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Representation form for Submission Version of the Epping Forest District Local Plan
2011-2033 (Regulation 19 publication)

This form should be used to make representations on the Submission Version of the Epping Forest
District Local Plan which has been published. Please complete and return by 29 January 2018 at 5pm.
An electronic version of the form is available at http://www.efdclocalplan.org/

Please refer to the guidance notes avallable before completing this form.

Please return any representations to: Planning Palicy, Epping Forest District Council, Civic Offices, 323
High Street, Epping, Essex, CM16 487

Or email them to: LDFconsult@eppingforestdc.gov.uk

BY 5pm on 29 January 2018

This form has two parts —

PartA—  Personal Details

PartB—  Yourrepresentationis). Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation you wish to
make.

Please attach any documents you wish to submit with your representation

PartA
1. Are you making this representation as? (Please tick as appropriate}
) Resident or Member of the Generzl Public D or

b) Statutory Consultee, Local Authority or Town and Parish Council D or

Other organisation (please specify)
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2. Personal Details

3. Agent's Dptdils (if applicable)

| L

!

| |

Title I Ms.

First Name | Tans &=
Last Name (O €AY
Job Title e 4

{where relevant)

Organisation [ ~

{whare relevant)

Address Line 1

I I

Line 2

Line 3

e ——————

Line 4
Post Code

Telephone
Number

E-mail Address

Detember 2017



Part B — If necessary please complete a separate Part B form for each representation

4. To which part of the Submission Version of the Local Plan does this representation relate?
({Please speclfy where appropriate}

Paragraph Policy Palicies Map

Site Reference |SR—© 596 Settlement

5. Do you consider this part of the Submission Version of the Local Plan;
*Please refer to the Guidance notes for an explanation of terms

a) Is Legally compliant Yes |:I No
b} Sound Yes :I No
If no, then which of the soundness test(s) does it fail*
Pasitively prepared ‘ZI Effective l:]
Justified Consistent with national policy

£} Complies with the Yes l: No I::l

duty to co-operate

6. Please give details of why you consider the Submissicn Version of the Local Plan is not legally
campliant, is unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as possible. if
you wish to support the legal compllance, soundness of the Local Plan or compliance with the duty to
co-operate, please also use this box to set out your comments

() Akt N FolKTond DN WY SITE SUIT ACILI Ty AL IAGAST
'S I CorLeCT, ', e PLiw naddT G Gty
(LEOALED BR ScRoTiw (R6d Proleeuy,

VA ous W eDICEl A nNaT e QealT WD
‘v fee o BE ANAUED ', Taee (s (ncoMfeTe

W 5o M&Pc’[\‘o‘\\.
@ L AS (onIe) MEETRNGS (a7 BUBnNT MwTeakudt,

Ave RequkTonl 19 MALT of Bve LIEG-SITE s tMfosn e
To PSS OvaiTALL AND VG Cond UGG To NWIERTE -

{Continue on o saparate sheet If necessary)
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The Moor Pasture Cottage
Radwinter Road

Ashdon

SAFFRON WALDEN
Essex CB10 2L.Z

17th January 2018

Dear consultation team,

| have asked the Councit why my application - SR-0596 - has not gone farward. | would like it to
be re-considered as many of the “facts” on the Site Suitability Assessment for my site are not
correct.

| would be grateful to understand why my application drapped out of the process at Stage 3. |
have read through a great deal of the criteria but there are important appendices missing,
apparently to be finalised later. How can this draft be publicly consulted upon without the whole
text, including the appendices, being available to the public ? There seems to be an issue with
non-transparency here.

As | have been advised to respond to this current consultation but | can only respond an the
existing evidence and in the broadest terms as | do not have the appendices.

In the Site Suitability Assessment page for my sits, | think you have got my land muddled with
someone else’'s. Some of the facts are right but others are very wrong and | list them below.

The SLAA notes at the top of my Site Suitability Assessment page state “large amount of open
amenity land, including an area which is used as a foatball pitch®. | have no idea where this came
from as the land is not amenity land and there has never been a football pitch on it. Itis
agricultural land as you correctly stated in 4.2. It can't be both ...

On the heading of the Site Suitability Assessment page | don't understand what SLAA site
constraints means “Site is 100% covered by SR-0557" and Site Selsction adjustment “capacity
reinstated from overlapping site”. As far as | know there is no overlapping site or neighbouring
site.

1.3a  Impact on ancient woodiand - the qualitative assessment says my site is almost wholly
within 250m buffer zone of Mark Bushes and Latton Park. Between my site and Latlon Park are
several fields, Harlow Park woodland and a dual carriageway from the Mi1 into Harlow. There is
no way that my site falls within the 250 bufifer zone around Latton Park and Mark Bushes. Could
someone have muddled Harlow Park with Lattion Park on a map ?

Harlow Park is not an ancient woodland as it was unfortunatsly decimated by the Forestry
Commission in the sixties and mainly replanted with conifers and the building of the M11 alongside
was the final straw.

1.8b My family, having lived in the house, which used to be part of the site for more than 50
years, have never found any archeological remains despite farming and digging the land, so there
has been previous disturbance.



4.1  States that the land is 200m from an existing settlemant (Potter Streat) but 3.2 3.3 34 &
3.7 variously state that the site is more than 400m, 2,400m, 1,000m and 2,400m from bus stop,
employment or GP and local amenities, indeed 3.4 states that the site is 4,000m from local
amenities. In fact Potter Strest has a parade of shops called Prentice Place, which was granted
planning permission for re-generation on 15/11/16. There is a bus-stop in Potter Strest, shops,
post office, a church, doclor's surgery, pharmacy and thus employment opportunities and | would
say that Prentice Place cerainly constitutes local amenities, in fact many more than would be seen
in a village. So if the Site Suitability Assessment (4.1) states that the existing seitlement (Potter
Street) is 200m from my site, then my site can't also be 4,000m away from local amenities (3.4) -
somathing is very wrong here.

5.1 The site falls within an area of high landscape sensitivity - | would challenge this, the site is
bordered on one side by the M11 and on one side by Harlow Park. The site slopes towards the
M11 and is quite difficult to see from most areas. Did your consuitants aclually visit the site 7

I am most concermned that some of the factual content of your Site Suitability Assessment is clearly
wrong and would like the opportunity ta discuss this before appearing before the Inspector at the
Examination.

As | wrote when | submitted my site, { am very keen to work with the Council to achieve a
sustainable scheme of homes with lots of green space, innovative design and exciting
opportunities if my application goes ahead. The sile is adjacent to Harlow Park, a large wooded
area, which lends itself to homes being part of the integral landscape with activity areas, creative
spaces and community gathering places.

I would look for low to medium housing density with an emphasis on affordable starter homes and
with some possible small-scale employment opportunities on site, easily achieved in the new digital
age. Home working could be explored and self-build is another possibility. Sustainable building
technique and design, both of homes and of community buildings, would be vital with energy
saving ideas incorporated as a key part of the build plan. Add in cycle/walk/Arim trail paths
throughout the development and this would significantly be health-enhancing as well as creating a
good place fo live. |am a big fan of the principles of Active Design.

| agree that there would need to be a buffer zone to separate the housing from the M11 corridor
and this could be thoughtfully planted to reduce any impact on air quality. Looking ahead, as
electric cars become more prevalent, this will reduce the harmful air quality impact.

The site is currently in the green belt but now that the M11 motorway has been built, it would make
more sense to use the motorway as the natural boundary for the Green Belt. | understand that
small areas thal make little sense can now be re-designated.

Unfortunately, | do feel that | have been unfairly treated in the compiling of the Local Plan, with

many false promises but | would rsally like the opportunity lo create an exciting, sustainable
community on the land which my parents owned for over 50 years and where | was raised.

Kind regards,

Jane Gray



7. Please set out what changels) you consider necessary to make the Submission Version of the Local
Plan legally campliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified in the question above
(Positively prepared/lustified/Effective/Consistent with National Policy) where this relates to
soundness. You will need to say why this change will make the Submission Version of the Local Plan
legatly compliant or sound. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised
wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
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{Continue on o seporate sheet if necessary}

8. if your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it nacessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination?

No, | do not wish to participate I Yes, | wish to participate
at the hearings atthe hearings Aol D THE A0 of

Yo CounSCiL ¥¥D | CaULD,
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9. If you wish to participate at the hearings, please outline why you consider this to be necessary:
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Please note the inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated thot they wish to participate ot the oral part of the examination.

10. Please let us know if you wish to be notified when the Epping Forest District Local Plan is submitted
for independent examination (Please tick)

[z/\’es I:I No

11. Have you attached any documents with this representation?

@es CI No

Signature: l:: Date: || / ) i .49

December 2017



