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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?
Agree
Please explain your choice in Question 1:

2. Do you agree with the overall vision that the Draft Plan sets out for Epping Forest District?
Agree
Please explain your choice in Question 2:

3. Do you agree with the proposals for development around Harlow?
Strongly agree
Please explain your choice in Question 3:

Response to the Draft Local Plan Consultation 2016 (Regulation 18)

Stakeholder ID 2164 Name David Dorrell



mailto:ldfconsult@eppingforestdc.gov.uk

Epping Forest
District Council

4. Do you agree with the proposed shopping area in...
Epping?
Yes
Buckhurst Hill?
No opinion
Loughton Broadway?
Yes
Chipping Ongar?
No opinion
Loughton High Road?
No opinion
Waltham Abbey?
Yes
Please explain your choice in Question 4:

5. Do you agree with the proposals for new employment development?
Agree
Please explain your choice in Question 5:

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
Please provide reasons for your view on Loughton:

Jessell Green is inappropriate. As well as being an important green space in a very urban area, the topography
of the land means any development would dominate the visual amenity of the Local area. Most important of
all, the local roads are woefully inadequate at current state, particularly around school times. The
combination of cars, buses and pedestrians is already dangerous and often results in total gridlock. An
additional imprint as large as has been proposed is simply not practical.

Waltham Abbey (Draft Policy P 3)

Yes

Please provide reasons for your view on Waltham Abbey:

Largely agree with the Town Council on this - site on Crooked Mile is too large and would be better split with

some of the development south of Beechfield Drive. | have concerns about access to the employment site
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located adjacent to Jct 26 - the already congested roundabout would have to be reshaped to accommodate
another entrance. However if this is possible, | would suggest encouraging businesses to relocate from Brooker
Road and rezoning as residential.

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 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:

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:
Not enough detail at this stage
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8. An Interim Sustainability Appraisal has been commissioned to support the Draft Local Plan. We would welcome any
comments you may have on this.

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