
Gilston Concept Framework Consultation- Summary of Responses Submitted via email/letter 

Issue 
Number 

Organisation Page 
Number 

Comment 

Introduction, Vision and Objectives 

001 Essex County 
Council 

4 It is noted that “This masterplan is purely illustrative at this stage”. This may apply to the village layouts (in terms of road realignments and travel corridor 
changes) and ECC notes that these layouts may need to be revisited.  

  4 “It was recognised that the Gilston Area represents a sustainable location to accommodate development that will assist meet local housing needs, whilst also 
contributing to the economic regeneration of Harlow.” How is sustainability defined? 

  4 “The Gilston Area Concept Framework is based upon the evidence currently available. In light of the constraints and opportunities identified, the Concept 
Framework establishes the key principles that should underpin the redevelopment of the Gilston Area and guide the preparation of future detailed proposals.” 
What are the key principles? Not spelled out here or referenced in the contents. Are these as referred in Chapter 2 to from EHDP? 

 Canal & River 
Trust 

6 We note that reference is made to compulsory purchase of land required to facilitate the delivery of the river crossings. The Trust has only recently been 
contacted regarding the proposals for two new bridges over our water and airspace, but we have welcomed engagement in the design of these structures. 

 Essex County 
Council 

7 The CF states that it has been a collaboration between the Gilston landowners and East Herts Council, and “deals solely with matters relating directly to the 
Gilston Area, i.e. place making principles, direct site access, green infrastructure, etc. Wider planning matters concerning the greater Harlow area are being 
initially considered in other cross-boundary forums, including via officer joint working, and the Co-op Sustainable Development Board etc.” Given the close 
proximity of Harlow and potential evolution of HGGT governance arrangements over time, this paragraph could (as a description) reflect the importance of the 
wider Harlow area as an entity and the Garden Town objectives to deliver a whole, sustainable community. 

  7 “The Principal Landowners and East Herts are working collaboratively to prepare this Concept Framework. This collaboration has established a shared vision 
and a series of development objectives that are embraced by both groups to support the objectives of both districts within their respective Local Plans.” What 
are these objectives? Not spelled out here. Objectives as in Chapter 2 to from EHDP? 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

9 Chapter 2 particularly could set out aspects of key national and local context/policy/guidance that should have a fundamental influence on how Gilston should 
come forward. There is no reference, for example, to particularly relevant parts of the NPPF and NPPG or key local drivers such as Local Transport Plans, 
LEP Economic Development Plans, Minerals and Waste Local Plans, Hertfordshire Building Futures.  It could also provide some useful context on best/better 
practice from development elsewhere. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

9 The future of the Gilston development is inextricably linked with that of Harlow, but the Framework does not acknowledge this to the extent that it might, nor 
does is go as far as it could in terms of articulating the collective aspirations for Greater Harlow and what challenges and opportunities this generates. One 
could quite easily read the Vision and Aspirational/Development Objectives in Chapter 2 as if this were a standalone relatively isolated development, rather 
than one in very close proximity to a well-established town with shared issues and futures. 

 Essex County 
Council 

10 While the CF refers to the London-Stansted-Cambridge-Corridor Growth Commission and its published risks and opportunities, it does not mention the Harlow 
Enterprise Zone in this context. It acknowledges the strong ties to Harlow, “with the town providing many of the large scale retail shops, services and leisure 
facilities for the new community that are not provided on site.” This could also mention that Harlow would also provide major employment for Gilston residents, 
given that relatively limited job opportunities could be expected to be provided on the site itself. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

12 The context map should have placed the development area in the centre of the aerial photos to reflect the context for Harlow and Essex, given this 
development serves both and impacts on both rather than just East Herts. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 The rural character of the Gilson area, in contrast with Harlow, should be highlighted within B Local Context, given that this will be most affected and will drive 
the approach to Green Infrastructure for the new developments. 

 Essex County 
Council 

11, 12, 
13 & 15 

The CF lists the East Herts Local Plan objectives and guiding principles. Among these Guiding Principle 3 is “to promote self-containment by directing 
development to areas where there is reasonable proximity to services and facilities, and which reflect existing travel to work areas, school catchments, and 
retail spend patterns and functional geographies.” The maps shown on pages 11/12/13 do not illustrate where these facilities are located either within Herts or 
Essex, so do not demonstrate/support the rationale behind the location in close proximity to Harlow. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-  
Environment 

14 Point 4 should read “Identify land where development would be inappropriate for instance because of its environmental or historic significance.” 

 Harlow 14-15 It is recommended that some of the earlier parts of the Framework, including pages 14 to 15, provide more policy context on the Garden Town, as well as 
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Council more information on the emerging Harlow Local Plan, the important part that Harlow services will play in meeting the needs of residents of Gilston and on the 
principles of New Town design. 

 Environment 
Agency 

 We particularly support the development objectives set out in Chapter 3 to use the site’s natural features to sustainably manage water, and to sensitively 
integrate the site’s ecological and landscape assets into the development. 

 Canal & River 
Trust 

18 We note that the vision for Gilston describes key principles, including: 
Supporting Healthy and Sustainable Lifestyles 
Harmony with Nature 
We consider that the River Stort and the Stort Valley can help achieve these aims, with the right support and wider enhancements as part the development 
proposals.  

 Canal & River 
Trust 

20 We note the development objectives for the Gilston area include: 
Use of the site’s natural features to sustainably manage water. 
Provision of a network of pedestrian, cycle and green linkages to connect the site internally and to wider destinations and facilities. 
The Trust will be interested in how water management will affect the River Stort. The River Stort’s towpath will also be beneficial to new and existing 
communities in the area, as a walking and cycling link and leisure resource, and we are keen to discuss how this might be enhanced to meet the expectations 
of future users. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

20 There is no mention of greenspace management issues within Meeting Aspirational Objectives. All the existing objectives or concepts provide for physical 
infrastructure, built development and retention of natural assets – with no mention of any management requirements of such places.  This issue of 
management should be embedded from the outset to achieve the vision. 

 Essex County 
Council 

20 The aspirational objectives do not mention jobs/employment. These would likely be located largely off-site, i.e. within Harlow or further afield. ECC 
acknowledges that there is a demonstrated rationale for this approach, although the fourth objective could benefit from making clear that access to job 
opportunities locally (including those in Harlow) is an important factor. 

 Education 
Agency  

20 The explicit recognition in the objectives section that each village should have a distinct centre that includes an appropriate range of social infrastructure 
including education facilities, is welcomed. 

 Harlow 
Council 

22 It is recommended that ‘Strategy 3’, which is supported, be expanded to outline how this site sits within the wider regeneration strategy for the Garden Town, 
how it will relate to other sites in the Garden Town and how it will be phased alongside these sites. The ‘Strategic influences’ section should also make 
reference to the Garden Town. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

22 Strategic Influences – see 3.2 above.  The role of a “functional” countryside and land-use is missing. 
 

  23 “Fundamental to the success of the proposed development is the creation of a strong sense of place as a natural extension of a historic landscape and wider 
district character. To inform its character, existing spatial and functional typologies of many villages in and around Hertfordshire have been studied and scales 
compared.” Which villages and what lessons have been learned? 

  23 “Successful local villages offer amenity and services to their surrounding local communities. Depending on the scale of local demand, they often also include a 
range of pubs and café/restaurants, providing places for people to meet and socialise. In addition to commercial uses, local communities are brought together 
and defined by the cultural and public services available to them. These include schools, doctor’s surgeries and meeting places for faith and other community 
groups.”  It is unclear what precise messages have been carried across to the planning of the proposed development. 

 Historic 
England 

 We have concerns that this form of development is being identified as villages, as it is unlikely that housing on this scale, and positioned in such closely 
associated locations, could ever be read as villages in a traditional rural landscape setting, but would, in many key views, and in relation to designated heritage 
assets, be seen as a continuous suburban development spreading across the landscape. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Public Health 

 Walking and cycling networks, green infrastructure and open space are all crucial elements of overall built environment design that can have significant 
influence on healthy behaviours. It is essential that this infrastructure is in place from the outset in order for healthy behaviours to develop from the first 
occupation. We feel that the Concept Framework should therefore be making early delivery of healthy/sustainable infrastructure a priority in its development 
objectives. 

   I don’t agree with the principal “enabling prosperity”. Clarification is required on who exactly is going to prosper from this venture? 

 Hertfordshire  The concept of provision of “villages” is undermined by the fact that villages are usually surrounded by a hinterland of countryside or open land. Proposed 
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County 
Council- 
Environment 

development in fact proposes what are more appropriately termed urban villages or even neighbourhoods, although these are separated by greenspace to 
provide a sense of individuality. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 This issue remains critical at Gilston; providing “Green Infrastructure” does not secure its management or consequently, character and nature. This must be a 
fundamental consideration for Gilston. 

Community Facilities 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

81 & 96 HCC is concerned that only 15FE of primary education provision and 14FE of secondary education provision are being included within the proposed 
development. As stated in our previous representations, there is a demonstrable need to plan for up to 20FE of both primary and secondary provision in the 
Gilston development. HCC therefore request that the Concept Framework is amended to refer to a requirement for up to 20FE of both primary and secondary 
education provision. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

81 HCC welcomes the provision of education sites within this development and would encourage continued engagement with the developers and the District to 
ensure that the most appropriate pattern of provision and phasing of new school delivery can be agreed. HCC has a policy preference for primary schools of at 
least 2 forms of entry and would want to work with the District and the developer to understand how this aligns with the village approach within the Concept 
Framework. At secondary we would expect schools to be between 6 and 10FE. We note the approach in the Concept Framework to locate all secondary 
provision in the centre of the development. We would not expect the secondary schools to be co-located but rather provide a pattern of provision spread 
across the development. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

92 Whilst HCC welcome the inclusion of childcare provision within the Concept Framework, the terminology is incorrect and therefore could be misleading. The 
references to nursery and crèches should be removed and replaced with childcare provision. The indicative locations for childcare provision contained within 
the Concept Framework seem reasonable.  

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

96 HCC would expect new school sites to be compliant to current school building standards (including BB103 and Sport England requirements). HCC is able to 
share site specification documentation to inform the design process further. We would anticipate that new schools would enable an element of community use 
formalised through a Community Use Agreement. HCC would look to the development to provide the land and sufficient funding to deliver the educational 
infrastructure required to mitigate the yield from this development. Additional shared facilities such as sports provision, a leisure centre and indoor swimming 
pool could be considered within the design process but it should be noted that additional sources of funding would need to be identified (such as S106 Leisure 
obligations). 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

96 HCC would welcome the allocation of land within the school site for on-site playing fields that are suitable for the effective delivery of the PE curriculum.  
 

 Sport 
England 

 All new large playing field facilities will need to be supported by pavilions and car parks which will also have planning implications that require consideration. 

 Sport 
England 

 The masterplan and education/leisure facilities plan will not have accounted for the Council’s most up-to-date evidence base or the emerging evidence base of 
adjoining local authorities.  The need for a strategic cross-boundary approach is even greater for indoor sports facilities such as swimming pools and sports 
halls due to their more strategic nature and critical mass required to provide sustainable facilities.  As set out above Gilston offers the opportunity for a 
strategic approach to be taken to meeting such needs. 

 Sport 
England 

 The framework should require an outline planning application to be supported by a sports facility strategy for Gilston which accounts for the evidence base and 
the views of key stakeholders and which explains the facilities proposed and how they are intended to be provided in the development.  

 Sport 
England 

 Major developments such as Gilston provide excellent opportunities to embed Active Design principles at a strategic scale.  From considering the concept 
framework, in view of the alignment to Garden City principles, it is implicit that the development is seeking to be designed around many of the Active Design 
principles although this is not made explicit in the document. In particular, the Active Design principles relating to “walkable communities” “connected walking 
and cycling routes”, “co-location of facilities” and “multi-functional green space” offer particular potential to be applied in Gilston based on the concept 
framework. To help embed the principles and make it more explicit that designing the development to encourage physical activity is an objective, it is 
recommended that the relevant sections of the framework are reviewed to identify how the development can help deliver Active Design principles. 

   The local schools cannot cope with the influx of population.  

 Education  The ESFA notes that the concept framework is initially conceived as an evidence base document, but could be adopted for development management 
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Funding 
Agency 

purposes, or developed into a supplementary planning document, at a later date. If the framework was further developed as a form of guidance document, the 
ESFA would recommend that this should include clarifying requirements for the delivery of the new schools, including when they should be delivered to 
support housing growth, the minimum site areas required, any preferred site characteristics, and any requirements for safeguarding additional land for future 
expansion of schools. 

 Education 
Funding 
Agency 

 While it is important to provide clarity and certainty to developers, retaining a degree of flexibility about site specific requirements for schools is also necessary 
given that the need for school places can vary over time due to the many variables affecting it. The ESFA therefore recommend the council consider 
highlighting in any further development of this document that: 
specific requirements for developer contributions to enlargements to existing schools and the provision of new schools for any particular site will be confirmed 
at application stage to ensure the latest data on identified need informs delivery; and that 
requirements to deliver schools on some sites could change in future if it were demonstrated and agreed that the site had become surplus to requirements, 
and is therefore no longer required for school use. 

 Education 
Funding 
Agency 

 It will be important to ensure that schools are delivered in early phases as part of the development of the village centres to ensure that sufficient capacity is in 
place to meet the need for school places generated by development. This will need to be carefully planned based on the latest data on the capacity of schools 
in the local area and an evidence based approach to calculating the anticipated pupil yield from the new development. 

 Education 
Funding 
Agency 

 There is a need to ensure that education contributions made by developers are sufficient to cover the increase in demand for school places that is likely to be 
generated by development. 

 Education 
Funding 
Agency 

 The document states that developers will be expected to fully fund education provision in the Gilston area. This clear statement of expectations of developers 
is strongly supported. Emerging ESFA proposals for forward funding schools as part of large residential developments may also be of interest to the council. 

 Roydon 
Parish 
Council 

 A park at the edge of the development has been mentioned but this should be further defined and provision should be made for it to be properly managed 
going forward. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

 HCC would seek a range of childcare provision throughout the development. This needs to include both nursery classes within the new primary schools and 
opportunities for private providers.  
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

 There is no mention in the Concept Framework of provision for young people outside of the educational day. In order to provide for the activities set out in the 
Education and Inspection Act 2006, Part 1, Section 6 the site must provide sufficient and appropriate venues within their communities. Ideally these venues 
would include, halls, meeting/ group work rooms, access to IT and kitchen facilities where young people can develop independent living skills.  
 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

 Given the severe implications of not adequately providing for young people HCC request that the Concept Framework provides further details of the plans for 
the community buildings and how they will be accessible to young people in particular those that are more vulnerable and have the greatest need.  
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Property 

 Discussions are ongoing with the relevant service (Libraries, Waste Management, Fire & Rescue) regarding their requirements and further details will be 
provided when an application is submitted.  
 

 Essex County 
Council 

 ECC schools data show that school places in Harlow are generally under pressure to meet demand, with limited spare capacity identified. Accordingly, ECC 
has advised its HCC Education planning colleagues that the Gilston scheme will, as a principle, need to accommodate its own future education requirements 
through planned and timely new provision of facilities.   

 Essex County 
Council 

 Information held by ECC shows an issue of limited childcare availability across all of Harlow. This gives rise to a concern that families moving into new homes 
in the Gilston area could necessitate a need to travel into Harlow to access their childcare, which would mean more transport problems coming into Harlow on 
a road that is already busy and congested at peak times. ECC therefore advises that the timing of new Early Years Childcare provision alongside occupation of 
new homes at Gilston will be important to plan for, to achieve an appropriate balance between newly arising (and increasing) demands vis a vis new provision 
and in relation to the nature of childcare providers’ operational business needs. 
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 Essex County 
Council 

 Where there is the need for a new school identified, it is ECC’s usual practice to also seek inclusion of childcare provision alongside. 

Employment and Retail 

 Essex County 
Council 

54 This refers to Gibberd, and the connection with Harlow, being “essential to integrating Gilston Area in its context, and informing Harlow’s own long-term 
regeneration. Mutual benefits are envisaged – not least helping to create more sustainable travel to work patterns for the major employment locations in the 
town.” Use of the word “for” rather than “to” does not give weight to the importance to Gilston of Harlow providing the only major local employment for the 
Gilston area residents. 

 Essex County 
Council 

120 Successful Communities does not refer to (access to) jobs, as this currently states: “Shops, schools and local amenities will be within easy walking distance of 
homes, in keeping with the original principles of Garden Cities.” 

 Essex 
Chamber of 
Commerce 

 The provision of retail units within each of the villages is welcomed. The proposed workspace, commerce and entertainment provision at ground floor level 
should ensure there will be some employment within the villages themselves rather than them being dormitory communities with their populations commuting 
out to work.     

   There is not enough employment in the area. 

   It seems extremely unlikely that Harlow Town, even when fully regenerated, could deliver the 5,000 – 7,500 jobs (both adults in a household in full time 
employment) required. The new population will not work in the area and just travel to London. 

   Retail areas will not be able to deal with the influx of people especially as East Herts Council has already facilitated the reduction in parking spaces. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Public Health 

 The Concept Framework does not consider general principles around retail food provision and the governance of this. Whilst the Spatial Framework refers to 
an aspiration for variety and local centre distinctiveness, what is not clear is the governance of this, or the criteria against which village centre businesses will 
be permitted. We would hope that the Gilston village centres restrict hot food takeaways particularly, and the need for planning policies which mitigate for a 
balance of food outlets would be important. The detail that is missing here – and that we would ask to be clearly articulated further in the continuing design 
process – is how village centres can offer a balance that enables healthy eating behaviours through choice. 

Governance 

 Roydon 
Parish 
Council 

 The proposed governance arrangements are encouraging but need further clarification. 
 

Green Belt 

   Opposition to development in the Green Belt. 

 Sellwood 
Planning 
representing 
landowners 
(Land to the 
North of Pye 
Corner)  

 The Green Belt boundary appears to have been drawn to reflect the landownership boundary of the Gilston Consortium rather than the advice in the NPPF. 
The correct approach to drawing green belt boundaries is to use the guidance in paragraph 85 of the NPPF. The logical, consistent and NPPF compliant 
boundary would be to run the new outer Green Belt boundary along the A414 and Eastwick Road.  This would exclude my client’s land (Site C- Land north of 
Pye Corner) from the Green Belt along with other properties on northern side of Eastwick Road. 
 

 Harlow 
Council 

 It is noted the proposed Green Belt boundary seems logical but further discussions would be welcomed on this matter taking into consideration Harlow and 
Epping Forest Districts’ Green Belt Reviews in order to secure a consistent approach. 

Historic Environment 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

28 The accompanying “Plan of existing archaeological sites and built heritage” does not fulfil the description.  It only shows designated “sites”; i.e. Scheduled 
Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas, etc.  Since Chapter 2 includes Areas of Archaeological Significance in the list of designations included in 
the Local Plan, it would be appropriate to at least add these Areas to the Plan.  To fulfil the plan’s description properly, relevant “archaeological sites” should 
also be included on it. 

 Canal & River 
Trust 

29 This section should include the significance of the river network for transporting grain and other goods at the time the river was canalised, to improve transport, 
in the 18th Century.  

 Historic 
England 

 The Concept Framework has identified those sites that are our primary interests, which are Grade I and II* listed buildings, scheduled monuments and 
registered gardens and designed landscapes, and their settings. There does not appear to be reference to the two registered parks and gardens to the south 
west of the site.  This should be included. 

 Historic  We also have concerns, that the Concept Framework does not give sufficient focus to the importance of setting for nationally designated sites, particularly 
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England listed buildings and scheduled monuments. 

 Historic 
England 

 Historic England consider that a more thorough and robust HIA is necessary to inform firstly the local plan allocation, and then subsequently the Concept 
Framework and finally the planning application.  

 Historic 
England 

 Pressure on heritage assets and their settings might be reduced by the relocation of areas of development elsewhere within the red line boundary of the site. 
As currently proposed the masterplan focuses all development to the southern and eastern side of the wider Gilston estate, with large undeveloped areas to 
the north and west. This approach inevitably leads to greater impact on the series of scheduled sites to the south of the site, and to an extent on Gilston church 
nearer to the middle of the estate.  

 Historic 
England 

 The Mount (medieval park) is currently largely covered in woodland. Its presence in the landscape is easy to read, although the site itself would benefit from 
better management. The proposed masterplan keeps open parkland to the north, but would introduce development to the west, south and east. On the south 
side the open setting of the scheduled monument would be retained to some extent by the allocation of the site for the playing fields associated with a school, 
but we are concerned that the village centre, to the south west, and housing, to the south east, would come too close to the monument, thereby harming its 
immediate setting, its legibility and its significance. We would recommend its relocation further away from the monument, and a strategy that restricted harm to 
the setting of the monument by restricting height in its immediate vicinity, and along the east-west ridge on which it is located. 

 Historic 
England 

 Height of development relative to the ridge is also clearly going to be an issue when considering the harm caused by the proposed development on the 
parkland to the north, which forms the setting of the Grade II* Gilston Park House. While development in Harlow is visible in some distant views from within the 
park, the designed landscape setting of the mansion house at Gilston Park has survived long-term neglect and intensive agriculture. While welcoming the 
proposed restoration of part of the parkland, we consider that the string of individual blocks proposed in the masterplan along the line of the ridge, to the west 
of the Mount, would severely compromise the setting of Gilston Park House. 

 Historic 
England 

 The proposed masterplan proposes development close to both moated sites, and would radically impact on their relationship with the wider landscape and 
their immediate settings. This impact would be a significant harm, and one which, in our opinion, should be addressed by revisions to the masterplan.  

 Historic 
England 

 The majority of the planned housing put forward in the proposed masterplan would be screened in most key views to and from St Mary’s church and Johnston 
monument. We are most concerned, however, by the proposed housing to the south, which would harm the setting and significance of both church and 
monument. 

 Historic 
England 

 There are clearly a number of other heritage assets both designated and non-designated in and around the site including a number of conservation areas, 
listed buildings, buildings of local interest, Hunsdon airfield, other scheduled monuments and the registered parks and gardens to the south west. You should 
consult the Historic Environment Record held by Herts County Council. You should also consult your in-house conservation officers for advice on other assets. 

 Essex County 
Council 

 Across the boundary within Harlow District the historic water-meadows in the Stort valley have largely remained as open (undeveloped) land. It should be 
noted that if development work encroaches onto these areas, in particular the proposed Central and Eastern Stort Crossings, these will impact on peat and 
alluvial deposits within the river valley and on potentially buried prehistoric remains.  

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 Having included “Archaeology and Heritage” in the Baseline Summary, there is no mention of it in Chapter 5.  There is a brief section entitled “Response to 
Ecological Constraints” under Green Infrastructure, on p.90 - a similar section on the historic environment would be useful at an appropriate point in the 
document, outlining the strategy to be adopted with regard to the provision of archaeological mitigation for the development. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 The History and Heritage map should be dated, as should the following historic maps for Gilston. 

 Historic 
England 

 We would suggest that it would be appropriate for development of this scale and complexity to have an SPD. Historic England consider that the appropriate 
sequence of events for development of this scale should be the plan allocation, then preparation of an SPD followed by planning. To that end, it would seem 
appropriate for the SPD to follow on from the Local Plan EiP. Submission of a planning application in advance of the publicat ion of the Inspector’s report would 
be considered. We would therefore advise the developers to follow due process in this sequential approach in the Plan led system, therefore ensuring that full 
consideration is given to the historic environment.  

Housing 

 Essex County 
Council 

52 ECC notes the imperative identified by Hertfordshire LEP, to promote and accelerate homes delivery, particularly through strategic developments, such as 
Gilston. ECC supports this objective, in particular through Garden Communities, among which Gilston forms an important part.  This part of the Concept 
Framework does not develop or set out delivery details, such as mechanisms or vehicles in order to achieve the LEP and Local Plan homes delivery aims. 

 Harlow 102 Harlow Council, as suggested by page 102 of the Framework, should form part of the management and governance arrangements for the area and inform 
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Council further discussions in relation to design and masterplanning for the site. In particular discussions should focus on the provision of affordable housing at Gilston, 
its location and apportionment which seems to be lacking in detail in the Framework.  

  122 “All homes will achieve reductions in regulated on-site carbon emissions (relative to Building Regulations Part L) through highly efficient fabric and services 
specifications and potential renewable technologies, in addition to passive layout and design including optimising southerly façade and roof orientation, fixed 
solar control measures, window design for controlled and secure natural ventilation.” What are “potentially” renewable technologies? 

 Essex County 
Council 

130 Programming and Build Out section references the need for development to commence as soon as possible and ECC welcomes and supports this. The 
Phasing section refers to Development & Delivery triggers being identified through further evidence and the planning application process.  Subsequent 
documents would benefit from addressing and developing proposals for this consideration. 

   Doubt that any of the housing built will be affordable. 

 Essex 
Chamber of 
Commerce 

 No objections in principle to the proposals, the housing provision will be welcome in the context of Public Health England relocating to Harlow. 

   What provisions have you sought to ensure the Social Housing proposed for Gilston is for East Herts residents? 

 Derrick Wade 
Walters 
representing 
Gilston Park 
Management 
Company 
Limtied 

 Our client’s site sits more or less centrally within the allocation. Our clients have accepted the reality of the proposal and they would see some merit in working 
alongside Places for People, in releasing part of their land holding for complementary residential development. Land ownership map is attached to 
representation that shows potential for 24 units. 

 Framptons 
Planning 
representing 
Landowners 
(Land to the 
south of 
Gilston) 

 It is disappointing to note that the option for identifying land to the south of Gilston for housing has not been included in this first draft framework plan. 

Infrastructure 

 Thames 
Water 

46 It is noted that the final paragraph in Section F indicates that Rye Meads Sewage Treatment Works (STW) has capacity for development until 2040. The latest 
update in relation to Rye Meads (STW) is that it is expected to have capacity in the final effluent stream until 2036. However, there may be upgrades required 
to the sludge and storm streams during AMP7 which runs from 2020 to 2025. 

 Thames 
Water 

46 Surface water should be disposed to a sustainable urban drainage system and watercourse as stated in the Concept Framework with no discharge to public 
sewer. 

 Harlow 
Council 

46 Page 46 of the Framework refers to sewerage infrastructure on the site with images suggesting a sewer would connect to the trunk sewer north of Harlow. 
Further evidence will need to be prepared to ensure that the current network at Harlow for foul water discharge has capacity for the entire Garden Town before 
this assumption can be made. 

  48 “Affinity Water are the water supply authority for the Harlow area. An assessment of the proposed water demand for the proposed Gilston Area has been 
undertaken by Affinity Water. They have confirmed that there is capacity within their existing infrastructure to supply the proposed Gilston Area development. 
The supply will be from their existing twin trunk mains which run north-south through the development just to the east of Eastwick.” The Thames water sewer is 
indicated on the map but there is no discussion of sewage disposal or capacity. 

 Essex County 
Council 

48 (Superfast) Broadband is mentioned here, but this reference needs to be updated, as two current service providers now provide fibre connections to the 
premises free of charge to any new development over the scale of 30 properties. Accordingly, ECC suggests adding text to the effect of: 
“Developers would be expected to work with a Superfast Broadband network provider to ensure all new homes and businesses have access to internet 
services delivered over fibre connections”. 

 Thames 
Water 

130 Chapter 6 it is stated that “Precise details of the anticipated programme and delivery will be discussed in more detail as the project advances to the next stage 
of detailed design.“ If there are any proposed changes to the anticipated timescales for delivery of development in the Gilston Area then these should be 
communicated to Thames Water at the earliest opportunity. 
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   Water supply will be an issue. 

   Until a decision is made of Princess Alexandra Hospital plans must be considered provisional. It looks like Princess Alexandra Hospital will be relocated to 
another site and Gilston appears to be the favourite. If it were the land required would be significant and would affect the proposals for Gilston. 

   The Gilston Area should be the new location for the Princess Alexandra Hospital. 

   Health facilities cannot cope with the influx of population.  

 Harlow 
Council 

 The Framework notes that residents of Gilston will be using important services in Harlow including the Princess Alexandra Hospital. It fails to mention the need 
for the hospital to expand in order to cater for a rise in population generated by new housing coming forward. Options are being considered as to how the 
hospital could expand including possible relocation to land outside Harlow. The Gilston masterplan site should indicate where a hospital could be sited if it was 
considered necessary to relocate it north of Harlow. 

   There is no real assessment of the effects of other joining authorities Local Plans 2016 to 2031 on the existing services and infrastructures. 

   Concerns about the statutory services (electric, gas, communications, sewage and drainage). 

   There is little, if no, reference to the substantive issues surrounding health and social care provision. 

 Roydon 
Parish 
Council 

 GP services would be required and the Parish Council has concerns about how this new large scale development will impact on Roydon residents who 
traditionally use Hertfordshire GP services. 

   There is no clear programme of infrastructure delivery. 

 NHS East 
and North 
Herts CCG 

 We are aware that the concept framework has outlined suggested healthcare provision in the form of building primary care health centres in three of the seven 
villages. A development of this scale would certainly require the provision of additional healthcare premise(s), however the configuration of such new 
infrastructure would need to be carefully worked through, in terms of recruitment and costings. 

 NHS East 
and North 
Herts CCG 

 ENHCCG expect any legal agreement agreed between the Developer and EHDC on Developers contributions to allow for retrospective contributions. 
ENHCCG would wish to be involved and consulted on any agreement. For the above reasons a S106 contribution and /or the provision of additional new 
premises space on affordable terms (to the NHS locally) will be sought to make the scheme favourable to NHS England and East & North Herts CCG. 

 NHS East 
and North 
Herts CCG 

 We believe that the scale of this development justifies a full Health Impact Assessment (HIA) to be undertaken and we request assurance that this will be 
undertaken, as part of the progression to planning application. 

 NHS East 
and North 
Herts CCG 

 As well as the importance of a significant investment by the developer in General Practice services, it is also vital to consider the impact of the proposed 
development and additional residents on community, mental health and acute healthcare services. 

 NHS East 
and North 
Herts CCG 

 The CCG and NHSE are keen to work with the developer to ensure that local healthcare services have sufficient investment to continue to meet the needs of 
existing patients, and also the needs of the additional population that this proposed development will bring. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 Development Objectives include reference to managing water sustainably, but despite national and local policy and guidance, there is no reference to 
managing energy sustainably (or sustainable waste management for that matter). District heating networks, for example, are not taken forward for the reasons 
explained in the separate Gilston Area Energy Strategy - but the story is not told as clearly as it could be in the Framework.  It should be relatively 
straightforward to recast the Framework to do this. 

Natural Environment 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

30 Visual and Landscape Character Surrounding parks and open spaces. 
Several “local” sites are mentioned.  However, if included to reflect their international and national ecological importance the description should state: 
Lea Valley - is a RAMSAR Site and Special Protection Area; 
Epping Forest is a Special Area of Conservation; 
Broxbourne Woods (included only on the map) is an SAC and part National Nature Reserve; 
Hatfield Forest NNR. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

31 The maps of GI show strategic green links needs revisiting, with clear, structured proposals. 

 Hertfordshire 34 Site morphology and landscape features – Habitats and Landscape definition – this should also mention floodplain as a key landscape typology which 
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County 
Council- 
Environment 

describes this character better than wetlands, which would also include ponds, lakes, rivers and streams.   

 Essex County 
Council 

35 ECC notes an omission under “Habitat and Landscape Definitions.” ECC suggests that both “Hedgerows” and “Trees including mature and veteran” should be 
included. 

 Canal & River 
Trust 

40 We note and support the reference to the provision of “measures beneficial to the dispersal/movement” of otter and water voles, and would request that these 
are implemented in coordination with the Trust’s Environment team. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

41 There appear to be some minor anomalies with the representation of Wildlife Sites on the Habitat constraints map, mainly associated with Hunsdon SSSI 
which should not be shown as a LWS given it is an SSSI, and Hunsdon Churchyard which is shown as a species site but in fact should be mapped as the 
churchyard boundary.   

 Canal & River 
Trust 

46 We note that the surface water drainage strategy is to discharge to local water courses and that has been approved by the Environment Agency. We are also 
keen to discuss further the impact of the development, surface water drainage and any water treatment works on river flow, which may affect the Trust’s 
management of controlling the water level, and particularly of the sluices along the river.  Some of these are still manually operated, and it may be appropriate 
to upgrade these to mitigate the impact of the development. 

  46 “An assessment of the impermeable areas across the site has been undertaken and work has been carried out to determine the necessary areas required for 
dry attenuation features (swales & basins) throughout the development areas, which will be linked in a cascade fashion down the hillside prior to discharging 
back to the water courses. These have been assessed for the 1in100 year storm event plus climate change allowance.” The problem with this statement is that 
the whole development creates a huge impermeable area meaning very large attenuation tanks/basins will be required. It is stated that this water will then 
cascade down the hillside , how will this be controlled?  

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

47 It is unclear why the fields to the east of the A414 crossing of the Stort (Fifth Avenue) are not shown as floodplain grassland when they appear to be 
grasslands within the floodplain from photographic and map (p47) evidence. 

 Natural 
England 

54 The HRA for the Local Plan states that the finding of no likely significant effects is “contingent upon the signature, adoption and implementation of the Epping 
Forest (Special Area of Conservation (SAC) MOU between the HMA authorities, Hertfordshire County Council, Essex County Council, Natural England and the 
Corporation of London.” Given that a Zone of Influence for the SAC has not yet been identified and that no mitigation measures have yet been agreed for 
implementation, Natural England advises that an impact on Epping Forest Special Area of Conservation cannot yet be ruled out. Therefore the finding in 
Chapter 4.K. that there are no constraints on the development is, at this stage, premature. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

64 Strategy 1 (Chapter 5)- This should create genuine landscape corridors between the villages, not reduced to the thickness of a single hedgerow. Whilst this 
technically remains a corridor, this is not a reasonable approach to the creation of independent villages or provision of robust functional ecological corridors.  
This is especially pertinent between Villages 5 and 1 where the corridor is essentially lost and also between villages 3 and 2. 
 

 Essex County 
Council 

77 The green wedges within Harlow were designed to separate the various “hatches”, but also to enable walk/cycle connections.  Those shown for Gilston relate 
more to site topography and may not necessarily follow desire lines for connectivity with Harlow, i.e. the connection between Village 1 and Fifth Avenue via the 
Eastwick roundabout could be the main vehicular access from much of the site into Harlow, but would also be a key sustainable transport route (particularly for 
the proposed north-south sustainable transport corridor) but the Strategic Parks plan does not reflect this aspect. 

 Canal & River 
Trust 

78 The Trust supports the Key Green Infrastructure objectives, but would need to be involved in the designs of specific proposals, and ensure that there would be 
no adverse impact on navigation or any other operational functions of the River Stort. Towpath connections and improvements are not referred to in the 
document, and should be specifically referenced, as these will be important in order to support the increased use by the additional local residents and visitors 
to the area. 

 Canal & River 
Trust 

83 We are supportive of proposed enhancements to our network that will help it enable new and existing communities to maximise the potential of the river valley.  
However, we are keen to be involved in proposals that affect the River Stort and its towpath. The Trust is supporting the Herts and Middlesex Wildlife Trust’s 
Heritage Lottery Fund bid to improve the Stort Valley, and we are keen that proposals for the Gilston Area align with, and facilitate where possible, the bid’s 
vision and plans. 

 Essex County 
Council  

87 The SuDS system should be designed to manage the 1 in 100 year storm event +40% climate change allowance; not 30% as stated. 

 Essex County 118 The principle of having “green buffer zones to create a defined boundary” (together with the severance due to the A414) could potentially be at odds in some 
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Council  instances with sustainably integrating the site with Harlow, requiring careful consideration and design. However, healthy living/active lifestyles may be 
encouraged if the sustainable linkages with Harlow can be achieved, with increases of active travel modes for journeys within the site and to Harlow. 

   Perhaps the Stort Valley between the present crossing at Eastwick and the B181 should be made a Nature Reserve and the management/ownership assigned 
to either Herts & Middlesex or Essex Wildlife Trusts.  

   The local farms should be integrated into the plan for the Gilston Area. 

 Harlow 
Council 

 The provision of green infrastructure routes, Green Wedges and a recognition of Gibberd’s design principles as part of the masterplanning process is 
welcomed and supported. It is expected, however, that the Green Wedge network of Harlow would have continued through the “gateway” entrance to the 
Gilston site, providing a golden thread that links the old with the new as proposed in the Green Infrastructure Plan for the Harlow Area. The existing point of 
entry currently fails to adhere to the Green Wedge principles of swathes of green spaces providing leisure facilities and wildlife habitat. 

 Harlow 
Council 

 The Framework and masterplanning should also have regard to design work being undertaken for the Garden Town before the submission of a planning 
application. Harlow’s Open Space and Green Infrastructure Study (2013), Green Wedge Review (2014) and the Green Belt Review (2016) which are available 
on the Council’s website, should be referred to and taken into consideration. 

 Harlow 
Council 

 Reference to improving the Stort Valley is welcomed and it should be enhanced with a mixture of wild areas and spaces given over to open water. This will 
provide an attractive corridor and link between Harlow and Gilston rather than acting as a divider between the two communities. 

 Natural 
England 

 Natural England also notes the proximity to Hunsdon Meads Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). We would expect the vision to consider potential impacts 
upon the SSSI and seek mitigation and enhancement measures where appropriate. 

 Environment 
Agency 

 There is no mention of the historic landfill site at Pole Hole Farm which we understand the new river crossing/approach road will cross over. Development over 
this land has the potential to mobilise contaminants and cause pollution. This should be acknowledged in the document and further investigation carried out of 
the pollution risks. 

 Environment 
Agency 

 We are happy that the Stort Valley, the main rivers and their riparian habitats have been recognised as sensitive and influential landscape features to be 
protected and enhanced. The developers need to ensure that they do not just mitigate the effects of the development e.g. by taking action to maintain wildlife 
access along the river corridor where new/extended crossings are proposed, but go beyond this to really enhance the river corridor over and above the 
condition in which it is currently in. Protection of the site’s environmental assets will also need to be considered by the increased recreational pressure posed 
by this sizeable development. 

 Environment 
Agency 

 We are pleased to see efforts to minimise flooding and the impacts of climate change, with development parcels sequentially designed to be outside the 1 in 
1000 flood event, and the incorporation of multifunctional sustainable drainage systems (SuDS) to also address water quality and ecology issues. Although the 
ongoing management of SuDS is often overlooked and needs to be considered at the design stage in order for them to continue operating effectively long-
term. 

 Environment 
Agency 

 We support all water efficiency measures as the south-east is a highly water stressed region, and the size of this new development will continue to add to this 
stress. Average water usage per person per day should be 110 litres or less. 

 Environment 
Agency 

 Due to the sensitive groundwater beneath the site that supports public drinking water supplies, it is good that soakaways are not proposed on site, as these 
would risk pollution of the groundwater. 

 Environment 
Agency 

 We are extremely pleased that foul drainage is proposed to Rye Meads Sewerage Treatment Works, which is the most appropriate solution for this scale of 
development. 

   The boundary of the development should be fringed with a woodland strip, which includes a recreational route. This would curtail the visual impact of the 
development, provide landscape mitigation, and similar to the other development provide a recreation resource.  

   It is mentioned that there are four main watercourse systems on and near the site and these will be used as the preferred means of collecting and discharging 
surface water from the site. If the four mentioned water courses are the only means of draining away surface water, water from natural springs and rainfall, 
then I believe we will all be living with surface water problems and flooding. 

   Water drainage problems exist already (Eastwick Brook and Pole Hole Farm) before the proposed housing is delivered. 

 Essex County 
Council 

 As a generic point, ECC considers the information (and evidence work) relating to landscape matters contained within these chapters to be relatively 
comprehensive. 

   The Stort floodplain is tactically flooded every year, this is mainly to prevent flooding in the Tottenham area and beyond, with all the extra surface water 
draining to the floodplain from the four watercourses, the floodplains will not be able to protect the housing downstream.  

 Essex County 
Council 

 In any planning application, it would need to be demonstrated that infiltration is not feasible on site through site-specific infiltration testing. Any discharge to 
watercourses should look to follow the natural drainage regime. 

 Essex County  The Essex SuDS Design Guide should be used when designing surface water drainage on the site if surface water is going to be discharged to any 
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Council watercourses which run through Essex or ultimately end up discharging into Essex. 

 Essex County 
Council 

 As well as considering fluvial flooding, it should be ensured that development is sequentially placed outside of areas of surface water flood risk 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Public Health 

 There is no explicit reference to air quality in the Concept Framework. We feel it is important to explicitly include given the size and location of the Gilston Area 
development. Whilst air quality will be addressed in the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), the fact still remains that a development of this size and 
location will generate air pollutants, and will also potentially expose a brand new community to increasing levels of air pollutants. The framework would benefit 
from a development objective that further detailed design will account for potential exposure to poor air quality. 

   There is no indication of who will look after these “parklands” once Places for People have completed their contract.  The local councils are under strain 
already.   

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 Possibilities are likely to exist to use material in construction that is found within pockets of accessible mineral which may only be discovered during 
construction. This could reduce the need to import other building materials from elsewhere. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 The presence of veteran trees should be mentioned in the text.  The arable land is mentioned only in the context of Great Crested Newts, but should also be 
mentioned in the text as the dominant land use which characterises the ecology of much of the Gilston site. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 Much is made of increasing access to and awareness of nature which is welcomed, but the impact of increasing access will inevitably cause disturbance and 
harm to more sensitive species.  This issue must be very carefully considered for the most sensitive habitat complex which is the Stort Valley, where access is 
to be improved. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 Maintaining and enhancing the existing ecology are supported, but nowhere is there any suggestion as to how this is to be achieved or managed. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 The strategic Green Link between Villages 5 and 1 is effectively severed by the proposed development layout; at present it can’t possibly be viewed as 
providing such a link. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 The Ecology Strategy Plan appears reasonable showing key primary and secondary corridors, but in places these are inconsistent with strategic green 
corridors and village layout (see above).  Also, it is not clear as to what is meant by woodland park when the airfield is likely to remain as arable or open 
grassland. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 If the ideals of a Garden City are genuinely to be pursued, every Village should have its own community orchard, allotments, etc. – consistent with Howard’s 
original vision. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 It is unclear what is meant by Parkland character as opposed to the character of other Greenspace or undeveloped areas?  These terms need to be explained 
better. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council- 
Environment 

 There is no mention of management of existing woodlands or future woodlands which would otherwise generate ecological benefits. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-

 Details of SUDS feature management will need to be provided given that these constitute a significant proportion of strategic green corridors which will in turn 
influence the potential these have in providing ecological resources. 
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Environment 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The provision of natural and semi-natural Green Spaces within otherwise urban environments is welcomed although given their location they will inevitably be 
subject to disturbance which will conflict or limit their ecological potential.  This needs to be considered when designing and managing them. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The provision of allotments and orchards is welcomed.  The inclusion of urban farms needs further consideration – there is too little space within the settlement 
areas themselves, especially when no mention of farming is made within the open land and parkland areas. 

 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 It is unclear why the proposals on the Biodiversity Strategy to link protected and enhanced habitats, do not in themselves link up, which they should where they 
are also proposed as strategic green links. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 Management Plans will need to be provided for the Parklands and Farmland, as well as some Parks and Open Spaces, otherwise all of the biodiversity 
aspirations will be lost under a regime of amenity cuts for grassland or similar.   

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 Phasing refers to facilitating a wider growth beyond the Gilston area, across the greater Harlow area.  Further development beyond the present site will have 
implications for the details of what Green Infrastructure is proposed for creation and management now, at Gilston. 

Transport 

 Essex County 
Council 

51 The text in this section concentrates on vehicular movement and access, although it refers to bus services and “The main existing link from the Gilston Area is 
via a footway which runs alongside Fifth Avenue there are a number of public rights of way connecting the site to the Stort Valley and beyond.” The text does 
not make reference to the existing severance issues caused by the presence of the A414 to the south of the Gilston site, which is particularly relevant in terms 
of the future impacts this could have on pedestrian and cycle connections with Harlow. 

 Essex County 
Council 

54 The text refers to a wide range of constraints having been set out in the chapter.  These could include that of A414 severance and sustainable access issues.  

  106 “This provides excellent opportunities for those wishing to use rail, for example for journeys to London or Cambridge, to easily access the station without the 
need to pass through the town centre. It will also strongly encourage the use of sustainable means of transport such as walking and cycling to access the 
station.” It is not clear exactly how walking and cycling will be “strongly” encouraged. Possibly this is explained in the Sustainable Transport Strategy but no 
internal reference is provided. 

 Essex County 
Council 

107 Page 107 plan shows “major employment areas”, but does not show those beyond Harlow, e.g. Lea Valley corridor, Stansted Airport, London-Cambridge 
corridor, etc. 

 Essex County 
Council 

108 ECC would advise a preference that existing accesses to Eastwick village are to be retained, with no direct access to the Gilston site. 

 Essex County 
Council 

108 Page 108 shows a “primary road” loop through five villages which also connects to the central and eastern vehicular access points, and also to villages 6 & 7 
via a further spine primary road, with each of these two villages having direct access to the A414 via the mid-western and village 7 accesses.  Such a loop 
arrangement could suit a bus service, but serving the western spine villages would be more difficult without detriment to the overall bus route 
attractiveness/journey time. These proposals may also need to be revisited, to improve the bus access/attractiveness of the two western villages. 

  109 “Reducing emissions from the road network and delivering greener, cleaner, quieter streets and a healthy, active place.” It is not clear how emissions will be 
reduced. 

 Essex County 
Council 

110 This does not show a clear correlation to the three-street hierarchy (primary, secondary, tertiary) categories setting out the range of walk/cycle routes to be 
provided. It is considered worth stating that walking and cycling can replace under 2km and under 8km car trips respectively, with these distances 
superimposed on the indicative pedestrian and cycle routes plan.  

 Essex County 
Council 

110 There does not appear to be a clear network of primary proposed cycle paths indicated. Providing this would encourage commuter trips between the site and 
the rail station, town centre, and Pinnacles and Templefields employment areas. On this point, the page 110 indicative plan is not sufficiently detailed to 
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provide clarity that this has been given enough weight for its status as a key sustainable travel mode, given the size of the site and the longer walk distances 
that would otherwise be required for the majority of commuter/rail access trips. While segregation for cyclists from vehicular traffic is preferred wherever 
possible, pursuing this aim should not lead to longer cycle journeys that could make this mode of travel less attractive. 

  110 “Furthermore, the proposed cycle route enhancements will increase the desirability of cycling in East Hertfordshire, potentially increasing the cycle mode share 
for a variety of journeys and” Incomplete paragraph? There needs to be a coherent sustainable strategy and approach to cycling and walking east of Gilston to 
the East Herts borders. 

 Essex County 
Council 

111 The indicative pedestrian and cycle strategy plan on page 111 appears to show a proposed walk/cycle route enhancement towards the Pinnacles which may 
not reflect the existing walk/cycle route (which it is understood should actually align with Elizabeth Way). 

 Essex County 
Council 

112 The CF refers to enhancement of existing bus services being achievable as a result of the proposed overall 10,000 homes ‘critical mass’ scale of development, 
which would also enhance services in Harlow and East Herts. It also refers to various possible bus priority measures. As stated above (for page 108) the loop 
route through five villages would be acceptable for bus services, but the two western villages would be harder to serve with the current CF road 
configuration.  The proposal for quality bus provision (to serve Gilston) is welcomed, but it is considered preferable that this would ideally be considered as part 
of, the whole of the H&GGT area, rather than being just Gilston specific. 

 Essex County 
Council 

112 ECC considers that the CF bus strategy does not yet sufficiently demonstrate a vision for sustainable development and the step-change in travel mode that is 
required.  Accordingly ECC would wish to work collaboratively to help develop more innovative Passenger Transport proposals to start from the outset of the 
development’s occupation, in order to deliver the step-change that all involved would wish to see. 

 Essex County 
Council 

114 ECC considers that a town-wide reduction in existing traffic levels of 7-10% could be achieved through travel planning and management.  For the new, 
strategic development sites, ECC would agree with the aim for a higher percentage change, as stated in the CF for the Gilston site. 

 Essex County 
Council 

116 It is considered that the focus should be in making H&GGT as a whole sustainable, in which case the benefits that could be derived from such a major scheme 
would be strategic in nature, and therefore may potentially qualify for appropriate funding sources. 

  116 “Signalisation of the West Road/Station Rd/A1184 junction in Sawbridgeworth is likely to be required as a result of proposed growth in Sawbridgeworth as 
identified within the District Plan, and upgrades to the High Wych Rd/A1184 junction may also be required as a result of the same growth. Consideration will be 
given to both of these locations, particularly the High Wych Road junction, in order to minimise the potential effects of through traffic. Other traffic management 
measures will also be considered along High Wych Road to minimise the effects of changes in traffic flow.” It is very hard to see how putting in traffic lights in 
Sawbridgeworth will minimise congestion. Additional school places in Sawbridgeworth and the development of 4000 new homes in Bishop’s Stortford are 
bound to have an impact on traffic regardless of the Gilston development. What other traffic management measures along High Wych Road?  

 Essex County 
Council 

121 While the listed principles are supported, these could also strongly acknowledge the need for the step-change in travel mode share to reduce reliance on the 
single occupancy private car, a category that is not specifically mentioned in the CF.  

   Public transport is inadequate. 

   I can see some potential benefits in terms of improvements to bus routes, cycle routes and footpaths.  

   The proposed improved road network will not be able to cater with those number of vehicle movements per day. 

 Roydon 
Parish 
Council 

 Consideration must be given to how to steer traffic away from the B181 through Roydon, which is already currently used as a "rat run" and causing congestion 
in Roydon village.  

   Will additional parking be provided at the Harlow station? Parking at all surrounding stations is an issue. 

   There is no mention of how increased passengers will affect Roydon, Harlow Mill and St Margarets stations. 

   Access to Harlow Train station from the north should be in place before development takes place. 

   Enhancements are required to Burnt Mill Lane to make access to the station more viable. 

   The second Stort crossing should be dropped it will cause too much environmental damage. 

   Redricks Lane should be improved or a ring road should be built around the Gilston area, instead of constructing the second Stort crossing. 

 Highways 
England 

 There are differences in the quantum of development identified between various documents. It is recommended that these size allocations and land use types 
are clarified before development trips are calculated as overall development trips and the subsequent effect on the network could vary depending on the land 
use/size of the site allocations.  

 Highways 
England 

 There are discrepancies between primary and secondary school proposals in this and other documents I have seen on Gilston.  It is recommended that the 
number of schools, pupils and associated staff is clarified in the forthcoming TA and the trip generation figures represent this. 

 Highways 
England 

 Subsequent to clarifying the number of schools, pupils and associated staff, there is concern that there may be a potential significant shortfall between the 
predicted 5,100 school children on-site and places for pupils within schools provided. It is recommended that total pupil and school staff numbers are clarified 
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and if there is a considerable shortfall in on-site places for pupils, The Transport Assessment should consider where these additional pupils will travel to and 
assess further how these pupil trips would be distributed across the network. 

 Highways 
England 

 The proximity of M11 Junction 7a to the proposed development site could have a significant impact on M11 Junctions 7 and 8 if  brought forward, although the 
exact impacts are unknown at this point. It is therefore recommended that the impact with the implementation of Junction 7a is considered and assessed 
further within the forthcoming Transport Assessment.   

 Highways 
England 

 Due to the size of the development and scale of construction, it is also recommended that a Construction Management Plan is provided.   

 Highways 
England  

 With regards to policy context, it is recommended that reference is made to DfT Circular 02/2013, which provides guidance regarding how the impact of the 
proposed development on the SRN should be assessed. Reference should also be made to “The strategic road network: Planning for the future (A guide to 
working with Highways England on planning matters)” and the Planning Practice Guidance (which accompanies the NPPF). 

 Highways 
England 

 It is recommended that tangible targets are identified within the Travel Plan which will allow progress to be monitored during the lifetime of the development 
and assess if the measurements put in place are sufficient.  In addition, the Travel Plan should include:  
How long the Travel Plan Co-ordinator (potentially to be called the TPG for this development) will be funded for, who will fund them and what their full 
responsibilities will be; 
What the travel plan targets will be and how these will be established; 
What measures will be implemented to try and achieve these targets; 
How will the ability of the travel plan to meeting these targets will be monitored; and 
What remedial measures will be implemented should the targets for reduction in car use not be met. 

 Highways 
England 

 It is recognised that the type of residential housing may not have been confirmed at this stage, however if details of the type of housing provision is clarified 
then it is recommended that this is represented accurately in the trip generation calculations.   

 Highways 
England 

 Assumptions and/or calculations for Residential-Personal Business, Residential-Recreation/Social, Food Retail, Non-food Retail, Personal Business, Gym & 
Leisure trip generation are lacking clarity. It is recommend that clear supporting evidence or calculations are provided within the forthcoming Transport 
Assessment for the development. 

 Highways 
England 

 It has been acknowledged that there is a possibility that external pupils could be placed within the schools within the development. This possibility will need to 
be addressed in any forthcoming Transport Assessment. 

 Highways 
England 

 It is recommended that the study area for the Personal Injury Accident data includes M11 Junction 7. 

 Highways 
England 

 Due to the proximity of the development to M11 junctions 7, 8 and 7a, it is recommended that the consideration of the impact of the development on these 
junctions should be established and if considered material it is recommended that further assessment, in the form of stand-alone junction models, of the 
junctions is undertaken. 

   There will be an increase in pollution as a result of the development. What plans are in places to deal with air pollution? 

   The villages of Hunsdon, Much Hadham and Stanstead Abbotts will become congested and dangerous. 

   There should be a commitment to an A414 bypass to the north of Harlow linking to the new M11 J7A. 

 Harlow 
Council 

 It is recommended that the Framework include the provision of a separate pedestrian and cycle crossing connecting Gilston to Harlow Train Station. This 
crossing should be direct, legible and attractive and should be seen as separate from the Eastwick crossing (or Second Stort Crossing) and Burnt Mill Lane 
which are both unattractive and indirect alternatives.  

 Harlow 
Council 

 It is noted that reference has been made to the need to acquire third party land to deliver the river crossings into Harlow and that the Councils are able to use 
Compulsory Purchase Orders (CPO). Further detailed discussions are required on this matter in order to resolve delivery issues especially as reliance on 
using CPO’s can be a lengthy and costly process and for Harlow are required to meet agreed conditions before implementation by the Council. These 
discussions need to happen as soon as possible in order to ensure delivery of the site, to make it a sustainable location for growth and to provide appropriate 
transport network improvements into Harlow. 

 Harlow 
Council 

 The reference made to a Sustainable Transport Corridor is supported, which is a key element of the emerging transport strategy to unlock growth across the 
wider area, connecting the site through Harlow to the south to Epping Forest District. 

 Harlow 
Council 

 The Framework is silent on the possible requirement of a northern bypass, connecting the site to a new junction on the M11 and reducing congestion internally 
for Harlow roads. It is understood that further work is required to resolve the delivery and viability aspects of the project; however it would be useful if the 
masterplan indicated how a road would connect with Gilston or where land may be needed to be set aside.  

   There will be an impact on the bus services. 
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   The proposed Second Stort Crossing will lead to the A414/Edinburgh Way which cannot handle current rush hour traffic. Widening it will merely create larger 
bottlenecks at either end.  

   The new M11 junction will only attract more cars to the area. 

   Pressure on the A10 will be increased.  

 Roydon 
Parish 
Council 

 There are also serious concerns that the promotion of cycling and walking routes, within the developments, is just not realistic. 

   The M11 is currently at capacity this will only worsen. 

 Essex County 
Council 

 ECC considers that the Gilston CF could benefit from giving greater prominence to its connection to/interaction with Harlow, and how the Gilston scheme 
needs to include reference to the overall H&GGT in the CF principles/objectives.  In line with this, the CF should place greater focus on reducing the severance 
downsides created by the Stort Valley, railway line and A414, in order to deliver the step-change and help to deliver the wider community benefits to which the 
H&GGT aspires. 

 Essex County 
Council  

 ECC also support and promote Active Design Principles and ask that active travel would be encouraged throughout this development. It is unclear how the 
seven villages will be joined together and one way would be via a robust active travel linkage. This would also be expected for accessing the various green 
spaces and ECC notes that the proposals include substantial provision of accessible green space. 

 Framptons 
Planning 
representing  
Landowners 
(Land South 
of Gilston) 

 A fundamental advantage of extending the Concept Plan to include the land identified to the south of Gilston would lead to the removal of the uncertainty in the 
delivery of the new Stort Crossing. In consequence, Places for People and your Authority would then be in a more robust position to demonstrate that timely 
delivery of major transport infrastructure could be delivered, so as to enable the housing trajectory to be realised. 

   Promotion of sustainable transport will not result in less people using cars. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Public Health 

 The A414 acts as a physical barrier to active travel and without appropriate enabling infrastructure, is likely to result in vehicles as the main mode of travel into 
Harlow. Clarity on the nature and design of the proposed A414 crossing points would be helpful at an early stage of the ongoing masterplanning. 

   I find the proposals of creating a network of footpaths disingenuous; the paths and bridleways already exist is a landscape naturally more beautiful, productive 
and wildlife friendly than that proposed by the in the Gilson Area Concept Framework. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 At present four vehicular access points are proposed onto the wider network.  This may be too many and may not bring about the level of modal split being 
aspired to. Any access points onto the network should be designed in such a way to maximise the sustainability of the site with consideration given to how 
links will be provided to the employment areas and other key destinations. For engineering and safety reasons two points of vehicle access would be required, 
but a dedicated sustainable access to the site providing favourable journey times should be considered.  If this were aligned with the sustainable transport 
corridor it would offer significant potential for mode shift. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The potential for rat-running through the development to avoid congestion at the A414 Fifth Avenue crossing needs to be carefully considered and mitigated.  
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The connections of the wider development into Eastwick village need to be considered carefully to avoid the rat-running concern and what in effect would 
amount to two further access points. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The design standards in Roads in Herts and the Manual for Streets 1 and 2 should be referred to (and where necessary referenced). 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 

 One of the key challenges for the site is how connections are made into Harlow. To achieve the aspirational mode split targets the walking and cycling 
infrastructure needs to be considered by residents as being a more favourable option than the private car.  As such the infrastructure needs to be high quality 
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Council-
Environment 

and create the right environment to bring about the shift. The A414 and Stort Valley are key barriers, but in the case of the Stort valley is also a major 
opportunity and environment which can be leveraged.  Where walking and cycling crossings of the A414 are being considered these should be grade 
separated rather than at grade crossing points and “green bridges” should be considered.   

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The approach set out to bus services in and around the proposed development is supported.  
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 Substantial developer contributions by section 106 agreement will be required to “pump prime” such bus new services and diversions, and mitigate the 
commercial risk to operators of establishing these routes.  A contribution would normally be required to operate the services on a contractual basis throughout 
and beyond the build out phase, until such a time that patronage dictates that the route can be run commercially and without external subsidy.  Given the 
extent of development the period of construction and occupation is likely to be in excess of a decade, and the payment could be made at a series of trigger 
points.  As the population of the development and bus usage increases it should be possible for the level of subsidy required to decline, and a detailed bus 
strategy should inform how this can be arranged. 

 Hertfordshire
County 
Council-
Environment 

 Bus services should be operated through the site from as early as initial occupation, to ensure that sustainable travel patterns are established from the start, 
and car dominance is avoided.   

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 Careful planning should be given to the location of bus stops to ensure all fall within the preferred maximum 400 metres walking distance.  High quality bus 
stops should be provided, and furnished with accessible raised kerbing, shelters and flags with real time information equipment installed at village centres. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The road hierarchy should ensure that spine road infrastructure is designed to accommodate the tracking of a minimum 12 metre long bus, and appropriate 
measures put in place to minimise on street parking and vertical traffic calming which can cause disruption to the efficient operation of bus services. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 It is positive to see that bus priority measures are identified as making an important contribution to reducing delays to bus services and increasing patronage. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The Rail Strategy notes the need to investigate a new northern entrance to Harlow Town station.  This improvement will be essential in order to support other 
strategies, notably walking & cycling, and to ensure that passengers do not divert to other local stations, which would have a detrimental traffic impact on other 
local roads. A new entrance will also be important in its symbolic role of stating that sustainable transport is the preferred option. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The existing passenger level at the station (1.85 million per year) would suggest that the Gilston proposal will add at least another 0.55 million passengers per 
year.  Whilst a potential 2.4 million+ passengers per year is not excessively, a review of the ability of the station to handle this level of growth should be 
conducted. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 It is essential that there is continued lobbying for Crossrail 2. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 In terms of the Central and Second Stort Crossing points, these two key pieces of infrastructure need to be delivered as a single package which offers the 
opportunity to deliver improved walking and cycling infrastructure, alongside the provision of a second crossing and thereby providing the opportunity to further 
develop the concept of a North-South sustainable corridor into Harlow. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-

 The additional lane on Fifth Avenue would be a dedicated sustainable link, possibly a bus lane.  This key piece of infrastructure needs to be delivered as early 
as possible to ensure that the sustainability offering is good from day one. 
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Environment 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 With respect to the improvements identified in Hertfordshire, both West Road/Station Rd/A1184 junction in Sawbridgeworth, High Wych Rd/A1184 junction and 
Amwell junction need to be considered. 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 The Framework is silent upon a potential northern Harlow bypass.  Whilst the need and trigger point for such a scheme is yet to be fully demonstrated, there is 
a clear need for its provision to be considered as part of the design in order to safeguard the land that might be required and integrate its implications into the 
overall transport strategy for the development/Harlow/sub-region. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 There is no mention of any transport hubs within the development, a place which could be used as the focal point for interchange to various forms of 
sustainable infrastructure but also a meeting point for likeminded individuals and place where you could go to find out what opportunities exist.  
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 There is little mention of what “smarter choices” offering will be associated with the development.  These will be equally as important as the physical 
infrastructure. Consideration should be given to personalised travel planning, travel awareness campaigns, and public transport information and marketing, 
bike hire, car clubs and car sharing schemes etc. 
 
 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Environment 

 Technology is enabling a period of rapid change in transportation.  By the time Gilston is built out technology would have progressed even further and yet there 
isn’t anything in the Framework which sets out the approach to how this will be integrated. 
 

   Greater clarity is required regarding the route of the crossing/link road. 

Other Comments 

  45 Mentions High Wych but fails to mention that part of it is within the Sawbridgeworth parish boundary. “Despite the proximity to Sawbridgeworth, High Wych 
retains a quiet village character within. The village is affected, however by the main route along High Wych Road, which forms the southern edge of the 
village...High Wych lies approximately 1,5 km to the east of the Gilston Area, surrounded by open farmland with dispersed isolated old houses, farms and one 
hamlet, Allen’s Green.” 

 Essex County 
Council 

57 There is no explicitly stated health and wellbeing policy or strategy within chapter 5 as part of the strategic approach and ECC would encourage inclusion of 
this. This ECC response seeks to ensure that moving forwards health and wellbeing is addressed within masterplanning. ECC would also anticipate a very 
comprehensive and robust Health Impact Assessment for this size of development and that ECC / HCC Public Health teams would be engaged within these 
processes. 

  68 Located approximately 1.5km to the north-east of the Gilston Area along the Eastwick Road continuing onto High Wych Road is the village of High Wych. 
Existing woodland blocks Sayes Coppice and Golden Grove located to the north of golden brook valley corridor and 1.3 km to the west of High Wych provide 
natural visual screening to Villages 3 and 4. The edge of Village 2 and Village 3 is positioned in excess of 1.2 km away from High Wych therefore is considered 
to have low visual impact. According to the map, the woodland “blocks” at best provide partial visual screening. Sayes Coppice is not marked on the map. 

 Sellwood 
Planning 
representing 
landowners 
(Land north 
of Pye 
Corner) 

74 & 75 The inescapable conclusion is that whilst all the evidence pointed to the suitability of Area C (Land to the North of Pye Corner) to form part of the Gilston 
Development Area, the Settlement Appraisal rejects Area C on the sole ground of impact on the character of Gilston village. This contradicts the conclusions of 
the proforma assessment on Site C in Appendix 1 of the AECOM Strategic Sites Assessment and the summary on page 33. For these reasons, the final stage 
of EHDC’s assessment is flawed in terms of Site C and this renders the proposed Gilston Policy Area boundary (pages 74 and 75 of the draft Concept 
Framework) unsound. The remedy is to includes my client’s land within the Policy Area.  

   Notification for this consultation was inadequate. 

   There has been a lack of engagement with the local community. 

   Having taken the time to read the Gilston Concept Framework, I do not feel quite as under threat. I understand that living in the South East means things must 
change to accommodate a growing population and economic expansion. 
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   If the boundaries were moved to encompass Gilston within Harlow the potential loss of future Council Tax revenue for East Herts Council would be massive. 

   A new body of local residents and businesses should oversee the detailed planning of the Gilston Area. 

   Document is full of fancy posed photographs and maps which are often less than clear or adequately captioned and labelled or referenced into the text. 

   The proposal would begin to join up Harlow with and Sawbridgeworth and before long we could expect this urban sprawl to link with Bishop’s Stortford. 

 CPRE 
Hertfordshire 

 CPRE Hertfordshire is unable to comment on the above document at this stage of the Planning process. We consider the document to be premature pending 
the consideration of the Development Plan context and the principle of the District Plan proposal for development in the area north of Harlow entitled “The 
Gilston Area” in Policy GA1, during the forthcoming District Plan Examination. In the event that the District Plan Inspector considers the proposal in the Plan to 
be unsound, then further effort by the District Council, consultees and other stakeholders would prove to be unnecessary, and such effort at this time diverts 
attention from the matters of principle referred to above that should be resolved first. 

   The development will not have the connection to Harlow to help that town to grow, but will be an isolated dormitory for London. Harlow needs to grow 
organically to the east and south, as was originally envisaged. 

   Development of this size should be used as a driver to provide wider benefits to the existing residents of neighbouring towns and villages. 

 Harlow 
Council 

 It is noted that the document was prepared prior to the area receiving Garden Town status; however, it is recommended that the document be updated to take 
this into account. 

   Funding will be required from the Government and developers. Without the correct amount of funding and funding for and from the other adjoining Local 
Authorities The Gilston Area development will not be realistic, viable or sustainable. 

   There is a possibility of an increase in crime. 

   Places for People have previously stated that 20,000 homes will be needed to fully regenerate Harlow by 2033: so the 10,000 currently under consideration is 
but the first tranche. 

   Places for People state that the Gilston Park development will be for 8,500 houses, with the remaining 1,500 being built by a second developer, City and 
Provincial Properties, on the Briggens House Estate south of the A414. Why is this now part of the Harlow and Gilston Park Town, yet not named in the title? 

   Is there another, as yet undisclosed, tranche of land which both Places for People and EHC are aware but which will only be brought forward in the future? 

   Places for People state that only 40% of their land will be built on, the remaining ownership will be transferred to community ownership. This does not mean 
that 60% of the land will not be built upon, simply that the residents will have an opportunity to participate in the long-term management of this large area of 
open countryside and have a real say in its future use. Which residents, those on Gilston Park Estate or the wider the local community? Given that Places for 
People have also said that a total of 20,000 houses will be needed to fully regenerate Harlow this statement looks extremely vulnerable to future development. 

   Places for People have also committed to provide a multi-million pound Harlow Investment Fund from its own resources to support the town’s regeneration. It 
is to be hoped that this is in addition to whatever Section 106 agreements are required by East Herts Council should some sort of development be finally 
agreed on Places for Peoples landholdings. 

   It is hoped that the statements provided within this document by a number of the service providers are underwritten by agreed Memoranda of Understanding 
and that these are not just bold statements. 

   The proposals will double the size of Harlow. 

 Essex County 
Council 

 The TCPA have been working with ECC on helping to shape our understanding/ thinking in relation to Garden Communities. It would be helpful if in delivering 
Gilston the 10 principles of what constitutes a “Healthy Garden Community” are applied. 

 Hertfordshire 
County 
Council-
Public Health 

 It would be helpful to understand how the EIA (and HIA as part of this process) will inform the final Concept Framework scope; will this work commence once 
formal consultation on the Concept Framework has concluded later this year? 

   The village community spirit will be lost if development goes ahead. 

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 

 The Document presented for consultation is old, out of date and is identical to the document available prior to, and submitted as part of, the East Herts District 
Plan (EHDP) Consultation in 2016. It therefore adds nothing since that consultation and in our view, we and thousands of our supporters, have therefore 
already responded. 
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Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 We note that since its original publication, the Appendices on phasing and viability described in the document are still missing and the document therefore 
remains incomplete despite the passage of 18 months since it was first produced. 

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 The CDF is not a council originated document, but one written by the Developer with absolutely no involvement of local people. It is a glossy advertisement to 
support Places for People’s plans. It is pictorially deceptive and as such should never have been presented by the Council to the General Public purporting to 
be written by the Council. 

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 The CDF chapters were only accessible online by those with extremely fast broadband and even then, some chapters (eg Chapter 5) were especially difficult.  

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 The website having been down for several days over the bank holiday weekend, the Council correctly extended the consultation period but did not publicise 
this adequately and on the contrary, the East Herts communications team subsequently sent out e-mails to the parish councils reminding them incorrectly of 
the original closing date. 

 Stop Harlow  The whole process was further confused by parallel consultations being run by the Developer. Those of us close to the issues were not entirely sure what was 
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North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

going on and the general public is completely confused. 

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 The repeated habit of consulting in the holiday season is now beginning to look very deliberate. The rationale for consulting without explanation on an 18 
month old document, written by the Developer, immediately before the Examination in Public, further undermines trust in the Council’s motives.  

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 It is the view of SHN that EHDC is going through the motions of consulting but in reality is not taking any views from local residents into account. Since the 
previous ”consultation”, absolutely no change whatsoever has been made to any of the Plan documents as a result of Consultation thereby indicating complete 
contempt for the feedback from local residents. To then consult on a document that existed prior to the EHDP Consultation adds further evidence of this 
contempt. 

 Stop Harlow 
North, East 
wick & 
Gilston 
Parish 
Council, High 
Wych Parish 
Council and 
Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 As with the consultation for the District Plan, the whole CDF consultation process is contrary to the aims of the Council’s Statement of Community Involvement 
(SCI). In view of all of the above, the CDF should be withdrawn.  

   The aerial photographs used are completely out of date. 

 Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 The consultation period for such a critical document was extremely short and was held during the summer holidays when many of our residents were on 
holiday - as were the Parish Councillors. 
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 Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 The posters which were sent to HPC to display on our community noticeboards to publicise the consultation event at the Manor of Groves Hotel in High Wych 
on 5th of August were only delivered to the Clerk on the week prior to the event whilst she was on holiday and were therefore rendered useless. 

 Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 Leaflets advertising the consultation event were delivered in the District however these were not delivered to residents living in Hunsdon. 

 Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 HPC are concerned that only one event was held and that this was held in a location that many Hunsdon residents would have found difficult to access even 
had they been informed it was happening. 

 Hunsdon 
Parish 
Council 

 This consultation process was further confused by a letter sent from Places for People regarding the outline planning application they are in the process of 
submitting. 

 
 


