cause a significant hazard 
as the proposed site connects onto the main road at the inside of a 
very sharp bend.

The traffic in the narrow high street has already reached capacity and 
an influx of large vehicles will cause even more congestion.

The site is privately owned and the owner is not agreeable for the land
 to be used for a Gypsy or travellers site.

The site is already on the proposed Green Belt extension by NHDC.

As the proposed site is above the level of the road it is very visible and 
not conducive to a Gypsy site.

It would also be clearly visible from many parts of the village for 
instance Horn Hill.

There is no access to a public sewer there.

Pollution to the Mimram is a possibility.  This is a very important river, 
which feeds the ancient and well-known watercress beds and is a water 
catchment area.

There are 4 major Gas lines running through the site which is very 
close to a big Gas transmission site.

There is no bus stop nearby and bus services are very limited with no 
evening or mid day services.

The only school within 1 km is our primary school.  To increase school 
numbers substantially would cause standards and staffing problems.

 Mitcheson08/2170 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We wish to strongly object to the possible location of a Gypsy or 
Travellers site at NH16 - West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the 
following reasons;

The proposed site will be above the level of the road making this the 
most prominent view as entering the village from either Horn Hill or 

3
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Lilley Bottom Road.  This village is on Greenbelt land, in a 
conservation area which we are to understand has a 'strict and sensitive
 planning permission policy'.  I would then question the destruction of 
woodland, rural landscape and wildlife required in order to create this 
'camp'.

This is land which has been included by NHDC to be within the 
proposed expansion of Green Belt land.  Apparently "alternatives 
should be explored before GreenBelt locations considered".

Most importantly, the site is privately owned and the owners 
categorically object to the land being used for a Gypsy or travellers 
site.  For the Council to Compulsory purchase a piece of land in which 
the owners dispute its usage, I understand "this is something the 
Council would prefer not to use for any purpose".

The village has inadequate infrastructure in order to cope with this 
proposed 'camp'.  The small primary school, surgery (with 2 x doctors) 
and 1 x small shop (which holds 5 people at any one time) and the 
lack of pedestrian pavements around the village will need more 
financial support in order to cope with the increase of settlers.  The site
 does not have access to a public sewer.

Currently, the village has a single track lane which provides constant 
congestion through the High Street and Horn Hill throughout the day.  
Any increase in traffic will prove disastrous for those attempting to 
travel through and those having to live amongst pollution.

The only school within 1 km is a primary school.  To increase numbers 
substantially could cause staffing and standards problems.

There is no bus stop within 500 metres of the site.  This solitary bus 
service is extremely limited with no evening or mid-day service.  This is
 becoming a village where car ownership is essential - then pollution 
increased.

The access from the site to the school and bus stop is an unlit, 
dangerous and narrow lane with no pedestrian facilities.

There are 4 main gas pipelines running through the site and is very 
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close to a large Gas transmission site.

The access to Lilley Bottom Rd is a massive Health & Safety risk.  The 
site connects to the main road at the inside of a very sharp, narrow 
bend.

Adding to this the disturbance of rural village life with construction 
traffic which has no obvious access areas will bring the village, quite 
literally, to a stand still.

This development is not welcomed by the community and we strongly 
object for the reasons stated above.

 Bowes Lyon 
Residents 
Limited

08/2171 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We have been advised by the St Paul's Walden Paris Council that the 
above sites have been identified as possible locations for 
accommodation of a Gypsy or Travellers site and are writing to express
 our deep concern at such proposals for the following reasons:

1)  The site is isolated, beyond the confines of the village, and 
as such would extend its boundary into the 
rural into the rural area and would not integrate the occupiers into the 

village.

2) The site lies directly under the flight path of aircraft using 
Luton Airport where normal residential 
development would not be considered due to excessive noise and 
disturbance.

3) The proposal would increase traffic flows through the village
 itself and beyond where the roads are totally inadequate 
for the current traffic let alone additional vehicles.

4) The site is highly visible from may parts of the village, 
including the Conservation Area and would therefore be
 detrimental to the visual appearance of the area.

5) There are inadequate facilities in the village to 
accommodate additional population.

3
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6) There are only very limited public transport facilities, thus 
reliance on private transport would be a necessity resulting in 
increased traffic flows.

7) The site is within an area proposed by the District Council to
 be included within the Metropolitan 
Green Belt wherein the suggested development would be contrary to 

Green Belt Policies.

8) Without any details of the proposed access, it is difficult to 
assess the impact on the highway safety however it 
should be noted there is no footpath from the site to the village centre.

In light of the above we feel the suggested site to be ill conceived and
 runs counter to local, county and national planning policy and should 
be dismissed accordingly.  We should be grateful if you would keep us 
advised of the outcome of this consultation exercise.

 Barker08/2173 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possibility of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16 - west of 
the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:

The only school in the village is a primary school.  To increase school 
numbers substantially could cause staffing problems and standards to 
drop.

The site is completely unsuited to development of this nature.  The 
current owner does not wish to have this facility on their land.  There 
are no sewers.  Access to the land is limited.  Traffic along the High 
Street and along Horn Hill is often grid locked at peak times of the day 
and will be worsened by more development within the village.

There are far better places for such a site.  On the edge of a town 
would allow existing infrastructure of adequate roads and drainage 
and easier access to schools, shops and other resources.  I would urge 
you to reconsider using Whitwell for such a plan.

3
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  08/2174 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible development locations Wh/r1 and WH/r2 sited 
south of the High STreet and Codicote Road, Whitwell.

Putting in a travellers site would have an adverse effect on the rural 
nature of the village, irrevocably changing its character and it will also 
add to congestion problems we already face on the High Street and 
down Horn Hill.

The roads to and from Whitwell are all narrow and totally unsuitable 
for the increased levels of traffic and indeed for the large scale 
construction disturbance that will be caused during the development of
 the sites.

As a resident of Whitwell, I don't want to see development of this scale,
 the water supply is already close to failing and i fear that the 
sewerage may not cope.

3

 Brandon08/2175 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I write to put on record my objection to the possible location of a 
Gypsy or Travellers site NH16, west of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Rd for 
the reasons listed below:

1.  School cannot cope with extra pupils and would cause problems 
with staff .
2.  Bus service is very limited.
3.  Expansion of the green belt.
4.  The traffic in the High street has reached capacity already - large 
vehicles will cause                         congestion.

3

 Phillips08/2176 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I am writing to register my formal objection to the proposed 
development and would particularly comment on the following 
aspects.

The proposed site would be highly visible as it is above road level and
 must surely spoil the rural nature of the village.  In addition the site is 
privately owned and the owners object to the land being used for a 
gypsy or travellers site.  Their wishes should be respected.

The traffic in the high street has already reached capacity and an 
influx of large vehicles would be disastrous.

3
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 Linforth08/2204 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I strongly object to the proposed siting of a gypsy and travellers 
settlement on the outskirts of Whitwell.  Namely NH16 West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road.
I am a tenant with nothing to lose in respect of property values, but still
 feel that the proposed location should not go ahead for the following 
reasons:
1. I understand that the site is privately owned and that the owners 
object to the land being used for the proposed purpose.
2. The River Mimram and the springs that feed it and the ancient 
watercress beds (for which Whitwell are well known) have a possibility 
of being polluted.
3. The proposed siting of the camp would be too visible from many 
points in the village and, as I understand it, would encroach on 
greenbelt land.
4. The site, being so close to the village would have a drastic effect on
 its character.
5. The site is very close to the "Bowes Lyon" Estate.  It would be like 
allocating a site next to Sandringham Estate in Norfolk.

3

 Sansom08/2206 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I write with reference to the proposal to use my land for Gypsy and 
Traveller pitches and further to my letter dated 7 February 2008 which 
made it clear that I refuse to provide consent for my land to be used for
 the purposes envisaged by North Hertfordshire District Council. In this 
letter I set out further reasons as to why I object most vehemently to the
 proposed location of the site in the Whitwell area and on my property 
in particular.

For ease of reference, I have divided this letter into two sections. The 
first section, Part 1, applies to the implications for me and my family 
business in particular with Part 2 attempting to encompass the 
community and wider issues raised.

PART 1
The Historic Background to Nine Wells Watercress Farm

Watercress continues to be farmed at Nine Wells by the Sansom family
 in much the same manner as it has been for over one hundred and 
fifty years. The watercress is hand cultivated and grows in special 
watercress beds which rely on the purest spring water which runs from 
the River Mimram and from underground springs directly into the farm.

1
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  In addition to watercress, my family grow a variety of other vegetables
 on the land and also supplement our income through the grant of 
licences to individuals who can fish for trout in a man-made lake on 
the property which is filled by the natural springs.

Watercress from Nine Wells Watercress Farm is of some national 
importance. It is a product which is grown in very few parts of the 
country and watercress from Nine Wells Watercress Farm has supplied 
the Royal Household and continues to be sold throughout the country.

The Proposed Site

The proposed site for the Gypsies & Travellers is situated on and runs 
parallel with my property. A significant area of the proposed site is on 
agricultural land to the north of my property which takes the form of a 
sloping hill running down into a valley (at the bottom of which my land
 is situated). The proposed site is not only extremely close to the 
recreational areas of my property (such as the garden and private 
residence) but also to the areas of my property which are integral to my
 business (such as the watercress beds, the vegetable beds and the 
trout lake). This is very relevant for reasons that will become clear.

It is difficult to market and sell a hand cultivated product such as 
watercress in an era of intensive farming. The defining factor of Nine 
Wells' Watercress is its purity and quality which is completely 
dependant upon the purity of the water which runs through the 
watercress beds. As stated above, a portion of the proposed Gypsy & 
Travellers Site is situated on land which is elevated and descends in 
gradient directly into the watercress beds, via the vegetable plots (also 
forming an integral part of our family business). The exact scale of the 
proposed site is as yet unquantifiable but there could be a significant 
number of individuals, families, caravans, and water and sewerage 
systems on the land
which sits directly above watercress beds. In these circumstances, there 
will undoubtedly be a run-off of pollution into the water system which 
will ultimately jeopardise my ability to carry on producing 'pure' 
watercress and my livelihood, which, as I have stated above, stems 
from a business which has been in my family for over 150 years. It 
would alsodetrimentally impact on the trout lake side of our business 
for obvious reasons.
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Additionally, it is envisaged that my land to the east will also be used 
to accommodate the Gypsies & Travellers on the site and provide 
transport links to the site (as to the transport links please see below). 
Part of this area is our only access for vehicles to the farmed areas. 
Further, it lies directly adjacent to crucial cress beds and is not an area 
which can accommodate a site or multiple vehicles. At the eastern 
most point of my property lies a field which forms a necessary part of 
my farming strategy.

The Whitwell Area

My property and the land adjoining my property is an area of natural 
beauty. Whilst not officially protected as a part of the 'Green Belt' we 
understand that it is proposed that the area will come under the Green 
Belt in the near future. It is trite but this area of natural beauty will be 
at the very least compromised should the Gypsy & Traveller site be 
permitted to be allowed in the proposed area. Views of rolling hills 
and natural springs will be replaced with views of a caravan site as it 
will be impossible to effectively screen the area due to the gradient 
and position. Not only will this have a direct impact of devaluing every
 resident of Whitwell's property, it will also have the effect of
diminishing an area of historical importance and natural beauty.

It will be impossible in my view to appropriately shield the proposed 
site as a significant part of the site will be situated on the side of a hill 
and thus will remain elevated and a focal point for residents of 
Whitwell and also visitors to the village. From my own perspective, the 
unspoilt views that I enjoy now of the hill to the north of my property 
will be occupied with a significant caravan site together with the 
accompanying noise, light and other forms of pollution. These 
symptoms will no doubt pertain to other residents of the village but 
perhaps not to the extent that they will to me and my family given the 
proximity of the proposed site to my property (less than a matter of 
metres).

The Proposed Access Roads

I believe that there are two proposed access roads linking the proposed
 site with the roads of Whitwell.
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The first proposed access road proceeds up a bridleway which sits 
adjacent to (the west of) my property. Notwithstanding the aesthetic 
waste in the destruction and surfacing of an existing bridleway, this 
road and the accompanying traffic will have a dramatic effect on my 
and my family's ability to enjoy our property. The accompanying noise
 and light of pollution will be significant and increase in traffic will 
create a danger to not only my extended family (particularly my young
 grandchildren) but also to all members of the Whitwell community, 
made worse by the fact that it is on a blind and already dangerous 
bend of a minor country road.

The second proposed access road is intended to run directly over my 
property and directly next to the adjoining water cress beds until it 
reaches the property of my neighbour in the field to the north of my 
property. I trust that the likelihood of significant noise and light 
pollution are so apparent that they do not need to be pointed out but 
also this eventuality raises another critical risk to the success of my 
business. I depend upon access along this area to reach areas of the 
watercress beds and also areas of the trout lake. If this area is to be 
reconstituted as an access road for the Gypsies & Travellers, my ability 
to farm my own property and ultimately my livelihood will be severely 
jeopardized. Also as stated above, this proposed access point is wholly 
inadequate to meet the needs of a Gypsy & Travellers site due to its 
limited size and proximity to the watercress beds. Its adjacent nature to
 the beds would be dangerous to users of the road.

Concluding remarks on the direct effect that the Proposed site has on 
me and my family

The proximity of the proposed site will have an enormous effect on my
 and my family's ability to peacefully enjoy our property, to continue 
operating a business which is of historical importance and one which 
has been performed by my family for over 150 years. I have taken 
legal advice as to my position and have been advised that I have a 
full set of legal remedies which I could pursue both locally and in the 
High Court should the need arise in direct response to this matter.

The Scott Wilson Report and the Consultation Procedure
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I refer you to the letter from Mr Mark Wilson of 7th November (copy 
enclosed) in which Mr Wilson belatedly informed me that my land was 
identified as a possible Gypsy & Traveller site in the Scott Wilson 
report. At no opportunity was I consulted or given notice in advance 
about the report that was to be undertaken by Scott Wilson nor was any
 consent sought or granted from me for my land to be investigated by 
Scott Wilson to prepare their report. The fact that Scott Wilson were 
able to prepare such a report concerning my land without any consent 
or notice is in my view is a tacit
acknowledgement that they have had physical presence on my land 
without my consent and without following the correct procedure. I view 
this as potential trespass and have asked my lawyers to examine this 
matter.

I also believe that a matter as serious as the Scott Wilson report should
 have been brought to my attention at the earliest convenience so that
 I could make representations. This report and indeed subsequent 
reports have made assessments of my land as regards suitability 
without ever consulting me. Again I must assume that individuals have
 been present over my land without any authorisation. I might also 
point out that had they consulted me, they could have been made 
aware of these matters and therefore not wasted time and money 
erroneously including this as a proposed site as it is wholly unsuitable.

PART 2
Community and wider issues raised by situating the Gypsy & Travellers 
site in Whitwell

Notwithstanding the above remarks which have been made to describe
 the personal effect to me and my family of the proposed location of 
the Gypsy & Traveller site, I have some general remarks concerning 
how it came to be proposed there should be a Gypsy & Traveller site in
 Whitwell (including the guidance given by the Office of the Deputy 
Prime Minister, the East of England Regional Assembly (Planning for 
Gypsy and Traveller accommodation in the East of England: Issues 
and Options Consultation Document May 2007) and the Scott Wilson 
Report).

1. Circular 01/2006 - Office of Deputy Prime Minister
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a) As noted at para 1.15 of the EERA Consultation document, the 
Circular fails to address the acceptability of making provision for sites 
in towns and cities. This omission prevented the Regional Assembly 
from being able to consider these areas which by their admission may 
be suitable for Gypsy & Traveller sites and in our opinion match the 
criteria laid down by the Circular and the wishes of the Gypsies & 
Travellers themselves (see below). The effect of this omission has been
 to limit the areas considered in the Scott Wilson report and has 
prevented arguably the most suitable sites from being considered.

This omission of the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister is subject to 
administrative law challenge.
b) Circular 01/2006 clearly requires early consultation with the group 
that the identified site is to serve.

The Gypsy Community have stated (via the Ormiston Children and 
Families Trust) that they wish to have sites located on the outskirts of 
towns, near schools, close to major roads and near medical facilities, 
and also that they would wish for a positive relationship with the 
community. It is very unlikely that these needs can be met at the 
Whitwell site.

2. East of England Regional Assembly (Planning for Gypsy and 
Traveller accommodation in the East of England: Issues and Options 
Consultation Document May 2007 (the 'Report')

There is no identifiable need for Gypsy & Traveller sites in the North 
Hertfordshire area.

The East of England Regional Assembly's Regional Spatial Strategy 
Review shows an identified need for only 3 pitches in the North Herts 
area. For no apparent reason, (and certainly no legitimate reason), the
 EERA seems to have chosen to impose a requirement for NHDC to 
find locations for 15 pitches.

The lack of 'need' is supported by the fact that there are no recorded 
unauthorized gypsy sites in North Herts. If and only if there is a proven 
'need' for sites in the North Herts area, is it appropriate to identify sites 
in accordance with the guidance from the Office of the Deputy Prime 
Minister ('Circular 01/2006').
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3. The Scott Wilson Report

Procedural Issues

The Scott Wilson Report short listed 9 potential sites but 3 were 
removed at a Council Cabinet meeting, which took place on the 18th 
December 2007. We understand that these sites were removed for 
reasons which could equally apply to Whitwell.

We require an explanation from the Council as to why these three sites
 were removed and how they can be distinguished from the Whitwell 
site. Alternatively, for the Whitwell site to be removed on the same 
grounds.

Technical Issues with the Report

The Scott Wilson Report could not and/or did not even consider areas 
in towns and cities due to the omission (referred to above) by the 
Office of the Deputy Prime Minister. Nor did they and/or could they 
consider the next most appropriate areas, namely the outskirts of towns 
and cities due to the fact that these were 'Green Belt' (in my opinion 
having wrongly misconstrued the guidance on considering such areas 
to their complete exclusion). This left only 'Brownfield' sites (as to 
which see below) and village and rural areas for consideration, the 
latter being wholly inappropriate. By their very nature they do not 
meet the stated criteria of the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (e.g.
 public transport, locality to towns, employment, schools, medical 
facilities etc.).

'Brownfield' sites do not appear to have been considered by the Scott 
Wilson Report even though these are identified as possible sites by the
 Office of the Deputy Prime Minister in Circular 01/2006 - 'In some 
cases, perhaps involving previously developed (brownfield), untidy or 
derelict land, the establishment of a well-planned or softlandscaped 
gypsy and traveller site can be seen as positively enhancing the 
environment and increasing openness.' This failure/omission shows 
further flaws underpinning the basis of the 'proposed sites'.

Circular 01/2006, section 56 - acknowledges that some gypsies and 
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travellers run businesses from the site on which their caravans are 
stationed and advices that local planning authorities should where 
possible identify whether sites are suitable for such use. The Scott 
Wilson Report fails to consider whether it is feasible or practical for the 
sites identified to provide for this and as such does not represent a 
properly considered assessment. In my and my family's view this factor 
is also persuasive in the argument that the Gypsy & Traveller sites 
would be better located on the outskirts of towns or cities.

There are clearly several factors which undermine the legitimacy of 
the entire report.

Existing Site

The Scott Wilson Report identifies an existing site ES1 Land at Pulmer
 Water (Private) (Codicote) as 'having the potential to accommodate 
additional pitches within their existing boundaries.' However, it fails to 
appear in the potential sites list (we understand this is because it falls 
within the 'Green Belt').We understand that this issue could be 
addressed with minimal interference for most parties by making 
additional provision for Gypsies & Travellers at this existing site 
(subject to the views of Codicote residents) and indeed that the current 
site is capable of such extension, (there being a landowner apparently 
willing to sell his land for this purpose).

The Criteria of the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister

The criteria to be applied in assessing the appropriateness of a 
potential site for the Gypsy & Traveller community have not been 
applied to the Scott Wilson Report in a manner which identifies any 
real analysis with the local issues. In fact the report fails to be reveal 
any material consultation with the local community and/or the service 
providers/shops in the community.

My points on the respective criteria as decreed by the Office of the 
Deputy Prime Minister are as follows:

'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 (especially a primary 
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school) and doctors/health facilities.'

'There should be convenient and safe access to public transport.'

Whitwell is a small village with one village shop, one doctor's surgery 
and one primary school. Public transport is limited to infrequent buses 
which do not provide a middle of the day or evening service.

The village school is already extremely busy (if not at capacity) and 
the same pertains for the doctor's surgery at which it is already difficult 
for the local population to achieve an appointment. There is no 
dentist in the village. A significant growth of population in the village 
will put a greater strain on the limited services to the detriment of 
existing villagers and also newcomers.

There are no jobs available in the village and the nearest significant 
economic centres of Hitchin, Stevenage and Welwyn Garden Centre 
are some way away.

Public Transport

Whitwell only has one mode of public transport, a bus service which is 
limited and infrequent. There are no night or middle of the day 
services nor are there any services on Sundays or Bank holidays. If a 
Gypsy Site was established in Whitwell, the use of cars and other 
vehicles in the local area would inevitably increase on roads at a most 
unsuitable point (being on a very steep bend and small country road). 
The roads into and around Whitwell are minor country roads.

The nearest towns where most services and community facilities of any
 real significance can be found are some way away.

Shops

The nearest access to shops and supermarkets is approximately 4 miles
 away in Stevenage, except for one small village shop with limited 
supplies. It is not adequate in terms of size or stock to cater for every 
day needs. There is no bank in Whitwell. For the reasons stated above,
 the public transport system is limited and its would be 
impractical/dangerous for people to walk to Stevenage given the hilly 
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terrain, small winding roads and distance.

Education

Whitwell has one small primary school which, I understand is unable to
 accept all the existing children from the immediate vicinity without 
resort to appeal and therefore appears to have no spare capacity and 
could not offer facilities for the Gypsy/Traveller community.

Healthcare
There is one doctor's surgery in Whitwell which is already 
overburdened and it is very difficult to get an appointment. There is no
 dentist surgery or hospital in Whitwell.

'The site should have safe and convenient access to the primary road 
network with proximity to the major road network.'

The access from the proposed site cannot be considered as safe or 
convenient as it is necessary to pass through either a blind corner or 
down as small residential road with a very narrow bridge (aside from 
the issue I have about the road compromising my livelihood). 
Gypsies/Traveller community tend to drive larger vehicles and 
occasionally towing caravans, both of which, are among the least 
suitable vehicle movements for these road types.

Whitwell is not on the primary road network never mind near the major 
road network.

Floodplains

Although I do not understand Whitwell to be in a flood plain, clearly 
the presence of the River Mimram (and the respective gradients of the 
proposed sites) will have the effect of leaving the ground sodden and 
sometimes flooded.

Contaminated land and areas with air, noise and odour

'The site should not be located on significantly contaminated land and
 areas with air,noise and odour pollution should be avoided.'
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The land in question is currently worked farm land, which may lead to 
odour from farm practices on adjacent land.

Moreover the area is situated on a slope which fails to meet the 
declared and stated requirements for Gypsy & Traveller sites.

The proposed area sits beneath the Luton flight path and is subject to 
frequent low-flying aircraft. Luton Airport's expansion will only serve to 
exacerbate this problem.

Local Services

'The site should be capable of receiving the supply of essential 
services including water, sewerage, drainage and water disposal.'

We have our own septic tank due to the lack of infrastructure. Costly 
additions to the system would need to be carried out to accommodate 
increased use.

It must be questioned how all of these services can be provided to a 
remote area of agricultural land.

I repeat above my concerns that these factors would have a 
detrimental effect on the environment and my livelihood.

Neighbouring Uses

'Site size should be considered in context: undue burden on the local 
infrastructure should be avoided and the site should be compatible 
with the scale of the local settlement.'

For the reasons given this cannot be met.

Employment

Employment opportunities in Whitwell are extremely limited if not nil.

It is somewhat disturbing that the Scott Wilson Report does not 
consider the possible detrimental effects on the current local 
employment e.g. my livelihood (and those of my relatives working on 
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the farm) and the farmer next door.

Circular 01/2006 acknowledges that some gypsies and travellers run 
businesses from the site on which their caravans are stationed. The 
Scott Wilson Report does not clarify whether such use would be 
acceptable, however I believe it would be completely inappropriate for
 both parties given the location and residential nature of Whitwell.
Landscaping and Screening

'Landscaping and planting with appropriate trees and shrubs should be
 implemented where necessary in order for the site to blend into the 
surroundings'

 Any site within the selected area of search would be obtrusive in the 
landscape. 

The area identified by Scott Wilson is in an extensive area in amidst 
attractive rolling agricultural land with far ranging views over open 
countryside. It borders the Bowes-Lyons' estate where the Queen 
Mother was born (also Grade I Listed Gardens) and the Sue Ryder 
Home which necessitates a quiet and peaceful location.

Due to the gradient of the fields and their elevated nature, there is no 
possibility of effective screening and the proposed site would dominate
 the landscape (see earlier comments).

Protected Areas

'The site should avoid 'Protected Areas'.

I understand that the whole area of the proposed site is due to be 
made 'Green Belt'.

Indeed, the farm has historic importance, Whitwell having been known 
for its watercress beds for hundreds of years. Please see extract from 
the following website:

http://www.walksandpeaks.bedsearcher.co.uk/index.cfm?fuseaction=wal
king.walkRoute &walkId=259ed3fb-5af1-42d6-a2c5-e8243fa9788b
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'Walk Description: This walk goes past where the Queen Mother spent 
most of her childhood and the wonderful small country church of St 
Paul's Walden where she was baptised. It passes the clear bubbling 
stream of the River Mimram, where the famous Whitwell watercress is 
still grown and sold in the farm shop. It enters woods which abound in 
deer and large country houses in prime shooting territory. In short it has
 all the typical features of premier Hertfordshire countryside (emphasis 
added).' 

See also articles which follow from a Google search of 'Whitwell 
Watercress' including an article next weekend in the 'Telegraph'.

Timescale and Availability 

We and the other owners of the land do not and will not consent to it 
being used as a Gypsy Site.
We will resist all attempts of a 'Compulsory Purchase' through all 
channels available.

Alternative Sites

In the circumstances, we are firmly of the view that the Gypsy & 
Traveller community would (should they require this and it is far from 
clear that they do) be better served by sites located in or on the 
outskirts of towns or cities or perhaps even unidentified Brownfield 
sites. Alternatively, it should be explored whether the existing site in 
Codicote could be expanded to everyone's satisfaction.

Closing Comments
I have tried to set out an honest description of the implications that the
 proposed Gypsy & Traveller site would have on not just me but also 
members of the local Whitwell community. I must stress that I believe 
that my and my family's livelihood would be jeopardized by such a site
 in the proposed location and sincerely offer you the opportunity to 
contact me to arrange a visit to my land to see for yourselves how 
unsuitable the proposed site is for both myself, the local community 
and the Gypsies & travellers alike.
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 Conway08/2215 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I wish to object to the possible location of a site for Travellers at NH16 
- West of The Bury, Lilley Bottom Road - for the following reasons:

As you can see I live in the High Street and the volume of traffic 
passing through the village has continued to increase during the last 
few years, I feel it must have more than exceeded capacity.  The 
junction of the High Street with Horn Hill is already considered 
dangerous, especially for pedestrians and is one of the main routes in 
and out of the village.  There is a very limited bus service from the 
village, so people have to use their cars.  This proposed site is about a 
third of a mile from the nearest bus stop.

Vehicle access on the Lilley Bottom Road would be very dangerous as 
it would be on the bend of a very narrow road.  Pedestrian access onto 
this road is also hazardous, as there is no pavement and this particular 
stretch is unlit, winding and narrow.  This is the route from the 
proposed site to the primary school, bus stop and to the village shop.

There could be a need for increased secondary school places in 
Harpenden and Hitchin.  This will place a demand for more school 
coaches travelling through the village and the lanes or there will be 
more school runs by car from the village.  There will also be a higher 
demand for primary school places at the local school.

The practicalities of developing this proposed site make it unsuitable.  
There are four major gas pipelines running through the site and it is 
close to a gas transmission site.  There is no access to a public sewer.  
It is close to the river Mimram, which is a water catchment river and 
feeds the watercress beds at Nine Wells Farm, any pollution to this river
 would be catastrophic to both these functions.

Finally, as the site is above road level it would be highly visible from 
the Lilley Bottom Road end of the village and as more of the village is
 on a slope overlooking the valley, it would be visible from many parts 
of the village.  This would be most unsightly in a pretty North Herts 
village.

3
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 Burns08/2223 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy or Travellers site at NH16 
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons.

The site is not suitable for a Gypsy and Travellers site.  The site itself 
has no mains sewer and is liable to flood.  It slopes and pollution is 
liable to be carried into the river consequently affecting the water 
course.  It has very large gas pipes running under it and overhead 
electricity cables and telegraph poles running over it and noise 
pollution from Luton Airport.

The land owners object to selling it and should not be forced to do so.

The site will affect the beauty of the surrounding countryside and the 
vista and character of the village.

The school, which is supposed to be one of the selling points for this 
site is only a small village primary school with few teachers.  It would 
be reached by a very dangerous road, lethal even.  To go on to senior 
school would involve public transport or the school buses which 
already cause gridlock in the village in the morning.  Neither of these 
cater for after school activities.

The available public transport does not allow for employment with 
unusual working hours or Saturday jobs or night time social activities.  
This means that teenagers would have nothing to do in the evenings 
or at weekends in the village and no way of leaving it.

The doctor's surgery is over-subscribed and there is no local dentist.

Whitwell is not a development area whereas some of the other sites 
are and the government says these should be used.  The Gypsies and 
Travellers do not want to be away from towns, they have said so 
themselves.

Lastly the site is included in your own expansion of the Green Belt.  
Other proposed sites have been removed.

3

 Love08/2227 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 

I understand that North Herts District Council has identified NH16 - 
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road Preston Hills, Kings Walden as a 
potential Gypsy and Traveller Site to satisfy those individuals housing 

3
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Walden requirements.

There are many reasons as to why the development of this site should 
not go ahead.  Firstly, in terms of service such as the local bus this at 
its present level of service is extremely limited and investments would 
have to be made to increase the number or services during the day.

Traffic in the high street has already reached capacity during rush hour
 and most of the day, particularly the roads between Lilley, Whitwell 
and Kimpton.  Such a development as you are suggesting would alter 
the whole character of the area and also would probably mean lots of 
additional large vehicles being on the road which are totally 
unsuitable for the many unlit narrow roads near the site and around 
the village.  We are all aware that travellers have large four wheeled 
drive vehicles together with horse vehicles and caravans.

I am aware that the owner of the land, who I know, has objected to this
 site being used for this purpose.  The council is already aware that 
there is an exclusion zone through this area as the National Gas Pipe 
Line passes through the proposed area.

In terms of facilities, there are no Secondary schools within eight miles
 with Hitchin and Harpenden being the nearest and the junior school is
 fully subscribed.  Access ability for children who would attend junior 
school from the site is along a dangerous, narrow, unlit roadway with 
no pedestrian facilities.  In addition it is a fact that the Doctors Practice
 is full to capacity.  It is also a stated Government Policy that Gypsy 
Travellers Sites and substantial building projects should abut large 
urban conurbations so that future residents should have all the 
facilities available in large towns, ie.Hospitals, Doctors Surgery, 
Schools, Shops, Stores and Stations, and varied Public Transport.

Finally, as someone who is also interested in the environment there is 
the possibility of polluting the Mimram which as you are probably 
aware an important river and feeds the ancient watercress beds and is 
a water catchment area.  If the development was to get the go ahead 
it could cause irreparable damage.  This river also feeds several wells 
and in particular some twenty seven homes and farms.

As someone who is also interested in nature there is an abundance of 
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wildlife in Whitwell ranging from badger sets to herds of fallow deer, 
bats, both long eared and short eared, owls and the red kite which is 
an endangered species nests here.  In addition the area is known for 
the buzzards that also nest in the region.  If the proposal was to get the
 go ahead it would cause irreparable damage to the countryside and 
devastate the habitat of the wildlife.

I understand that many travellers have also been prosecuted for hare 
Coursing, an illegal activity.  You will no doubt be aware that this 
particular part of Hertfordshire has an abundance of hares.

The site is above the level of the road and does not lend itself in 
anyway to what the Council is proposing especially with this area 
being Green Belt Land.

I trust that my view will be given careful consideration and I look 
forward to hearing from you in due course.

 Bradly08/2230 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I understand that North Herts District Council has identified NH16 - 
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road Preston Hills, Kings Walden as a 
potential Gypsy and Traveller Site to satisfy those individuals housing 
requirements.

There are many reasons as to why the development of this site should 
not go ahead.  Firstly, in terms of service such as the local bus this at 
its present level of service is extremely limited and investments would 
have to be made to increase the number or services during the day.

Traffic in the high street has already reached capacity during rush hour
 and most of the day, particularly the roads between Lilley, Whitwell 
and Kimpton.  Such a development as you are suggesting would alter 
the whole character of the area and also would probably mean lots of 
additional large vehicles being on the road which are totally 
unsuitable for the many unlit narrow roads near the site and around 
the village.  We are all aware that travellers have large four wheeled 
drive vehicles together with horse vehicles and caravans.

I am aware that the owner of the land, who I know, has objected to this
 site being used for this purpose.  The council is already aware that 

3
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there is an exclusion zone through this area as the National Gas Pipe 
Line passes through the proposed area.

In terms of facilities, there are no Secondary schools within eight miles
 with Hitchin and Harpenden being the nearest and the junior school is
 fully subscribed.  Access ability for children who would attend junior 
school from the site is along a dangerous, narrow, unlit roadway with 
no pedestrian facilities.  In addition it is a fact that the Doctors Practice
 is full to capacity.  It is also a stated Government Policy that Gypsy 
Travellers Sites and substantial building projects should abut large 
urban conurbations so that future residents should have all the 
facilities available in large towns, ie.Hospitals, Doctors Surgery, 
Schools, Shops, Stores and Stations, and varied Public Transport.

Finally, as someone who is also interested in the environment there is 
the possibility of polluting the Mimram which as you are probably 
aware an important river and feeds the ancient watercress beds and is 
a water catchment area.  If the development was to get the go ahead 
it could cause irreparable damage.  This river also feeds several wells 
and in particular some twenty seven homes and farms.

As someone who is also interested in nature there is an abundance of 
wildlife in Whitwell ranging from badger sets to herds of fallow deer, 
bats, both long eared and short eared, owls and the red kite which is 
an endangered species nests here.  In addition the area is known for 
the buzzards that also nest in the region.  If the proposal was to get the
 go ahead it would cause irreparable damage to the countryside and 
devastate the habitat of the wildlife.

I understand that many travellers have also been prosecuted for hare 
Coursing, an illegal activity.  You will no doubt be aware that this 
particular part of Hertfordshire has an abundance of hares.

The site is above the level of the road and does not lend itself in 
anyway to what the Council is proposing especially with this area 
being Green Belt Land.

I trust that my view will be given careful consideration and I look 
forward to hearing from you in due course.
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 Sweet08/2234 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I refer to my husband's and my previous letter dated 26th February 
objecting to the possible location of a gypsy or travellers site at NH16 - 
west of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road.  I would like to add the following
 points:

Road Infrastructure.  All the roads leading into the village are narrow 
and winding and many are single track - totally unsuitable for the 
passage of extra traffic, especially large lorries and caravans.

Site of cultural importance.  The gardens at The Bury, St Pauls 
Walden are of national cultural importance and are very rare in being 
Grade 1 listed.  People come from miles around to view them.  The 
proposed development would border on the gardens and detract from 
their beauty.

Water voles.  The River Mimram is a habitat for water voles, whose 
rarity has been emphasised recently.  The proposed development 
would pose a possible pollution hazard to this habitat and should 
therefore not be permitted.

EERA policy.  The EERA policy document on Gypsy and Traveller 
accommodation needs published on 25th February states "local 
authorities should seek to achieve levels of provision required by 2011 
as soon as possible ... particularly when opportunities present 
themselves in respect of major new developments".  Clearly the site at 
NH16 does not qualify.
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 Robinson08/2238 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Re: PROPOSED SITE FOR TRAVELLERS & GYPSIES IN WHITWELL

In my opinion the above proposal is not feasible and I list the 
following points.

Access to the site is situated by way of a narrow country road, which is 
already used heavily morning and evening by vehicles travelling to 
and from work.  Excess traffic through the village would make an 
already congested area impossible to negotiate.  More traffic would be
 of great concern.

The property is on the boundary of a conservation area and watercress 

3
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beds, which have been in existence for very many years.  They depend
 on clear water from the Mimram Stream, and any pollution would 
destroy this access to fresh produce, which serves both the surrounding 
community and retail markets.

There are main gas lines running through the site, which should be 
protected at all costs, and also the gas transmission site close by.

Could the area cope with the extra services of water electricity and 
sewage?

The village is not big enough to accommodate the extra community.

a) The local Primary School has already reached its capacity.  
High Schools are situated outside the immediate area, therefore extra 
transport would be required.

b) The local bus service is inadequate.  It runs every 2 hrs and 
is certainly not suitable for accessibility to work, grocery shopping, 
schools and the Community and Social Services.

I feel that an alternative new location could be found closer to a larger
 town, providing all the services and amenities required to facilitate 
this community.

Finally, precious open land so necessary in the ever increasing 
population, would be lost.

I sincerely hope that these points will be taken in and I remain

Yours faithfully
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 Carter08/2265 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a site for Travellers at NH16 - West 
of The Bury, Lilley Bottom Road - for the following reasons:-

The site is privately owned and the owners object to it being used for a
 site for Travellers.  The site has been included by NHDC to be within 
the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.  There are four major gas 
pipeline running through the site and it is very close to a large gas 
transmission site. There is no access to a public sewer.  Any pollution 
of the River Mimram. which is close by will cause major problems as it 
is a water catchment river and feeds the watercress beds.

I live on the High Street and my garden looks out on to this proposed 
site.  The site is above road level and it would be highly visible from 
the Lilley Bottom Road and from many other parts of the village, as 
most of the village is on a slope overlooking the Mimram valley.  This 
would damage what is considered to be a very pretty village in North 
Herts.

Traffic is already a real problem in Whitwell, with the High Street 
becoming very congested at peak times.  The junction of the High 
Street with Horn Hill is already considered dangerous, especially for 
pedestrians and is one of the main routes in and out of the village.  
There is a very limited bus service from the village, so people have to 
use their cars.  This proposed site is more than 500 metres from the 
nearest bus stop.

Access onto Lilley Bottom Road for vehicles and residents would be 
very dangerous as it is on the bend of a very narrow road.  There is no 
pavement and this particular stretch is unlit and winding.  This is the 
route from the proposed site to the primary school, the bus stop and to 
tithe village shop.

The only school within a kilometre is a primary school and to increase 
numbers substantially could cause problems with staffing.  There 
would be a need for increased secondary school places in Harpenden 
and Hitchin.  This will place a demand for more school coaches 
travelling trough the village on the lanes.

3
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 Calder08/2267 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

OBJECTION to proposals for possible Gypsy/Travellers site at NH16, 
Lilley Bottom Road, Whitwell, Hertfordshire.

I wish to advise you of my objection to a Gypsy / Travellers site at the 
above location.

Are you aware that the site is in close proximity to the upper River 
Mimram, one of the few pristine watercourses in the Home Counties?  
The nature of Gypsy/Traveller occupation is often concerned with 
usage of vehicles/trucks and I am concerned that oil and other 
contaminants could leech into the river causing significant pollution.  
Also, works to level this land for the site could cause unwanted run-off 
into the river.

Also, I find it beyond belief that 3 of the 9 originally proposed sites 
have already been withdrawn from consultation after, I understand, 
representations were allowed to be made by residents of those 3 areas 
to the powers that be.  Will you now withdraw Whiwell from 
consideration?  Your "consultation" process seems fatally flawed for 
that and other reasons and I would happily contribute financially to 
any legal challenge to the consultation process.

I also understand that the area concerned is not classed as Green Belt;
 surely it should be and I understand that this has been proposed.

On safety grounds, I hope that you are aware of the gas pipelines 
running under the area and the proximity of the pumping station.

Further, the site would have to be accessed at a bend in a small 
country lane - dangerous for road users especially in view of the large 
nature of many vehicles owned by Travellers.  Also there are no 
pedestrian facilities from the site to the local school and village.

There seems to be 100% opposition locally to the proposal and I hope
 that you will give proper weight to this in your consideration.

3
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 Coad08/2269 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Possible location of Travellers site at NH16 - Lilley Bottom Road.

I object to the above for the following reasons:

It does not fulfil the criteria laid down by the Scott Wilson report with 
regard to 

a)  Access to shops -  there is only one shop in the village and no 
supermarket as a consequence      there is no provisions for low budget
 shopping

b)  The village post office is under threat from government closures

c)  Public transport is severely limited to a bus service running one or 
two hours apart.

d)  There is already difficulties in the progression of village children to 
secondary schools in the              area - the intake of young travellers 
would further prejudice this situation.

e)  The site is adjacent to a conservation area and part of it is covered 
by a national gas grid.

f)  Access to the site would be via very narrow winding lanes.  Access to
 the east site of the site is       part of a conservation area.

g)  Farmland and rural scenery would be lost.

3
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 Stretton08/2303 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Re: Proposed Gypsy / Traveller site in Whitwell

I object to the possible designation of a Gypsy / Traveller site in 
Whitwell primarily because of the adverse and significant 
environmental and social impact it will have on the village and the 
people who live here.

The impact will be considerable and unacceptable because, among 
many reasons:

According to Cllr Richard Thake, "The probable allocation is 15 
pitches for North Herts, over and above the 6 authorised already.  A 
pitch is space for 2 caravans.  Thus 21 x 2 = 42 vans."  It's reasonable 
to assume 1 or 2 children per family / caravan, with perhaps half of 
them of primary school age.  Speaking as an ex-PTA chairman, there 
is no way the village school, with an average 80 pupils, could cope 
with up to 50% more children.  The education of the existing pupils 
would be severely affected.

This is a small village, with practically no employment possibilities.  
This would put the travellers at a disadvantage.

The proposed size of the site, and the numbers involved is totally out 
of proportion with the size and nature of this village.

Public transport is minimal, with only infrequent buses into the nearest 
big town with no evening or middle of the day service.

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

The choice of this site is simply illogical when compared to other, far 
more appropriate proposed sites.

I trust North Herts District Council will see sense in this matter, and 
consider the views of the village inhabitants sympathetically.

3

 Nash08/2311 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 

I would like to oppose in the strongest possible terms, the inclusion of 
the above site on a list of possible areas for a Gypsy/Travellers site for 
the following reasons:

7
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Walden
1.  The existing facilities are totally inadequate to provide for what 
would be for a village of its size,       a large influx of residents.

2.  The road infrastructure would not support a considerable increase 
of traffic, much of it                       wide/heavy.

3.  The existing school, which I understand is currently over-subscribed,
 could not accommodate           more children.

4.  The narrow road with very poor visibility, would be a considerable 
hazard for parents and                   children attending the school 
approaching from the possible intended site.

5.  The intended site would be highly visible from the surrounding 
area and would be a                          considerable eyesore to the 
community.

6.  The steep site would require considerable "levelling/stepping" to 
accommodate the required             plots for caravans.

7.  The proposed site is not close to the necessary facilities required by
 a Gypsy/Traveller                        community.

8.  There is only one small village shop in the village which would not 
provide the necessary                   services/facilities without the need 
for gypsy/traveller residents to travel to the larger                         
surrounding towns of Hitchin/Harpenden/Stevenage.

9.  The drain off from the site would pollute the river which runs along 
the base of the site.

10. The hard standing created on the site would cause flooding at the 
lower edge of the site, a               problem which already exists, since 
this site is a flood plain.

11. The village doctors surgery would be unable to accommodate the 
probable number of extra              patients.

12. There would be much disruption to the area, both during the 
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construction works necessary to           create the site and once 
inhabited by  residents.

13. If planning permission were also granted for a large site at the 
other (south) end of the High            Street, the impact on the area 
would be enormous to the detriment of all residents.

14.  The High Street currently faces enormous traffic problems during 
the rush hour at either end of        the day.  This would obviously be 
vastly increased in the event that the Gypsy site is allowed.

15. The owners of the possible intended site appear not to have been 
consulted, but in any case           are totally opposed to the proposal.

16. The access to the intended site would be extremely 
difficult/dangerous for residents and other         road users in the area.

17. There is a large gas line that runs through the site,which would 
clearly create difficulties with            construction works and as a result, 
there would be probable safety implications for the site and             
surrounding areas.

18. The creation of such a site would involve the destruction of yet 
another "Green Field" site,                together with its impact on areas 
of wild-life.

19. There would be a detrimental effect on public footpaths in the 
area involved, and the "Listed"           gardens adjoining the site.

20. The supply of services to the site, i.e.  water,gas, electrical, would 
involve vast disruption to the        surrounding area, and would be an 
expensive process which would presumably be funded by        the 
tax-payer.

21. The effect on property values in the area would be highly 
detrimental to existing residents.

In conclusion I am strongly opposed to the inclusion of this site within 
the list of "possibilities" for Gypsies and Travellers and would strongly 
urge you to withdraw it on the above grounds.
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Wakefield

Wakefield

08/2312

08/2312

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

I have just learned today 28/10/08 of the proposal to make a travellers 
site in the field at the bottom of The Valley, Whitwell, with road access
 to the site along the back of the watercress beds.
I understand that there was supposed to be a 6 week consultation 
period which ends on 31/10/08 to allow for local residents to discuss 
this and raise any objections they might have to the plan.
I would like to point out that we have not been officially  informed of 
this plan and that the hearing it by chance conversation with friends is 
not good enough.
Whatever the outcome - and I wish to record my objection here - we 
should have had proper notification and a chance to air and discuss 
our views properly.

The Lilley Bottom Rd is not suitable for the kind of vehicles that would 
be involved and the entrance to the site would be on an extremely 
dangerous blind corner.
 
The site is on sloping ground and within the flood plain of the River 
Mimram.
 
It would encroach on the compulsory 70yd exclusion zone either side 
of the main gas pipe which runs across the field in question.
 
The village school and doctor's practice are already full and could not 
cope with an influx of added population.
 
There is an infrequent bus service which only serves the route between
 St. Albans and Whitwell.
 
There is not room to put a pavement along the stretch of road leading 
to the village.
 
The Post Office Stores has an uncertain future with the possibility of 
the Post Office being closed.
 
The risk of pollution to the River Mimram would jeopardise the historic 
watercress business below the site and could irreparably destroy the 

4
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wildlife environment of the river which is at present unspoilt and 
unpolluted and a haven for a considerably number of wildlife species.
Red Kites which have spread across the Chilterns and are protected are
 now frequently seren above the field in question.
 
There is an existing travellers' site within 5 miles of this site and there 
is no evidence that there is a need for further travellers pitches in the 
neighbourhood, particularly as the Gipsy Council has stated that North 
Hertrs is not a suitable area and that they do not want to come here.
 
I believe the Scott Wilson report is flawed and that the sites selected 
have not had proper site examination and should therefore be 
rejected.
 
The Government directive of 25th February states that travellers' sites 
should be situated close to centres of major development which 
Whitwell clearly is not.
 
I urge the Council to collaberate with the other councils concerned, 
both District and Parish and make a full and concerted protest against 
these proposals.

 Phillips08/2316 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Re: A Gypsy or Travellers Site at NH16- Whitwell Herts

I wish to comment on the above scheme.

I am concerned about the possibility of increased congestion in the 
High Street which has already reached its limits.  There is no paved 
road between the proposed site and the school or bus stop, no 
pavements for pedestrians, it is unlit, dangerous and twisting.

I understand there are four main gas pipelines running through the 
proposed site which is very close to a large gas transmission centre.  
There must be environmental safety concerns over this issue.

There is only one shop in the village, the post office, and due to the 
future of rural post offices is always in question.

3
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 Bennett08/2322 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

We are writing to you regarding th proposed Gypsy site in Whitwell.  
Needless to say we are absolutely disgusted by this idea.  No sooner 
have we overcome the Luton airport scenario, we are now faced with 
another major problem of travellers moving to the area.

There would be an increase in traffic, which Whitwell High Street can 
ill afford.  At present it takes up to five minutes to drive 200 metres 
through the village (in the rush hour) due to restricted parking and this 
congestion would only get worse.  The proposed site would surely be 
better suited to an area that could integrate the extra population 
within its current infrastructure, which Whitwell clearly cannot.
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 Bracey08/2323 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Formal Objection to the possible location of a Travellers site at NH16 -
 West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road

I wish to make a formal objection to this proposal for a number of 
reasons which are as follows:-

I understand that the owners of the land object to the proposed use of 
the land, and I agree with their objection.

The site will be close to the beginning of the River Mimram, and I feel
 the pollution to the river will almost be a certainty.  This will have a 
profound effect on the watercress beds, wildlife and general 
conservation.  The river Mimram is an important watercourse.

The roads through Lilley Bottom are not suitable for such a site, and 
this will cause danger and increased traffic.

The village is not large, and has a small school and a narrow High 
Street.  The roads are already failing in terms of repair, and services 
and amenities are very limited.  Congestion levels have reached a 
limit.  Such a development in my opinion would have no obvious 
benefits to the village, and would cause problems by increasing traffic 
to unacceptable levels.  Larger vehicles will add to an already growing
 problem on local narrow roads. and will increase the risk of an 
accident to local residents, especially pedestrians, cyclists and horse 
riders.

The site will be highly visible, and will be located near to a Gas 
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Transmission site.

I cannot believe that anyone could be serious in suggesting this site is 
in any way suitable for the purpose outlined.  The suggestion seems to
 have been plucked out of the air by someone who has little local 
knowledge of the area, and who has no interest in the beauty and 
unique nature of the valley along Lilley Bottom, and the negative 
impact such a site would have to the community as a whole including 
travellers.

The site should be located near to a larger town, where there are 
enough services, schools, infrastructure and transport facilities to 
provide the travellers and their children with their required needs.  This
 would be in their best interests and would promote Best Value and 
Equality Standards in Local Government.
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 Jenkins08/2326 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I was shocked to hear about the proposal to locate a gypsy and 
travellers site on Lilley Bottom Road in Whitwell.  This letter is my 
objection to these proposals for the following reasons.
Studying the proposed site for the gypsy and travellers site on the side 
of steeply inclined hill with only access onto a narrow road at a sharp 
bend; this does not look like a good or indeed viable option.  This 
position is also very visible to all around and hardly blends into the 
background or will be in keeping with the area.  It has no access to 
public sewerage facilities, there are 4 main gas pipes presently 
running through the proposed site and is very close to a large gas 
transmission site.

there is only one main road into the village from the Codicote road via
 St Pauls Walden all the others are not much more than wide Lanes.  
This includes Lilley Bottom road access onto this road will be 
hazardous and the proposed access point is on a very sharp narrow 
bend.  The walk into Whitwell will be along a narrow unlit road with no
 pavement , which still has a large throughput of traffic using Whitwell 
as a "rat run" from Luton to the A!.

From a schooling point of view, Whitwell only contains one primary 
school.  Increasing the number of children will put a major strain on 
this and lead to a potential decline in standards.   For older children 
they will have to travel to senior schools thus further adding to the 
traffic congestion in Whitwell.

In conclusion I am strongly raising my objections to the siting of a 
gypsy and travellers site in Whitwell.  It will be unsightly and highly 
visible on the hillside, its siting will significantly raise the hazard of an 
already dangerous road and Whitwell does not have the infrastructure 
to support the increase in population.

3

 Styles08/2328 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I would like to object to the proposed GYpsy and Travellers Site 
(NH16) West of the Bury, Lilly Bottom Road for the following reasons:
1.  This site would be an eyesore and blot on the landscape to 
Whitwell village which is surrounded      by the beautiful countryside .  
It would be hard to landscape owing to its elevated position on the      
slopes of the Mimram Valley.

2.  This land would have to be compulsory purchased from angered 

3
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owners who also object from          their land being used for this 
purpose.

3.  A gas pipeline runs across this proposed site and a safety corridor 
must be observed.  These     pipelines run into the gas 
transmission site less than half a mile away which in the past has been 
    struck be lightening into a huge fire (which took 12 + hours to get 
under control) causing the             inhabitants of nearby housing to be 
evacuated which is a reminder just how dangerous building       near 
major gas pipelines/installations is.

4.  The sloping Aspect of this site would make it difficult for van 
pitches.

5.  Access to the site by slow moving vehicles and caravans would be 
difficult and dangerous from      the narrow Lilley Bottom Road.

6.  There is no sewer connected to this site.

7.  There is a great danger of the Cress Beds and river being polluted 
below this proposed site.

8.  Access onto this site from Lilley Bottom Road would be difficult as 
this road is a very small lane      and vehicles trying to access the site 
are liable to be large,slow manoeuvring vehicles and             caravans.

9.  Traffic already at saturation point through the village would 
become impossible with more large        vehicles trying to get through 
the parked cars which narrow the road.

10. Schooling of more children would be a problem.  The local 
Primary School is nearing full and          Secondary Schools in Hitchin 
are oversubscribed already. 

11. Public transport is very poor in Whitwell so more cars would be on 
our local lanes making it              even more dangerous for other car 
users and pedestrians in the village.

12. Other services would be strained..... Doctors policing etc...
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The whole idea of placing this Gypsy site in Whitwell is illogical.  I 
therefore submit these objections against this site.

 Styles08/2333 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I would like to object to the proposed Gypsy and Travellers Site (NH16)
 above the Nine Wells Watercress beds in Whitwell.  I object for the 
following reasons:

All this land is privately owned whose owners also object to the 
proposed gypsy and therefore would involve expensive compulsory 
purchase of this land.
There are major gas pipelines running under this land of which a legal
 safety corridor must be observed.
The site does not have access to a public sewer.
The Cress Beds are situated just below this site and could easily be 
polluted and cause the cessation of the production of cress and also 
pollution of the River if this were allowed.
This site is situated on a sloping hill on the side of the valley, not idea 
for caravan pitches.
It would be an ugly blot in the countryside which would be very hard to
 disguise with trees etc. owing to its elevated position.
Access into Lilley Bottom Road will be fraught with dangers on this 
narrow lane which is quite often very busy.  Danger to other road users 
will be a certainty considering the large size and slow manoeuvring of 
these vehicles and vans that will be needed to gain access to the site.
Whitwell High Street is too narrow, as are all surrounding routes to the 
village to accommodate these often large caravans and vehicles.  Car 
parking on the High Street often brings the road down to one track 
width.
Whitwell Primary School is the only school within 500 metres of the 
site.  Secondary Schools in Hitchin are over subscribed and no buses 
of other transport are laid on to take children to other towns.
The bus service is poor so more cars, trucks, etc. will be causing 
congestion and pollution on our already crowded village streets and 
local lanes.
Policing of this site would be difficult if this Gypsy Site is in a village 
rather than on the outskirts of a town.

Please take all of these objections into consideration.

3
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 Bonfield08/2354 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Potential Gypsy & Travellers Site

My objections with reference to the above are as follows:-

Whitwell is an area of natural beauty and the potential Travellers site 
is not at all screened from view by the landscape and is visible from 
most of the village.

The village school is already running at full capacity, and getting to a 
senior school is difficult.

Public transport is, to say the least, sporadic and gives no link to 
Stevenage or Luton, both of which are areas of potential employment.

Major gas pipelines run across the site and building close to them is 
prohibited.

The High Street is already very congested at certain times of the day 
and increased traffic can only make it worse.

None of the local landowners are in favour, which I understand is not 
the case with other sites.

There are much better sites with much closer access to facilities, e.g. 
schools, shops, jobs, than this one.

There is a likelihood of upgrading this site in terms of green belt in 
which case it cannot be used.

There are numerous criteria in the Scott Wilson report that this site 
patently does not meet, whereas other sites fulfil most of the criteria.
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 Dowsett08/2355 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I object to the possible location of a Gypsy & Travellers site at NH 16 
West of the Bury, Lilley Bottom Road for the following reasons:
The site is privately owned and I understand that the owners object to 
the land being used in this way.  I believe the site has been included 
by nHDC to be within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.  The 
excavation of the site would make the Gypsy camp highly visible and 
totally out of keeping to the village there is no access to a public 
sewer.  There are four major gas pipelines running through the site 
and access on to Lilley Bottom Road will cause severe danger.  The 
village traffic through the village has reached capacity already and the
 increase including large vehicles will cause total congestion.

3

 Lyon08/2366 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

As the leader of the St. Paul's Walden Parish Plan,  a resident of St. 
Paul's Walden, and user of Whitwell village facilities, I wish to raise 
some issues which concern me regarding this proposal. 

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

Sustainable development would ensure that accommodation for 
travellers is located in an accessible area, where appropriate public 
transport, and availability of facilities, would minimise the need for car
 usage, and certainly ensure that households only needed one car, 
rather than 2 (or 3) which rural villagers often required. There is no bus
 stop within 500'metres- of the site. The bus service is extremely 
limited with noevening or mid day service. Taxis from larger cities cost 
£15-£20, so that it is not feasible to expect families to manage without
 a second car, without there being a feeling of social exclusion. An 
urban (or fringe of urban) location might be more suitable and more 
attractive to travellers. 

The local primary school is a small building. The school usually puts 
two school years in one classroom. There are only 5 classrooms in the 
building. It would be difficult to accommodate a large influx of 
children. 

Safety: The 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 junction to the main road has poor 
visibility. Planning permission for other developments in the village 

3
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has been refused citing poor visibility ¿ when the visibility at other sites
 was better!  

Access from the site to the Whitwell Village School and bus stop is 
along a dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities. We have a walking bus which takes children to school. 
Adding traffic will increase the likelihood of accidents.  

Another limitation in Whitwell is access to secondary school. Over the 
past few years, there has been considerable concern in the community 
concerning access to good quality secondary schools. Until this 
situation is resolved, it would not be sensible to increase the number of
 children in the village.  

Access to Whitwell is through narrow country lanes. Only the B651 from
 Hitchin is a two lane road wide enough to allow white lines, and even 
this is a common site of accidents. Increasing household numbers, and
 therefore car usage (due to the poor public transport, and need to 
drive children to secondary schools ¿ quite often children are offered 
taxis to distant schools by the LEA) will result in heavier traffic on roads
 unsuitable for this. As a rural area, this is a farming community, and 
there are many tractors and other farm machinery on the roads during 
the farming season.   

From a logistical point of view, the site does not have access to a 
public sewer. Furthermore, there are four major Gas pipelines running 
through the site and the site is very close to a large Gas transmission 
site. This could be a hazard. 

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

The village does not need, or want, such a development.  The site is 
privately owned and the owners object to the land being used for a 
Gypsy or Travellers site. 

It would change the character of the village. With the new plans for the
 Luton Flight path, this site will not be popular with travellers anyway!
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 Stewart08/2382 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

i. The site itself seems physically unsuitable for a number of 
reasons.  It is on sloping ground; access to the road network is via a 
sharp and narrow bend which would be potentially dangerous for any 
vehicles pulling out; there is no access to a public sewer on the site; 
access to village facilities (such as the village school) is along a narrow
 and twisting roadway, with no pavement, which reflects its 
unsuitability for pedestrian traffic and there are gas pipelines running 
through the site which I understand require a safety 'buffer zone' 
around them.

ii. Village facilities are not able to cope with an influx of new 
residents, particularly if that influx is variable.  This is particularly true 
of the small local primary school, where there is little tolerance for 
additional numbers of children, and also for the Village surgery.

iii. The village is already struggling to cope with the level of 
road traffic and access roads are often single track and frequently in 
poor condition.  Significant additional vehicular traffic will overwhelm 
them

iv. The site is privately owned and the landowners object to the
 proposed use for the land

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

Overall then, the site seems highly unsuitable and having examined 
the Scott Wilson report I am surprised that even a cursory physical 
examination of the site and its environment could have given it the 
category B classification in the report.

3
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 Peggie08/2395 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

¿ The site is within the proposed expansion of the Green Belt.
¿ The four landowners of the proposed site are not willing to 
sell it.
¿ There is no mains services at the site.  The site is also in 
view of the village.
¿ The size of the proposed site is an incredibly large area 
(27.9 Ha) and I feel that this is out of proportion with the small village 
that currently contains only around 450 houses.
¿ There is no available employment in the village which may 
lead to hawking and other even less desirable activities.  It is a 
disservice to the travellers to put them in such isolation.
¿ The primary school in the village is currently full and there 
is no secondary school closer than Hitchin or Harpenden.  This makes it
 clear that the education of the traveller's children would be 
problematical.  As a teacher I am deeply concerned about the 
children's education.
¿ 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. 

3
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 Peggie08/2399 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

¿ 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. Therefore, in future this may  not exist.
¿ The only bus service going from this village is extremely 
limited with no evening or middle of the day service. The bus-stops 
within the village are not within 500m of this site.  
¿ The congestion along the High Street is already at an 
unacceptable level, with the travellers going about their business and 
ferrying their families outside of the village for social & sports and 
other amenities, this would only increase the problem.  The roads 
leading to the village are also narrow and totally unsuited to any wide 
or heavy traffic.
¿ The site is privately owned by four landowners who are not 
willing to sell.
¿ There is no available employment in the village which may 
lead to hawking and other even less desirable activities.  It is a 
disservice to the travellers to put them in such isolation.
¿ 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 in comparison is completely out 
of proportion to a small village with only around 450 houses. 
¿ 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.
¿ 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. 

3
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 Dawson08/2487 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I believe that the proposed site in Whitwell is completely unacceptable
 for the following reasons.

1.  The site in question is not level (in fact is steeply sloping) and is 
very wet for most of the year, hardly ideal.
2.  Access to the site would be from what is the narrowest lane on the 
village and would be highly dangerous.
3.  There is High Pressure Gas Main running under the site, hardly 
suitable on safety grounds.
4.  Inadequate access to the proposed site from any direction.
5.  Village facilities are completely inadequate, the Doctors Surgery 
cannot cope with the residents now, the school is currently full, bus 
services to the village are almost non-existent.
6.  There are very few possibilities for shopping or entertainment in the
 village.

I find the proposals totally out of keeping for what is a small village 
that is struggling with few services and very narrow roads that are 
already overcrowded.

3
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 Douglas08/2579 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

As a resident of Whitwell village I would like you to note my objections
 to the possible location of the above site.
The whole idea seems very ridiculous to me but to remain constructive
 and objective I list below the reasons I think it would be implausible 
and impractical.  
* I believe that there are 4 major gas pipelines that run through the 
site and the site is very close to a large gas transmission site
 I think the site may be privately owned and the owners may object to 
the land being used for a gypsy/traveller site.
* The site is above the level of the road and is therefore highly visible. 
This does not lend itself in anyway for a gypsy camp.
* Access from the site to the Whitwell village school and bus stop is 
along a dangerous, narrow, twisting, unlit roadway with no pedestrian 
facilities.
* the only school nearby is a primary school.
* there is no bus stop within 50m of the site. The current bus service is 
poor with no evening or midday service.
* the access onto Lilly Bottom Road would be hazardous as it connects
 onto the main road at the inside of a very sharp, narrow bend.
* the River Mimram nearby feeds the ancient watercress beds and is a 
water catchment, pollution of this would be disastrous.
* The traffic in the high street has reached capacity already and an 
influx of large vehicles would cause added congestion.
* I am also aware that the site has been included by NHDC to be within
 the proposed expansion of the green belt.
* The site does not have a public sewer
* Finally the site would be clearly visible from many parts of the village

1
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 Powell08/2629 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

Such a camp should not be built in the Green Belt at all, especially 
immediately adjacent to a village conservation area.
 
A caravan site is a visually intrusive development totally unsuited for a 
site of this nature.
 
It should be placed on a brownfield /semi urban site.
 
Gipsy camps are always semi commercial, as I know from years of 
professional experience. They deal in scrap metal, waste disposal and 
paving/tarmacing. These commercial uses should be prevented on a 
Green Belt site.
 
Such commercial activites are highly polluting and are totally 
unsuitable for a site immediately next to a Grade 1 watercourse. The 
Mimram has seven pumping stations in the valley so the pollution risk 
to drinking water would be extremely high.
 
For these fundamental reasons, potentially breeching a whole host of 
planning laws, and many additional reasons like access and traffic, this
 proposal should be immediately rejected. 
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 Sansom08/2723 NH16: West of the Bury,
 Lilley Bottom Road, 
Whitwell, St Paul's 
Walden

I write further to the proposal to use my family's land for Gypsy and 
Traveller pitches and, would like to object to the site being located on 
or adjacent to our land based on the grounds set out more fully in my 
father's letter to you dated 15 March 2008.  Please take this as my 
express objection on those grounds and those that follow.  I have split 
my response into three areas;

1. Pollution concerns for the adjacent watercress beds.
2. Concerns regarding Whitwell as a proposed site.
3. Procedural issue concerns.
 
1.  Pollution/Contamination to the Watercourse and Ground Water 
unique to site NH16
In contrast to all other potential sites the NH16 site is adjacent to the 
commercial activity of watercress cultivation. This necessitates the use 
spring water for food production and is regulated by the necessary 
authorities.  I require NHDC to formally publicise all controls, which I 
assume have been investigated, with regards to the safe storage of 
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