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Epping Forest District Council 
Representations to the Draft Local Plan Consultation 2016  

(Regulation 18) 

Stakeholder ID 2402 Name Clare Homer   

Method Survey      

Date  

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: ldfconsult@eppingforestdc.gov.uk 

  

Survey Response: 
1. Do you agree with the overall vision that the Draft Plan sets out for Epping Forest District? 

Strongly disagree 

Please explain your choice in Question 1: 

There should be no development on the green belt. There is not enough infrastructure in Theydon Bois to 
support the proposed development. 

 

 

2. Do you agree with the overall vision that the Draft Plan sets out for Epping Forest District? 

Strongly disagree 

Please explain your choice in Question 2: 

There should be no development on the green belt. There is not enough infrastructure in Theydon Bois to 
support the proposed development  

 

 

3. Do you agree with the proposals for development around Harlow? 

No opinion 

Please explain your choice in Question 3: 

I am not impacted by the Harlow development and therefore do not feel it is appropriate for me to comment. 
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4. Do you agree with the proposed shopping area in…  

Epping? 

No 

Buckhurst Hill? 

No 

Loughton Broadway? 

No 

Chipping Ongar? 

No 

Loughton High Road? 

No 

Waltham Abbey? 

No 

Please explain your choice in Question 4: 

No we already have enough ….Redacted…. shops. We need infrastructure such as doctors surgeries, hospitals, 
tube stations. Shops may create jobs (in the short term until they are close down and we just have betting shops, 
charity shops and restaurants) but they create many more problems - traffic, waste and pollution for example. 

 

 

5. Do you agree with the proposals for new employment development? 

Strongly disagree 

Please explain your choice in Question 5: 

There should be no development on 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 opinion 

Please provide reasons for your view on North Weald Bassett: 

Chigwell (Draft Policy P 7) 

No opinion 

Please provide reasons for your view on North Weald Bassett: 

Theydon Bois (Draft Policy P 8) 

No 

Please provide reasons for your view on Theydon Bois: 

Too much development for a tiny village with little or no infrastructure to support it. We have already had 
quite a bit of development in the last 3 years and some yet to be completed. We already have many power 
cuts, our station car park is overflowing and residents are very angry about the parking situation which is 
dangerous. Clearly Epping Council have not fully thought about the impact of increasing the housing by a 
massive 23%. Ludicrous. 

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 
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Please provide reasons for your view on Thornwood: 

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? 

Strongly disagree 

Please explain your choice in Question 7: 

Chapter 6 is completely pointless - it is vague, high level and just lists obvious objectives - it gives me no 
indication of how specifically this is going to impact Theydon Bois. For example it talks about protecting existing 
facilities. We have no ….Redacted…. facilities in Theydon Bois - no leisure centre, no library, not enough doctors 
(I have to go the Loughton). Are utilities cannot cope as it is. 

 

 

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

Laughable. A typical example of "experts" being paid large amounts of money by us taxpayers for a completely 
useless report. 

 

 

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