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This document has been created using information from the Council’s database of responses to the Draft Local Plan Consultation
2016. Some elements of the full response such as formatting and images may not appear accurately. Should you wish to review
the original response, please contact the Planning Policy team:

Survey Response:

1. Do you agree with the overall vision that the Draft Plan sets out for Epping Forest District?
Disagree
Please explain your choice in Question 1:
to many homes on green belt the way of life needs protecting

2. Do you agree with the overall vision that the Draft Plan sets out for Epping Forest District?
Disagree
Please explain your choice in Question 2:
there being proposed in the wrong places to many people have vested interest building on the greenbelt fields

3. Do you agree with the proposals for development around Harlow?
No opinion
Please explain your choice in Question 3:
| cant find sp 3
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4. Do you agree with the proposed shopping area in...
Epping?
No
Buckhurst Hill?
No opinion
Loughton Broadway?
No opinion
Chipping Ongar?
No opinion
Loughton High Road?
No opinion
Waltham Abbey?
No opinion
Please explain your choice in Question 4:
| think its a waste of money

5. Do you agree with the proposals for new employment development?
Strongly disagree
Please explain your choice in Question 5:
there could be lots of housing on the brown site rather then using the green belt
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6. Do you agree with the proposed sites in your area?
Epping (Draft Policy P 1):
No opinion
Please provide reasons for your view on Epping:
Loughton (Draft Policy P 2)
No opinion
Please provide reasons for your view on Loughton:
Waltham Abbey (Draft Policy P 3)
No opinion
Please provide reasons for your view on Waltham Abbey:
Chipping Ongar (Draft Policy P 4)
No opinion
Please provide reasons for your view on Chipping Ongar:
Buckhurst Hill (Draft Policy P 5)
No opinion
Please provide reasons for your view on Buckhurst Hill:
North Weald Bassett (Draft Policy P 6)
No
Please provide reasons for your view on North Weald Bassett:

the use of the airfield a lot of space that should be used for homes and save the green belt there is better link
to thornwood rd and the m11 northweald can not take the homes by the roundabout the traffic would pass
straight throw the high rd. the forest rd would be to congested

Chigwell (Draft Policy P 7)

No opinion

Please provide reasons for your view on North Weald Bassett:
Theydon Bois (Draft Policy P 8)

No opinion

Please provide reasons for your view on Theydon Bois:
Roydon (Draft Policy P 9)

No opinion

Please provide reasons for your view on Roydon:
Nazeing (Draft Policy P 10)

No opinion

Please provide reasons for your view on Nazeing:
Thornwood (Draft Policy P 11)

No opinion

Please provide reasons for your view on Thornwood:
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Coopersale, Fyfield, High Ongar, Lower Sheering, Moreton, Sewardstonbury, Sheering, Stapleford Abbots (Draft
Policy P 12)

No opinion

Please provide reasons for your view on Coopersale, Fyfield, High Ongar, Lower Sheering, Moreton,
Sewardstonbury, Sheering, Stapleford Abbots:

7. Do you agree with the approach to infrastructure provision being proposed in the plan?
No opinion
Please explain your choice in Question 7:

| looked at the plan and could not see how it would be enforced there is nothing in the passed to show how
anything to this scale would work so do to lack of useable information | have no opinion

8. An Interim Sustainability Appraisal has been commissioned to support the Draft Local Plan. We would welcome any
comments you may have on this.

while so many of the people involved on the council have interests in the property and can make money from
this | don't think it can be done impartially. its like asking a football fan where should we build a new ground .
but the people who own the land who sell the land and build it are in charge of the decision anyway . so those
people with that business should not be apart of the decision making process.

9. Do you wish to comment on any other policies in the Draft Local Plan?
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