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6 - The Settlement Hierarchy responses

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS24

Person ID 1253669

Full Name Amy Harman

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS41

Person ID 1253620

Full Name John Howard

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No




The Settlement Hierarchy The statement ‘“In order to ensure that new development takes place in locations that have the best access to a wide

comment range of services, facilities and employment opportunities, whilst minimising the need to travel, we have developed the
settlement hierarchy” seems to imply that all the residents of the new proposed housing developments will be eager to
use the local bus services, also does it imply that a majority of the new unaffordable houses will be for high earning
commuters. This plan will not, as | see it, benefit the indigenous population of Dacorum.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS75

Person ID 224191

Full Name mr david gardiner

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy settlement heirachy make no reference to Tring Station. Tring Station should be included within the Small Villages section
comment or at least clarified that it is not included within Tring.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS88

Person ID 1255447

Full Name Andrew Sparrow

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation
Yes / No Yes
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*  Yes

*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted is a small and desirable market town. Please operate the planning process with care, so as not to harm
comment its distinct local character. If there must be "significant development” | would prefer that it be in several smaller pockets

around the town than large single developments.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS104

Person ID 1254846

Full Name James Martin

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Northchurch is not mentioned in the hierarchy, yet contains a disproportionate amount of the development. Northchurch
comment is a seperate and historic village of its own and should be covered as such in the emerging plan.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS123

Person ID 1145831

Full Name Mr Nicholas Jones

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation



Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The topography and transport infrastructure of Berkhamsted is not suitable for significant housing development.
comment Berkhamsted only has one access point to the A41 which leads to significant traffic congestion prticularly at peak time.

Its railway station in the town centre is difficlt to access by either public or private transport.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS137

Person ID 1142526

Full Name Mrs Angela Goddard

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Why do you think that it is ok to enlarge historic market towns to such an extent that the pleasure of living here it negated
comment by the lack of ability to move around or enjoy any country environment within walking distance from their homes?

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS171

Person ID 1257604

Full Name Richard Hillier
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
4



Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted is an important historical town. You should not seek to overwhelm it and destroy it's heritage by over
comment developing the place. Removing the football club (as part of the Bulborne Cross development) for example is an absolute

travesty which WILL see the death of the club.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS193

Person ID 1257823

Full Name Thomas Ritchie

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy As was overwhelmingly supported in the 2017 consultation, the majority of growth should be in Hemel Hempstead where
comment the infrastructure and employment opportunities are available and easily grown. The planned huge growth in Berkhamsted

and Tring are wrong, cannot work with insufficient infrastructure and would destroy the character of these ancient towns.
The new town option is the only one acceptable.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS224

Person ID 868491

Full Name Mr Graham Hoad

Organisation Details
Agent ID



Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy SP3 For Tring to act as a service centre there will need to be a solution to the car parking issues. Tring streets have
comment become crowded car parks with all the dangers of increasing accidents. Space needs to be found for visitors to the town

and anti-social, non-compliant parking discouraged. HCC assistance would be welcomed in this respect.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS249

Person ID 1207707

Full Name Mike Beavington

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS271

Person ID 1258885

Full Name hattie mackinder

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Tring is already over subscribed for schools. Any further developments would be overcrowded
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS304

Person ID 1258240

Full Name Adele Giles

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy | agree that Hemel Hempstead is the most sustainable location in the Borough. Berkhamsted and Tring are only
comment sustainable to a point. Proposing to increase the population of these towns by approximately half in the former's case

and at least three quarters in the latter case seems to me to amount to over and unsustainable development.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS321

Person ID 1259852

Full Name Imogen Wagstaff

Organisation Details

Agent ID



Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

No

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS352
1259924

Bassil Aslam

1259009

Bassil
Aslam

Yes

The classification of Flamstead under the Small Villages within the Green Belt section of Table 1 is Supported to an
extent. This is because whilst Flamstead lies within the Green Belt, it is considered to be sustainable. This is because
Flamstrad is served by a Village Store/Post Office at the junction of Singlets Lane/Church Road; two Public Houses
along the High Street, public transport/bus stop outside The Three Blackbirds PH on the High Street, a Church off Trowley
Hill Road; a Village Hall off Church Road; Flamstead School off Trowley Hill Road; and Flamstead Cricket Club off
Friendless Lane. There are also Allottments located on Singlets Lane. Flamstead also lies some 3/4 mile from the M1
(junction 9), which is accessed via A5183; a Petrol Station is located on the A5183, and a Harvester and Premier Inn
are both also located on the A5183/M1 junction 9.

Redbourn Golf Club/Course is about 1 mile away, and Aldwickbury Golf Club/Course is located some 4 miles from
Flamstead.

The nearest Railway Station to Flamstead is in Harpenden, some 3/4 mile away.



Included files

With all of the above in mind, and on behalf of the Landowner, it is considered that a measured and in keeping new
Housing develoment at in Flamstead ie. on Land lying to the west of Chequers Hill, will benefit the future well being,
growth and economy of Flamstead:

The Land lying to the West of Chequers Hill covers an area of some 0.5 Hectares, 1.36 Acres (gross). This Land lies
some 1/4 mile from the High Street, and 1/2 mile from Flamstead School.

The Land gently slopes, laid to pasture and has an agicultural wooden barn on the Land, located in it southern corner.
Mature trees and hedges boarder the boundary of the Land with Chequers Hill, and a Footpath/Pavement runs along
some 3/4 of the Land's boundary with Chequers Hill.

If the Land was developed for a measured/modest small infill of new Housing, then access coud be gained to such an
infill Housing development via a mini roundabout at the junction of Singlets Lane/Chequers Hill/Delmer End Lane;

The Land parcel outlined above has no previous Housing planning history, and is readily available for sustainable and
measured new Housing developments, and should therefore be considered as such by the Council.

Please see Location Plans attached.

Land west of Chequers Hill Flamstead.docx

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS364
1260058

Redbourn Parish Council

1260042

David
Mitchell

Redbourn Parish Council

Yes

The extensive use of the Greenbelt for development between Redbourn and Hemel Hempstead goes against the purposes
of the Greenbelt as described in the NPPF. Specifically, the Hemel Garden Communities project will see urban sprawl
into the Greenbelt and the narrowing of the gap between Redbourn and Hemel Hempstead. In addition, the extensive
use of the Greenbelt will damage the local environment and ecology adding to the problems of climate change. On these
issues, Redbourn Parish Council objects to the draft Dacorum Local Plan.


https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5794525

Included files

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

10

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS405

1260241

BASSIL ASLAM

1259009

Bassil
Aslam

Yes

The classification of Flamstead under the Small Villages within the Green Belt section of Table 1 is Supported to an
extent. This is because whilst Flamstead lies within the Green Belt, it is considered to be sustainable. This is because
Flamstrad is served by a Village Store/Post Office at the junction of Singlets Lane/Church Road; two Public Houses
along the High Street, public transport/bus stop outside The Three Blackbirds PH on the High Street, a Church off Trowley
Hill Road; a Village Hall off Church Road; Flamstead School off Trowley Hill Road; and Flamstead Cricket Club off
Friendless Lane. There are also Allottments located on Singlets Lane. Flamstead also lies some 3/4 mile from the M1
(junction 9), which is accessed via A5183; a Petrol Station is located on the A5183, and a Harvester and Premier Inn
are both also located on the A5183/M1 junction 9.

Redbourn Golf Course lies about 1 mile away, and Aldwickbury Golf Club/Course is located some 4 miles from Flamstead.
The nearest Railway Station to Flamstead is in Harpenden, some 3/4 mile away.

With all of the above in mind, and on behalf of the Landowner, it is considered that a measured and in keeping new
Housing develoment at in Flamstead ie. on Land on the East side of Chequers Hill, will benefit the future well being,
growth and economy of Flamstead:

The Land on the East side of Chequers Hill covers some 3.2 Hectares, 7.8 Acres (gross).
The Land lies some 1/2 mile from M1 junction 9, 1/2 mile from the Village Store, and 1 mile from Flamstead School.
A bus stop is located some 100 metres from the Land, along Chequers Hill.

The Land gently slopes, and has two access points should the Land be developed for new Housing; a pedestrain access
could be provided to the Land between the houses called 'Bowling' and Sunny Ridge', with the main access to the Land
via the existing farm gate opposite 'The Acorns' on Chequers Hill.



This Land parcel outlined above has no previous Housing planning history, and is readily available for sustainable and
measured new Housing developments, and should therefore be considered as such by the Council.

Please see Location Plans attached.

Included files Land east of Chequers Hill Flamstead.docx
Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS449

Person ID 1260507

Full Name Michael Burbidge

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy All 3 towns marked for development are already congested these development plans will only make this worse. | do not

comment understand how Berkhamsted and Tring are sustainable locations. The only public transport is the railway and in
Berkhamsted the development will be long way from the station. Some development in Tring will be close the station but
most not.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
11


https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5794522

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy | disagree with the assertion that Berkhamsted is a sufficiently sustainable location for significant development in the
way the Plan envisages the location of new dwellings

comment

Included files

EGS503
1260803

Rollo Prendergast

Yes

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS512
Person ID 1260809
Full Name James Mac
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The locations of the huge development areas around Tring and Berkhamstead can not be justified for enviromental
reasons. They will also directly change the make up of these locations taking away the market town feel.

comment

Included files

Title

12

The Settlement Hierarchy



ID EGS526

Person ID 1260814

Full Name Mr Martin Ephgrave
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Policy SP3 - The Settlement Hierarchy

comment | wish to make comment on the wording applicable to ‘Other small villages and the countryside’ which suggests that no

infill or brown field opportunities to develop, will be considered in some areas. Such wording will undoubtedly deny
planners the ability to even consider future proposals, however realistic.

Surely, councils should ensure there is enough housing to meet everyone’s needs, therefore is it right to unilaterally
prohibit any development in such areas AONB or not, thus ignoring the needs of a rural workforce and/or children of
current inhabitants, which have undeniable history in such areas.

Could we not resolve such prohibiting wording by allowing the statement to include a defined ability to utilise infill/lbrownfield
opportunities, that don’t contravene the separate identities of such hamlets or villages.

| am concerned about particular villages which have such spaces within their habitable area, but have for too long been
constantly denied any development opportunities, thus becoming elitist and expensive and financially discriminatory
against children who have grown up within such villages.

Indeed, past planning restrictions have denied development within these villages under the guise of AONB , but this has
resulted in only a small minority of the populace able to enjoy such residency, denying even their own children, who have
been born, beed and educated there from remaining, let alone agricultural workers who working in such villages.

In conclusion | hope my comments can be considered and in some way incorporated in the proposed local planning
guidelines.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS537
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

1260255
KTB Commercial

1260252

Peter
Biggs

Yes

Policy SP3 sets out the settlement hierarchy identified within the Borough. It is noted that the description refers to all
small villages as being the least sustainable area of the Borough, providing much lower level of facilities and where
significant environmental constraints apply.

It is acknowledged the purpose of Policy SP3 is to provide a broad categorisation of settlements to focus development
in sustainable areas of the District. This policy however does over-generalise the description of villages and consideration
of development opportunities within these villages.

Whilst this statement may be true of other villages, it is a broad statement that does not acknowledge the location of
Piccotts End in close proximity to the north of Hemel Hempstead.

The village at Piccotts End is also located in close proximity to Growth Area HHO1: North Hemel (Phase 1) identified for
1,550 new homes, new primary school and secondary school. Piccotts End therefore finds itself in a very sustainable
location with bus services running through the main road through the village into Hemel Hempstead. There will also
need to be further consideration through the masterplanning work how Piccotts End will sit alongside and benefit from
the North Hemel Growth Area.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
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The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS557

1260936

Peter Hadden



Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS593

Person ID 1261122

Full Name Mark Slade
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Add as much as possible to the existing large town, leave the rest alone.
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS615

Person ID 1059789

Full Name Mrs Alison Somek

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

One of my main concerns here is that of protecting identities of local areas and ensuring the main tench of green belt
separation between towns and villages. | am extremely concerned about a new proposal (not incorporated in this local
plan) to exchanged the planned development in Berkhamsted with a huge development at Bourne End (Bulbourne Cross)
which effectively would serve to connect Hemel and Berkhamsted on green belt countryside. | believe this should be
strongly resisted.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

16

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS622

1261183

Oliver Fairfull

No

Growth at any cost is not the answer. The "vision" mentions sustainability throughout, but none of this growth is sustainable.
Overloading areas with a population it cannot support will be detrimental to the countryside, farm land, green space and
the lives of those who have chosen to live in the area. Steady and monitored growth means strategic thinking and
adapting to changing conditions. Build the infrastructure and only then, grow in line with that. The policy as it stands is
to build at a rapid rate, seemingly at any cost.

My experiences are of living in Tring, but it is likely the sentiment is echoed all through the Borough. For example, it is
already hard to get a doctors/dentist appointment. Increase healthcare capacity, then grow the community.

The employment growth you are forecasting is simply a proposal and not a reality. We simply can’t know what the
economic situation will be — some of your plan may succeed, but others will likely falter. Build the economy, then build
the housing.

Tring is a commuter town and a (significant) proportion of new inhabitants will likely commute to London on a trainline
already at capacity. Station car parks are full before rush hour is over - where is the proposal to increase that capacity?



Included files

You mention building a better link between Tring and the station, build it first and demonstrate that it works. What is
currently in place is dangerous for pedestrians, cyclists and drivers. A small cohort will cycle in any weather, many
(including me!) will not and will resort to driving. You also can't change the existing road infrastructure; Tring high street
is extremely narrow. A single vehicle stopping (eg deliveries, mail van) backs up traffic. Increasing housing in Tring by
such radical numbers will result in far more congestion and pollution — flying directly in the face of your environment plan.
It's easy to demonstrate now that people drive to the town and do not walk, and an increase in population will result in
increased traffic, particularly as the green belt sites are some distance from the town centre.

Residents in this area should not be made to pay for short sighted thinking. The proposal to build vast numbers does
one thing; makes developers very rich. They will build the standard "cookie cutter" houses, with minimal space between
properties, minimal parking and a minimal green space. Once they have been paid, they will leave and having irreparably
changed the face of the town, we, and future generations will be left to suffer the consequences.

These new estates seen all over the country are the modern equivalent of tower blocks build in the 60s. We will look
back in 50 years and wonder why anyone thought they were a good idea. The example to the west of Tring is a key
demonstration of this. Decorating the house that face the main road with a pretty stone fagade is just that, a fagade.
Look within the roads and you see narrow houses, squashed in at the edge of town, forcing people to drive to town.
Maximising profits for developers, ignoring the real needs of the town inhabitants.

In the original "vision", | believe the proposed number of houses in Tring was between 600 and 1100, which seemed
absurdly high. You have now raised this to 2,731 (an odd number, how can you be so exact? Presumably because this
was calculated by a formula rather than rationale thought) but cannot see any justification for that alarming increase. |
made the same points then, grow the infrastructure and then grow the housing stock, not the other way around. Targets
are not the answer. Destroying green belt and farm land is not the answer. Once you have made these mistakes, we
cannot go back.

This may be mandated from Westminster, but your job as our local representatives is to fight back. | am not anti-growth
— our population is expanding, but we need to grow in a sustainable, controlled way, not mandating the growth of a town
by 40-50%. | spent many hours reading through the 2017 documents and responding. Now to find out that you are
“doubling down” on expansion at such a rate is very disheartening. Many people do not have the time to read through
such lengthy document and reply but their lack of response should not be taken as de facto approval. We love where
we live. Please, take the time to make the right choice and not put this monstrosity of a plan into action.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS654

1258939

Ed Shedd
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

Our main comment on the Settlement hierarchy is that it talks about a sustainable location as having the best access to
a wide range of services, facilities and employment opportunities, whilst minimising the need to travel. And yet, the plan
talks about using Green Belt land in Hemel Hempstead, an area which very much does not have access to these services,
facilities and won't minimise the need to travel. When one reads the infrastructure plans for the new housing on the
green belt, the solutions a) need to be built and b) are of the "car/carbon economy" era. There is talk about green
corridors and multi-modal forms of transport, but no detail, or it seems, funding.

In short, we would argue with the choice of Hemel green belt being the most sustainable location.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

18

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS705

1261251

Lesley Ashden

Yes

It seems sensible to develop Hemel Hempstead as it is not in the Chilterns and has good access to roads the A 41 bipass
and the M1.

The development in Berkhamsted and Tring is best at the edges of the town and near to good roads but it still needs to
be tempered in quantity by the Green Belt and ANOB constraints



Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS724
Person ID 1261250
Full Name Christina Thompson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This seems to suggest that Berkhamsted and Tring are being treated equally when Tring. Berkhamsted has a popoualtion
comment of 10,000 more than Tring yet Tring is expected to grow by 2,731 homes, 500 more than proposed for Berkhamsted.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS734

Person ID 211245

Full Name Ms Jody Conibear

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The settlement hierarchy states that Berkhamsted and Tring are sustainable locations for significant development but
comment this cannot be a correct statement. By their very nature as market towns (i.e. small towns) neither Tring or Berkhamsted

have geographical locations or infratructure that will support sustainable growth without severe detriment to the local
environment and those who live there. Tring and Berkhamsted high streets are already hugely congested due to their
historical centres and small roads. By adding houses to the periphery (extending Tring population by <50%), this will

19



fundamentally lead to a degradation of life for those living in these areas. Access to town centres will need to be by car,
there is no parking in the centre, small streets already heavily congested. It is total nonsense to expect that either Tring
or Berkhamsted can take such a volume of new builds and new inhibitants.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS789

Person ID 1260046

Full Name Jude Jackson

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy | am totally against the significant increase in development in the market towns. They already struggle to cope with the

comment current traffic and demands on resources - ie trying to get a GP appointment - with such a huge increase - they WILL
NOT COPE AT ALL

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS869

Person ID 1143779

Full Name Ms Julia Marshall

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
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*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

| support SP3, it is a logical hierachy

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS922

Person ID 1261540

Full Name Ms Claire Taylor

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Yes

Piccotts End has not been included as a small village within the Green belt on page 33, as a village that is often mistaken
for a hamlet, | believe this is a particularly large oversight, as the proposed plans impact Piccotts End in which | believe
should be included alongside Potten End in Dacorum Emerging Strategy for Growth (2020-2038) paper, this directly
contradicts the council's objectives for this housing development plan. As a small village within the green belt and as a
conservation area protecting the village should be paramount, this development will not retain the character and keep
our settlement separate to the areas it would become conjoined with. This misrepresentation of the village is consistent
throughout all documents and does not ‘develop a shared vision’ to shape the neighbourhood, a message which is
consistently reiterated as an important consideration within the plan.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS936

Person ID 1261172

Full Name Barry Morris

Organisation Details
Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The proposal to build 150 houses and an 80 bed Elderly Persons Nursing Home on the 25 acre Grange Farm GREEN
comment BELT land is not practicle. It will put a further tremendeous strain on the already congested High Street. The proposal

to put land aside for a new school is not going to help the problem either. If or when a new school is built is a long way
in the future, but the congestion problems are NOW and more housing will only add to the problem. Also why do we
need another Elderly Peoples facility, when we already have Dudley House and the new Mountbatten dwellings. NO TO
BUILDING ON GREEN BELT LAND IN BOVINGDON!

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS982

Person ID 488516

Full Name mr hugh siegle

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This Settlement Hierarchy should be rethought. Greater focus should be on Hemel Hempstead, best placed to absorb
comment and benefit from new development. The market towns may be sustainable locations but Berkhamsted for instance has

grown significantly under the Core Strategy despite being described as offering limited opportunity and is now at capacity.
To add 24% more homes and a very significant increase in the town's footprint is not sustainable

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1017
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

1260814
Mr Martin Ephgrave

Yes

Policy SP3 - The Settlement Hierarchy

| wish to make comment on the wording applicable to ‘Other small villages and the countryside’ which suggests that no
infill or brown field opportunities to develop, will be considered in some areas. Such wording will undoubtedly deny
planners the ability to even consider future proposals, however realistic.

Surely, councils should ensure there is enough housing to meet everyone’s needs, therefore is it right to unilaterally
prohibit any development in such areas AONB or not, thus ignoring the needs of a rural workforce and/or children of
current inhabitants, which have undeniable history in such areas.

Could we not resolve such prohibiting wording by allowing the statement to include a defined ability to utilise infill/lbrownfield
opportunities, that don’t contravene the separate identities of such hamlets or villages.

| am concerned about particular villages which have such spaces within their habitable area, but have for too long been
constantly denied any development opportunities, thus becoming elitist and expensive and financially discriminatory
against children who have grown up within such villages.

Indeed, past planning restrictions have denied development within these villages under the guise of AONB , but this has
resulted in only a small minority of the populace able to enjoy such residency, denying even their own children, who have
been born, beed and educated there from remaining, let alone agricultural workers who working in such villages.

In conclusion | hope my comments can be considered and in some way incorporated in the proposed local planning
guidelines.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS1119

1143022

Mrs Lin Phillips
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

No

Your hierarchy puts the market towns at risk of inappropriate levels of development, out of scale with their existing size
and shape and damaging the quality of life for residents. The decription which you have, allocated to the larger villages
would describe a much more acceptable aim for Berkhamsted and Tring i.e:

"Gr:owth in the large villages will be at a scale in keeping with their local character and setting. Sites are allocated to
enable modest levels of expansion that reflects their role and function as well as other constraints to growth."

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

24

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS1157
1261809

Pam Ferguson

Yes

Future housing does need to be spread across Dacorum but the housing numbers allocated to Berkhamsted and Tring
are excessive .The infrastructure discussed in the plan ,other than education, is not provided for this massive uplift in
homes and therefore the towns are not sustainable locations .Providing a large number of additional homes will not
necessarily have an overall positive impact on atown as suggested . In fact | think that an uplift of homes in Berkhamsted
by 25% and in Tring by 50% will be extremely detrimental to these historic market towns .



Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS1161
Person ID 1261837
Full Name Kimberley Bond

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1190

Person ID 1261840

Full Name Rachel Heath

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Can you be sure to keep the character of existing towns and villages? Excessive building is bound to alter the character.
comment Are new sites proposed at the expense of developing pockets of land which would have less impact on the character of

each area. | agree with the following comment:
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DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1204

Person ID 1261875

Full Name Fiona Silver

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted and Tring are not suitable centres for significant development because they cannot be developed without
comment massive encroachment on Green Belt land and their infrastructures will not support such significant increase

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1231

Person ID 1259116

Full Name Tring in Transition (TinT)

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1270

Person ID 1253872

Full Name Georgia Huelamo

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

It is important that growth is focussed on the main towns first, before large villages - not simultaneously. Greater level
of supporting services and other infrastructure will be key to ensuring access for social housing. It is of no use to social
housing where there is limited infrastructure and poor access to transport links and facilities.

| disagree that Tring and Berkhamsted are sustainable locations. There is no evidence that these settlements act as
service centres for other villages. Significant development in these areas will seek to ruin the character of these market
towns and create infrastructure, health and service capacity issues. Due to limited employment opportunities in these
small market towns, large scale development will cause transport and environmental issues and change the character
and heritage of the towns for future generations.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1276

Person ID 1145427

Full Name Mr David Glenister

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy | disagree with the Settlement Hierarchy. Berkhamsted should remain an area of limited opportunity as in the current
comment plan. There is no justification for the massive releases of Green Belt that will result in 24% increase in dwellings and

31% increase in urban footprint. . In practice the current approach is proving incompatible with preserving the character
of our market towns and Berkhamsted in particular, which has received a disproportionately large amount of development
to date — unsupported by any improvements in infrastructure; no new carp parks, no new roads, no change to sewage
system, no new schools no new doctor surgeries & dentists.

The reality is that the first 13 years of the Core Strategy has seen development in Berkhamsted at a rate > 30% above
the target set, but with no infrastructure improvements to match, while development in Hemel is > 9% below its target.
This does not seem right considering the Market town's current size and topography, Berkhamsted has reached its limits
of capacity. As conceded by DBC, the town centre already suffers from congestion and poor air quality (data for Lower
Kings Road shows the level of NO2 in some periods exceed the 40micrograms/cm3 limit). Tacking on edge of town
developments on valley side/ridge-top Green Belt locations at a distance (3- 4km) from the town centre and railway
station to satisfy inappropriate housing targets is not sustainable for the market town and will do irreparable damage.
These plans will not enhance the quality of life for residents current or future. The Settlement Hierarchy should revert to
the one ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1309

Person ID 1261975

Full Name John King

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy ignores the individual chracter of TRING The major increase in population planned will cause town centre congestion
comment which already exists

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1324

Person ID 1145350

Full Name Mr Edward Murray

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Per previous comments. There is a 1 high street in Berkhamsted and Tring, driving through them will become impossible
comment with a 20% increase in the population

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1493

Person ID 1262216

Full Name George Godar

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy We think that it should be made clearer that smaller villages (including Little Gaddesden) within the Chilterns AONB
comment should not be developed in terms of infilling within the village in question. While it is understood that this is the intention
of the content of the Table, it is considered that this could be reworded slightly to make it completely clear.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1630

Person ID 1262323

Full Name Emma Hilder

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1778

Person ID 1154047

Full Name Brendon Sparks

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Dacorum Council should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the new proposal fails to protect the historic
character and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint
through the release of Green Belt. Clearly new houses have to be built in the area but NOT in the Green Belt areas nor
at such density. The proposal will destroy the heritage, character and demography for all existing residents.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS1804
1262358

Jennifer Scott

Yes

| disagree with the Settlement Hierarchy. Berkhamsted should remain an area of limited
opportunity as in the current plan. There is no justification for the massive releases of Green Belt that will result in 24%
increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint.

The current approach is proving incompatible with preserving the character of our market towns and Berkhamsted in
particular, which has received a disproportionately large amount of development to date — unsupported by any
improvements in infrastructure. The proposed plans do not offer improvements that will make up for the deficit and really
only offer infrastructure that is required as a minimum for the new settlements, while history dictates that if any ‘excess’
infrastructure is promised it rarely materialises.

To be clear the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy states “Hemel Hempstead will be the focus for housing development
within the Borough”, while recognising that the Market Towns are “Areas of Limited Opportunity” and “The general
approach in these locations will be to support development that enables the population to remain stable, unless a small
element of growth is required to support local community needs.”

This Settlement Hierarchy was ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector who concluded that “the Council’s approach of
focussing growth on Hemel Hempstead is justified.” The Inspector points to “the sustainability credentials” of Hemel and
contrasts that to the Market Towns where “The level of services and facilities is lower than at Hemel”, while also confirming
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that “it must be remembered that many of these settlements are more constrained than Hemel Hempstead, for example
by the Chilterns AONB (which should be afforded the highest status of protection) and therefore more weight should be
attached to securing sustainable growth in the Borough’s main town.”

The reality is that the first 13 years of the Core Strategy has seen development in Berkhamsted at a rate 31.2% above
the target set, but with no infrastructure improvements to match, while development in Hemel is 9.3% below its target.

| believe given its current size and topography, Berkhamsted has reached its limits of

capacity. As conceded by DBC, the town centre already suffers from congestion and poor air quality (data for Lower
Kings Road shows the level of NO2 in some periods exceed the 40micrograms/cm3

limit).

Tacking on edge of town developments on valley side/ridge-top Green Belt locations at a distance (3-4km) from the town
centre and railway station to satisfy flawed housing targets is not sustainable in any sense of the word. These plans will
not enhance the quality of life for residents current or future.

The Settlement Hierarchy should revert to the one ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1887

Person ID 1262518

Full Name Rachel Kempster

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The proposed housing developments around the Hall Park area of Berkhamsted are 3-4km from the town centre, mainly
comment up steep hills. The maijority of people from this end of town already drive into the town centre due to distance/hills, so

adding further houses to this area will only increase traffic and pollution. Pollution levels on Lower Kings Road already
exceed 40/micro grams/cm3 limit. The developments here therefore are NOT sustainable.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
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ID EGS1908
Person ID 1262553
Full Name Henry Wallis
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1961

Person ID 1262604

Full Name Ray Smith

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Table 1. Although Berkhamsted itself offers existing facilities, here "Berkhamsted" is too broadly defined to be sustainable.
comment Berkhamsted town may be outside the green belt, but its surroundings are, and much of the proposed expansion is on

that green belt land. There is no mention of Northchurch, which adjoins Berkhamsted, but has its own council, history
and distinct rural character. Northchurch is too far from Berkhamsted's centre to make expansion here sustainable without
damaging its historic core. It should be in the same hierarchy as Potten End, which was once part of Northchurch.

Included files
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS1964
Person ID 1262601
Full Name Anne Smith
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Northchurch has not been identified at all in the DBC plan and has been given the misnoomer of West Berkhamsted,
this is simply not the case.

Northcurch is defined as " a village and civil parish in the Bulbourne valley ... It lies between the towns of Berkhamsted
and Tring" Wikepedia. It's origins go back 1000 years.

The fact that this plan mistakenly alludes to Northchurch as a ribbon development of Berkhamsted indicates a total lack
of DBC's local knowledge, awareness and sensitivities. This is a prime example of where the selection of build sites,
such as Darrs Lane and Lock Field, has been made without this awareness

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2049

Person ID 1262738

Full Name Alan Pierce
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes
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*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Whilst limited and sensible devlopment in Berkhamsted and Tring is sensible, the rationale to change both market towns
so significantly is flawed and inappropriate.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2087

Person ID 1262755

Full Name Karen Johnson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

The Settlement Hierarchy. Using Green Belt to fudge supposed improvements based on an outdated matrix for
development is not the answer. We need new towns spread along new transport links (HS2) that are properly laid out
and environmentally friendly and that encourage people to move and live throughout Britain (as suggested with the PM
levelling up Britain plan) rather than just consentrated in the already over populated and over built up south of England.
What happened to levelling up the country. Do we now really need all this housing we now have a massive death rate
from Covid , low birth rate and at some point our top heavy older generation will die. The reason house prices are so
high is because demand is great. Demand is great because we have train stations and transport links, improve these
in other areas ie new towns and people will want to live in those too. Even if you build small houses in these areas they
will still be expensive to buy, we have rows and rows of small houses in Berkhamsted and they are still pricy. Build new
towns with nice things to offer and trains to major cities and people will want to live in them. Surely this is better than
turning historic beautiful towns into concrete jungles with dreadful congestion and pollution. DBC should retain the core
strategy settlement hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character of Berkhamsted by facilitating
a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the release of Green Belt.

Title

The Settlement Hierarchy

ID

EGS2106
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

1262762
Eric Dodman

Yes

| do not understand why Tring and Berkhamsted are seen as sustainable locations for massive development. There will
need to be huge and fundamental changes within the towns to accommodate your plans and, apart from seeing nothing
in your documents that provides any real detail about how you have come to this conclusion or, indeed, about what
"sustainable" actually means, | do not agree with this plan.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

36

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS2189
1262765

Paul Rees

Yes

Kings Langley is an historic village - having been the capital of England in the late 1340s and it is a village in the green
belt area. Therefore, it is entirely wrong for Kings Langley to be listed in the settlememnt hierarachy other than as a
village with green belt, along with villages such as Chipperfield. The constraints that apply to villages such as Chipperfield
should be seen as applying equally to Kings Langley. Kings Langely is an historic space with many beautiful views; and
in order to maintain its important character it is vital to place the village in the same, more proteced, category. And an
urgent reduction should be made to the number of assumed new homes for Kings Langley. If 275 homes were added



to Kings Langley's current allotment, its character would be transformed from that of a historic village to that of a commuter
town - and its current nature would be lost forever.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2195

Person ID 1262841

Full Name Nada Ryan

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The revamped Settlement Hierarchy will not protect the historic character and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a
comment massive increase in dwellings and an even larger increase in urban footprint through the release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2220

Person ID 1262860

Full Name Susanne Rees

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

The settlement hierarchy set out here is poorly thought through. Kings Langley - which is a unique village (given that it
was the capital of England in the late 1340s) and a settlement that is in the green belt - is erroneously listed as a place
for a comparatively high volume of new housing. This is wrong and should change. The idea that the historic village of
Kings Langley could absorb an additional 275 new homes is farcical. If this many new homes were delivered (which
would increase the population of Kings Langley to well over 6,000) the character and nature of Kings Langley would be
changed forever. The number of new homes envisaged for Kings Langley must be drastically revised downward.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2256
Person ID 1262697

Full Name Gillian Lindley
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

This section quotes Tring as being a service centre for surrounding villages and states this as a reaon for significant
development. Tring is a small market town whose facilities are barely adequate (and getting less so with shops, etc,
closing) for the current population. Residents of Tring habitually shop in Aylesbury, Hemel Hempstead and Watford as
the facilities in Tring are insufficient.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2261

Person ID 1262925

Full Name Nandipha Jordan

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

The Settlement Hierarchy

Berkhamsted and Tring are identified in the plan to be sustainable locations. These are ‘commuter towns’ where many
residents work out of borough. There are insufficient employment opportunities locally in Tring and Berkhamsted to
sustain the proposed growth.

To ensure future sustainability, there will need to be a significant shift to local employment, there are no proposals in the
plan to make the necessary employment space available for a change of this scale.

With the proposed scale of development these settlements will no longer be sustainable, they will be congested with
residents who dont work locally, and add little to the local economy.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS2283

610662

Mr Antony Harbidge

Chairman
Berkhamsted Residents Action Group (BRAG)

Yes

BRAG disagrees with the Settlement Hierarchy. Berkhamsted should remain an area of limited opportunity as in the
current plan. There is no justification for the massive releases of Green Belt that will result in 24% increase in dwellings
and 31% increase in urban footprint.

BRAG agrees with the theoretical broad approach and the ‘settlement hierarchy’ adopted in the Core Strategy.
In practice the current approach is proving incompatible with preserving the character of our market towns and Berkhamsted
in particular, which has received a disproportionately large amount of development to date — unsupported by any
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Included files

improvements in infrastructure. The proposed plans do not offer improvements that will make up for the deficit and really
only offer infrastructure that is required as a minimum for the new settlements, while history dictates that if any ‘excess’
infrastructure is promised it rarely materialises.

To be clear the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy states “Hemel Hempstead will be the focus for housing development
within the Borough”, while recognising that the Market Towns are “Areas of Limited Opportunity’and “The general approach
in these locations will be to support development that enables the population to remain stable, unless a small element
of growth is required to support local community needs.”

This Settlement Hierarchy was ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector who concluded that “the Council’s approach of
focussing growth on Hemel Hempstead is justified.” The Inspector points to “the sustainability credentials” of Hemel and
contrasts that to the Market Towns where “The level of services and facilities is lower than at Hemel”, while also confirming
that “it must be remembered that many of these settlements are more constrained than Hemel Hempstead, for example
by the Chilterns AONB (which should be afforded the highest status of protection) and therefore more weight should be
attached to securing sustainable growth in the Borough’s main town.”

The reality is that the first 13 years of the Core Strategy has seen development in Berkhamsted at a rate 31.2% above
the target set, but with no infrastructure improvements to match, while development in Hemel is 9.3% below its target.

BRAG contests that given its current size and topography, Berkhamsted has reached its limits of capacity. As conceded
by DBC, the town centre already suffers from congestion and poor air quality (data for Lower Kings Road shows the
level of NO2 in some periods exceed the 40micrograms/cma3 limit).

Tacking on edge of town developments on valley side/ridge-top Green Belt locations at a distance (3-4km) from the town
centre and railway station to satisfy flawed housing targets is not sustainable in any sense of the word. These plans will
not enhance the quality of life for residents current or future.

The Settlement Hierarchy should revert to the one ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation
Yes / No
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The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS2302

1261830

alistair budd

No



*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2345
Person ID 1262981

Full Name Chris Mabley
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

No reason is given for having a settlement hierarchy and there is no evidence of the local needs being catered for.
Affordability of housing is a market price definition which is faulty for such long term plans. For example, not much housing
stock pushes prices up so why would developers flood the market? Sustainability of mixed communities is much more
complex and needs reference to up to date working data informed by Brexit and Covid 19, especially in light of their
impact on transport requirements and green space for mental and physical health, as well as building regulations for
climate emergency.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2353

Person ID 1262244

Full Name Estelle Wraight

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

There is nothing sustainable about the locations suggested.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2369
Person ID 1261821
Full Name Chris Cole
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

The Settlement Hierarchy is flawed. It is based on an implicit assumption that towns have to become bigger towns, but
villages have to remain villages so as not to spoil them. This is clearly wrong. The towns of Berkhamsted and Tring were
once villages, and are now popular and picturesque towns - the proposal to grow them massively whilst protecting the
smaller towns and villages will destroy their character, and turn them into suburbs of Hemel Hempstead. There should
be a focus on growing the villages into popular, well-planned towns of the future with modern housing and infrastructure
whilst maintaining the character and quality of life offered by the more mature towns rather than growing the latter to
bursting point.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2405

Person ID 1227518

Full Name Mr John LOWRIE
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy My major worry is the Hemel Garden Community project. This is built entirely on important green belt land. It seems to
comment be that although it is too far from any existing infrastructure like rail links it is the 'easy' option to stick a massive housing

estate on a green field with 5,000 houses and job done. The plan includes the creation of green spaces. Why? You have
destroyed green belt land to create a green space. It doesn't make sense.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2499

Person ID 1263101

Full Name Richard Hall
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy | think the hierarchy is broadly correct.

comment | have significant concerns the rural open spaces will be impacted disproportionatley due to increased numbers of local
residents.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2522
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Person ID 222269

Full Name Georgina Tregoning
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy | believe that the proposed number of houses to be built should be significantly lower than the target to reflect actual
comment demonstrable need for housing. The plan is wholly disproportionate in terms of growth for Tring and Berkhamsted.

Surely there can be no justification in building sufficient new houses in Tring solely to allow for another secondary school.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2541

Person ID 1263174

Full Name katey adderley

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy The Core Strategy Hierarchy was much better. this one is bonkers at it allows a massive increase in dwellings by building
comment on green belt

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS2546
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Person ID 1159198

Full Name Edward Hatley
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2552

Person ID 1263183

Full Name Claire Davies

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Describing Berkhamsted and Tring as sustainable locations makes no sense, have you walked through either and
comment observed the traffic problems?

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2569

45



Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

1262037
Jason Silver

Yes

The proposed growth of Berkhamsted in the plan (approx 25% in dwellings and 30% in population) will drastically change
the character and nature of the town. Currently the infrastructure and traffic flow is insufficient for this increase.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2592

Person ID 1263206

Full Name Andrew Farrow

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Great Gaddesden Parish Council
1253616

Agent Full Name Andrew
Farrow

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title

The Settlement Hierarchy

ID
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Person ID 1145686

Full Name Mrs Sarah Gray
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted and Tring These market towns are sustainable locations - and are at the limits of their size. Growth will
comment NOT be at a scale in keeping with their local character and setting.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2703

Person ID 1262737

Full Name Andrew Cassels

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The development of Berkhamsted and Tring is disproportionate to the size of these small town. | suggest halving the
comment development numbers whilst creating more employment opportunities so that residents can work locally.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2730
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

1262731
Julie Battersby

Yes

| have already emphasised that Northchurch and Dudswell regard their communities as being distinct and separate from
'‘Berkhamsted'. In many roads in these settlements there is only rural or semi rural provision of infrastructture (eg septic
tanks, narrow roads) and environmental constraints do apply . | therefore expect Northchurch and Dudwell sites to be
disaggregated from Berkhamsted and reclassified in the Settlement Hierachy as a " Small Village within the Green Belt"
not part of a Market Town.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2757

Person ID 1262722

Full Name Colin McCready

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

No

Title

The Settlement Hierarchy
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ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy

comment

Included files

EGS2868

1263425

Andrew Farrow

Nettleden with Potten End Parish Council
1253616

Andrew
Farrow

No

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy

comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS2894

1263430

Pru Murray

Yes

| would disagree that the market towns of Berkhamsted and Tring are sustainable locations and focus for significant
development. The historic natures of the town centres and access means that it is difficult to increase amenties in the
centre, congestion is already a problem (especially in Berkhamsted) and 2,236 will add to this signifcantly. | would suggest
a figure of 10-12% increase in growth over the period is a more achievable growth target and reflective of the needs of
the Borough and of the towns involved.
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Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2902

Person ID 1258862

Full Name Tim Beeby

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy The plan results in an increase in size of nearly 25% for Berkhamsted and fails to protect it's historic character
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2910

Person ID 1263377

Full Name Jane Messenger

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy The large 'villages' are joined on to Hemel already. any further development will completely ruin these areas.
comment

Included files
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS2946
Person ID 1263440
Full Name J Davies
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The comment in respect of small vilalges that "This needs to be protected to ensure their rural character is retained and
settlements keep their separate identities" should also apply to the market towns and large villages.

Development can lead to economic progress, but it can also change the nature of an area - rather than "mixing" within
the current community, large developments are by their very nature "something different". Significant development should
be focussed around development which compliments and mixes with the existing area, rather than is just dropped on
the side.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3138
Person ID 1262255
Full Name AJ W
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No
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The Settlement Hierarchy The settlement hierarchy as originally set out in the Core Strategy should be kept. The 'new' strategy for growth as
comment outlined does not protect the historic settlements of Berkhamsted & Tring. In the case of Berkhamsted we will see a
24% increase in housing in areas of mainly greenbelt land.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3152

Person ID 1263498

Full Name Peter Reynolds

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The spatial strategy is based on the erroneous excessive overall target for new housing within Dacorum. As previously
comment commented, the target, once appropriately reduced, can be met through the use of brownfield sites rather than the Green

Belt and selected expansion within the current communities that do not detract from the character of the areas.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3213

Person ID 1263566

Full Name Frances Read

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
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*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

The policy should be specifically geared to redevelopment in town centres not around the edges and out into the
countryside

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS3277

1261609

DEBORAH CROOKS

Yes

Berkhamsted and Tring are identified in the plan to be sustainable locations. These are ‘commuter towns’ where many
residents work out of borough. There are insufficient employment opportunities locally in Tring and Berkhamsted to
sustain the proposed growth.

To ensure future sustainability, there will need to be a significant shift to local employment, there are no proposals in the
plan to make the necessary employment space available for a change of this scale.

. The government algorithm for calculating the number of new homes required is flawed as stated in Inside housing
"Councils have complained that the government’s new planning formula “seems to have been made without any
assessment of demographic, market needs, delivery or capacity issues”.

2. The strategy should be focusing on protecting the Green Belt to absorb carbon emmissions and improve mental health
and well being.

3. The increase of population will obviously have an impact on the increase of traffic and pollution that is linked to this.
4. The quality of life will be affected by the increase in density of housing and traffic.

5. There should be a value on nature and this is a matter of emergency worldwide. when land is built on there is no going
back.

Screen Shot 2021-02-25 at 08.46.07.png
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https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk//file/5811497

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3360

Person ID 1263693

Full Name Ruth Colderwood

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

No

Included files

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS3361
1263652

Andrew Lunn

Yes

The proposal growth of both Berkhamsted and Tring is far to great, the need for housing is not that great and what is
being proposed is also not affordable. The land which is being put forward is Greenbelt land that lends to the Towns
charm and none of this is being considered.

Berkhamsted doesnt have the infrustructure to allow for this cgrowth and also it is going to affect the charachterists and
the charm of the town which is why i moved here in the first place.
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Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3389

Person ID 1263124

Full Name Andrew Criddle
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy No Comment
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3420
Person ID 1263763
Full Name Adam Kindred
Organisation Details CBRE
Agent ID 1263757
Agent Full Name Adam
Kindred
Agnet Organisation
Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy With respect to the 'Vision for Dacorum’s Places' this under-represents the role that Kings Langley can play in delivering
comment sustainable growth. Kings Langley is grouped alongside Bovingdon and Markyate in the spatial strategy, neither of which
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Included files

have rail stations. Functionally, Kings Langley is 9 minutes on a direct train route into the principal settlement of Hemel
Hempstead and this should be more appropriately reflected in the vision, aims and objectives for Kings Langley.

As noted in the October 2017 Settlement Profiles from Travel to Work data, 15.7% of trips of people living in Kings
Langley are made by public transport. This is materially higher than both Bovingdon and Markyate at circa 10%. Incidentally,
the figure for Kings Langley is also higher than the figure for Tring.

The distinction between Kings Langley and Bovingdon and Markyate is further highlighted in the Council’s own evidence
with Paragraph 2.30 of the Development Strategy Paper (2020) stating ‘However, unlike Bovingdon and Markyate, it
[referring to Kings Langley] does have its own secondary school, and access to a mainline railway station and reasonable
levels of local employment.’

The attractiveness of Kings Langley as a location for employment is further highlighted in the Employment Land Review
(October 2017) in which it is stated that total office stock in Kings Langley is 33,000 sqm, with EGi reporting that there
is just 200 sgm currently available. The amount of employment floorspace in Kings Langley is significantly greater than
that at Bovingdon or Markyate.

The Sustainability Appraisal November (2020) states ‘Option Cii considers higher growth at the villages of Bovingdon
and Kings Langley, building upon their strengths as having a larger range of local services and facilities when compared
to Markyate, and also that Kings Langley has better access to public transport. Whilst this is acknowledged in the evidence
it is not reflected in the approach to housing allocations in the Large Villages.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS3426
1207786

Anne Foster

Yes

The Settlement Hierarchy The Hierarchy is flawed because in determining the Hierarchy, for each settlement only 3 things are considered

comment
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Included files

Public Trnsport links with the main settlement ( Hemel)

( Berkhamsted is considered to have good public transport links, but it should be noted, that there are no early morning
or evening buses and a limited service at weekends)

It does not consider the constraints of settlements ( Greenbelt, topography etc), nor the intra town availability of public
transport.

In approving the Core Strategy the Ispector specifically requested that the Hierarchy was re-examined to take account
of the constraints of the settlements. The SHS fails to do this.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3497

Person ID 1263810

Full Name David Tolfree

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

Hemel can cope with the planned expansion even though it will eat up so much more green belt land and could end up
merging with surrounding villages. Market towns will lose their feel and place as market towns if built up too much. The
population within this area will grow to a point that these towns cannot cope with the infrastructure, drainage and sewerage.

#

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3530

Person ID 1263821

Full Name Anne Isherwood

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy It should be made clear that small villages within the Chilterns AONB should not be developped with infilling. this appears
comment to be the intention but it could be made clearer.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3557

Person ID 1263797

Full Name Chloe Collins

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy We are encouraged that the proposed policies maintain and support the current Settlement Hierarchy with specific
comment policies for Rural Areas and continue to recognise that the countryside in Dacorum is the least sustainable location for

major new development in the borough and therefore will remain an area of development restraint.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3574

Person ID 1145631

Full Name Mr Alastair Greene
Organisation Details Clerk
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Little Gaddesden Parish Council

No

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3595

Person ID 1263865

Full Name Robin McMorran

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS3610

Person ID 369415

Full Name Mr Dacorum EnvironmentalForum

Organisation Details

Chair
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Dacorum Environmental Forum Waste Group
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3665

Person ID 1263887

Full Name Atherton Powell

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The Market towns and villages can NOT sustain the proposed levels of growth. The urban and brownfield sites can and
comment are crying out for investment and development.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3694

Person ID 1263908

Full Name Thomas Burger

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy outdated
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3710

Person ID 1263921

Full Name sarah diehl

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3789

Person ID 1263924

Full Name Susan Moore

Organisation Details
Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

62

Yes

| do believe that tackling environmental issues, regeneration and well being are at the heart of any arguments against
concentrated building plans in Hertfordshire.

We need to think of the consequences of such schemes on our resources such as water, green space for nature to
flourish and air quality.

Lockdown has taught the working generation that proximity to London is no longer a requirement now that the success
of working from home or a local hub is established.

We have an obligation to redress inequality in the UK. Many towns in the North, South West and along our coasts, that
have suffered years of neglect, should have funds diverted from the South East building projects in order to attract young
people and small businesses to affordable, desirable, refurbished properties, so that communities can once again flourish
and thrive.

An overpopulated South East alongside deprived empty shopping centres in overlooked towns up and down the country
is an irresponsible response to the future prosperity of the UK.

Progress should be measured by putting the well- being of people living alongside nature in decent, regenerated towns
and villages with character that build vibrant communities across the UK.

We need to remind councils and politicians about their obligation to ‘Level Up’; to provide a better environment for all
across our country; to sustainably transform existing housing, shops and business premises and bring an end to out of
town New Build.

It is time to be innovative and make better things happen for everyone now.



Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS3852
Person ID 1263982
Full Name Lisa York

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3908

Person ID 1144948

Full Name Mr Peter Brown

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The statement that the market towns of Berkham sted and Tring - - act as service centres for other villages around them
comment makes a strong case for limiting development. All the facilities of these town (infrastrucure, services, medical and traffic)

are already at stretching point. A situation that will be exacerbated by further over development.

Included files
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS3928
Person ID 1264025
Full Name Caroline Sherwen

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt. As said before - this town needs protecting - it's character, it's history and it's distinction from
surrounding towns. It's what makes it function well for it's residents and the environment around it.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3930

Person ID 1263988

Full Name Andrew Grout

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy The large villages will grow slightly at a scale in keeping with their local character . Tring a beautiful Market town will
comment have its character destroyed . Again why ?
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Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS3947

Person ID 1263016

Full Name Joanna Brown

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

Yes

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Berkhamsted is a small historic market town with limited versatility in moving from one side of the valley to the other.

The 2013 Planning Inspector stated in his Core Strategy report, development in Berkhamsted "has to be balanced against
the need to protect the town's historic character and setting" . This new plan fails to reflect this recommendation.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS4059
1262892

Jean Farrer

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes

Yes
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*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy | particularly support the BRAG submission comments on the settlement hierarchy. | reiterate a point | made elsewhere

comment

Included files

that Northchurch should be reinstated as a settlement in its own right and have housing development proportionate to
its population. It is not West Berkhamsted. You are not spreading the development fairly between the villages and are
disproportionately focussing on Berkhamsted and Tring. In no way can you evidence you are controlling development
in the countryside to protect the rural character of these market towns.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS4088

Person ID 1264210

Full Name Fiona Fulford

Organisation Details myself

Agent ID 1264200

Agent Full Name Fiona
Fulford

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This hierarchy all makes sense but the numbers to which they are applied are double the level they should be

comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4116

Person ID 742793

Full Name Mr Lawrence Sutton

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

In section “Policy SP3 - The Settlement Hierarchy”

“Market towns - Berkhamsted - These market towns are sustainable locations and will be the focus for significant
development. “

Berkhamsted is a small town with limited space because of its geographical location on steep hills and it is not sustainable
to build ‘at least 2,200 new homes’ in this space. The infrastructure is not suitable to support such a large increase of
houses.

Nothing is sustainable about building houses on Green belt land.

It is not sustainable to build so many homes on the outskirts of Berkhamsted on the steep sides of hills. These homes
will significantly increase the number of car journeys in the town and resulting noise and pollution. More cars on the
roads will also increase the risk for children walking to and from school in the morning and evening.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS4118
1264070

Michelle Carnegie

Yes

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one will completely change the nature of
Berkhamsted by allowing a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the release of Green
Belt. The south side of Berkhamsted will become heavily populated but still have a significant journey into a town centre
which simply doesnot have the space to expand significantly. The roads are old and narrow and already ridiculously
congested the thought ofadding such an increase in population will be disastrous.
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Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4133

Person ID 1264064

Full Name Melanie Ingram

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy SP3 offers descriptors of the towns themseleves but makes no acknowledgement of settlement size, the number of
comment amenities and facilities i.e. drs surgerys/ dentist / schools / care homes / shoping outlets etc available because the scale

of size difference between Berkhamstead and Tring is almost 50% difference, for example many in Tring rely on
Berkhamstead as a service centre and therefore Tring has been ill-defined

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4173

Person ID 1258646

Full Name Jane Timmis

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy Markyate

comment

Included files

| object to the development proposed for Markyate. This is in reality a small village that has been constantly added
to, with approximately 200 new homes in the past 15 years; and given that there is no parking left anywhere in the village
there is certainly no more room for more cars or houses/people. In particular, it should be noted that the village High
Street, where residents' cars have to be parked on the street, there is no space to park for shoppers, causing problems
for the few remaining shops. In addition the one and only small car park off Hicks Rd also serves the GP Surgery and
is permanently full. The development proposal for 215 houses at the North East end of the village is a site that is easily
flooded at the bottom of the valley, where water runs off from the fields; and it is sited below the Luton Airport main
westerly flight path; but most importantly it is on Green Belt! And a sensitive Chalk Stream, the River Ver, runs through
it. It is not sustainable as there is virtually no useful public transport. Everyone has to use their cars who lives here.
The main A5183 gets congested at rush hour and there is a paucity of foot paths for dog walking.

The River Ver has been over abstracted in past years; it is at risk of damage as a result of further developments needing
an increased water supply. There are already issues in parts of Markyate with reduced water pressure. and we receive
a number of warnings of inadequate supply every summer. There is no reassurance that sufficient water can be conjured
up to suppy ever increasing numbers of houses.

There is no secondary schoool. Those in Harpenden are reducing their intake from the villages, the alternatives are in
Hemel Hempstead. And school buses are expensive.

The last development was badly supervised by DBC, resulting in an eyesore of inappropriate development, still unoccupied
after 5 years; villagers no longer trust DBC to deliver homes that are sensitive to the environment. It was built over a
large part of the local industrial area, reducing local business area and therefore local employment opportunities.

In the new plans some of the remaining shops and industrial area are being put forward for further development, snuffing
out some new businesses, in complete contradiction to the statement that The Plan wants to "maintain commercial
enterprise and employment opportunities in the market towns and villages".

We have had a lot of infilling in the village recently and a further large development risks destroying the village's
distinctiveness. We have had our fair share of development and cannot support any more!

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS4178
1264269

Paul de Hoest
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Numerous local groups have commented on this consultation including Berkhamsted Residents Action Group (BRAG),
comment Berkhamsted Citizens Association, CPRE, Chiltern Society, Berkhamsted Town Council, Dacorum Green Party,

Berkhamsted and Tring Labour Party to name a few. | agree with the stance taken by all of these groups. The fact
that all these (and there will be others) are providing the same substantive message from the local population to you
should demonstrate that these proposals do not have the support of the people. | do not propose to add to your reading
burden by rehashing all of their points but | do make the following observations.

There is no logic to this settlement hierarchy other than the desire to cram as many homes as possible anywhere possible.
In almost all tese cases they will degrade the quality of life for these locations.

It would be preferable to design and build a new internally consistent integrated town from scratch in a new location
entirely if you were determined to build this level of housing. This could be in conjunction with neighbouring boroughs
in the SW Herts Partnership Group.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4194

Person ID 1264301

Full Name James Stringer

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy It is unclear as to why keeping "local character and setting" is important for large and small villages, but not for Tring.
comment 55% expansion will change that character of any settlement - whether a small village or a supercity. Tring is a small
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Included files

market town, with limited facilities. The policy SP3 gives no evidence of how the character of the market towns will be
preserved - especially with plans to build on the green belt land that makes them such an attraction in the first place.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4207

Person ID 1264306

Full Name Peter Williams

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

Buckinghamshire Council also supports the draft plan’s settlement hierarchy as set out in Table 1 which aims to direct
development to the most sustainable locations and avoid significant development in the rural areas. In particular we
support the classification of Long Marston as one of the "least sustainable locations in the Borough" in the Settlement
Hierarchy on page 33 with "restricted scope for development such as limited infilling within the selected small
villages...reuse of buildings, and the redevelopment of previously developed land".

In association with the settlement hierarchy this Council welcomes the fact that the draft plan does not allocate the site
for 3,000 homes at Long Marston (reference 155L) identified in the SHLAA update November 2020 given the potential
for negative impacts on the Buckinghamshire area. However, if the reconsideration of housing need referred to above
would lead the Council to consider allocating site 155L this Council would wish to urgently discuss such an intention via
the Duty to Cooperate process.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4255

Person ID 1261915

Full Name Eleanor Lovett

Organisation Details

Landhold Capital
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

1261754

Eleanor
Lovett

Yes

As a local landowner, EPV, and Landhold Capital as land promoter, agrees with the Council’s proposed settlement
hierarchy. It recognises that Hemel Hempstead is the most sustainable location in the Borough, with Tring and Berkhamsted
the second tier settlements, followed by the three large villages of Bovingdon, Kings Langley & Markyate. The differentiation
between large and small villages is supported in particular, as this reflects the services and facilities on offer at the larger
villages which means that such settlements are better placed to accommodate growth.

However, the Council has not sought to maximise the development potential at the large villages through this emerging
Plan, instead stating that ‘Growth in the large villages will be at a scale in keeping with their local character and setting’
and going on to refer to ‘modest levels of expansion’. Landhold Capital considers this to be insufficient and inappropriate,
given the high levels of housing need in the Borough and the sustainability credentials of the large villages, in particular
Kings Langley, which would justify seeking greater levels of growth at these settlements.

Given the proposed Green Belt release through the Plan, it is also considered that the settlement hierarchy should have
given more consideration to the train station at Kings Langley, as Paragraph 138 of the Framework suggests that locations
well served by public transport should be given first consideration in plan-making. It is therefore arguable that some
differentiation could be applied to the large village category and the amount of development to be delivered at each of
these settlements, when considering difference in the public transport offering at each settlement. This would help to
ensure the plan is sound in that it is consistent with national policy as per Paragraph 35 of the Framework.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
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The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS4276

1264321

David" Fox

personal

1264318

David
Fox



Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This hierarchy makes sense but the numbers to which they are applied are double the level required as they are based
comment on outdated ONS population assumptions from 2014 rather than the more recent 2018 figures.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4303

Person ID 1264325

Full Name Olivia Halper

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4446

Person ID 1264316

Full Name Melanie Turner

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No Yes

*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.
What are the timeframes for each development?

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4488

Person ID 1264395

Full Name R Jane Dickson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy From pdf document on Dacorum's website: P33, Table 1, Settlement Hierarchy.

comment Whilst Table 1 notes that smaller villages, some in areas of high landscape quality such as the Chilterns AONB, should

have their rural character and separate identity retained, and that they offer restricted scope for development, the phrase
“...development such as limited infilling...” could be interpreted as indicating that such infilling would be acceptable.
However, in villages, e.g. Little Gaddesden, where the open fields between buildings are an integral part of the village’s
character, it would not be acceptable. Please could this wording be clarified?

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4513

Person ID 1264363

Full Name Roselyn King
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

No

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS4519

1261836

Richard Sutton

Yes

My family and | moved to Dacorum in 2018 to settle in Berkhamsted for at least the next 25 years. Over this time, we
look forward to developing ever stronger links throughout the community and watching our young children grow to
adulthood. As such, we have a vested interest in seeing the Borough grow in a way that works for all its citizens — both
existing and new.

Against this backdrop, | wish to formally state my strong objections to the ‘Dacorum Local Plan (2020-2038) Emerging
Strategy for Growth’. The evidence suggests that, if this plan is approved, your personal legacy will be of considerably
worsening towns and communities within the Borough. For new residents moving to the area and for those already here.
For all ages. And for all financial situations. | suspect you don’t want to be remembered after you leave this office as the
person who caused such damage to an area. So, | ask you to fundamentally rethink.
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Due to the COVID-19 constraints on travel and mingling for the past year, my experience, and hence prime objection,
focuses on the portions of the Local Plan relating to developments in the Berkhamsted area.

To summarise:

1. Flawed modelling of number and type of housing required would fail to meet the actual needs of the voters moving
into the area, whilst disrupting those already here far more than is needed.

2. Inadequate commitment to transport infrastructure needs to accommodate the changes proposed would result in a
legacy of decades of traffic congestion for voters in Dacorum and visitors to the area.

3. Insufficient provision of water supply, wastewater disposal and other infrastructure would leave households with
shortages and damage the local water table, with knock-on considerations around subsidence and environmental impact.
4. Unworkable assumptions around public transport and foot / bike journeys would see considerable increase to carbon
emissions in the Borough and considerable travel delays around vital transport hotspots (town centres, schools, rail
stations, etc.).

5. The above worsening of conditions for the new and existing voters in the area also comes with an ecological cost due
to the loss of green belt. If green belt is to be repurposed, it must be done in a way that makes the greatest positive
impact for the current and future residents of Berkhamsted. This plan wastes that sacrifice.

These are fundamental flaws in the strategy underpinning the ‘Dacorum Local Plan (2020-2038) Emerging Strategy for
Growth’. As such, this plan should be rejected outright, and a new plan drawn up that addresses the actual needs of the
area for today and the long-term success of the Borough.

These points are expanded below.

_Incorrect Assumptions for Housing Provision_
Whilst accepting that there is an undeniable need for more housing, in particular for more genuinely affordable housing,
the scale of proposed development in Dacorum is out of balance with the long-term needs.

The Local Plan does not take account of National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), paragraph 11, footnote 6, which
allows local authorities to restrict the scale of development due to other planning constraints including impacts on the
Green Belt and Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB).

Recent Government guidance on calculating housing need has been, at best, confusing. The algorithm for calculating
housing need that has been used by the Council is a flawed means to calculate the housing needs of the Borough, based
on old data.

The correct calculation of the housing needs in Dacorum should be based on the most recent and relevant data, which
is currently the 2018 based Office for National Statistics (ONS) projections. Instead, the Local Plan is based on calculations
using outdated 2014 based ONS data, which results in a significant overestimate of housing needs.

| note that on 16 December 2020 the UK Government published its response to the local housing need proposals on
the consultation on changes to the current planning system. This sets out important changes to the standard method
which has been amended so that the 20 most populated cities and urban centres in England (none of which are in
Dacorum) see their need uplifted by 35%. The Government also said:



"More broadly, we heard suggestions in the consultation that in some places the numbers produced by the standard
method pose a risk to protected landscapes and Green Belt. We (Government) should be clear that meeting housing
need is never a reason to cause unacceptable harm to such places. ...

Within the current planning system the standard method does not present a ‘target’ in plan-making, but instead provides
a starting point for determining the level of need for the area, and it is only after consideration of this, alongside what
constraints areas face, such as the Green Belt, and the land that is actually available for development, that the decision
on how many homes should be planned for is made. It does not override other planning policies, including the protections
set out in Paragraph 11b of the NPPF or our strong protections for the Green Belt."

_Failure to Provide Adequate Supportive Infrastructure_
Looking at the proposed developments on Green Belt land, there is insufficient consideration in the Local Plan for the
provision of new infrastructure or upgrading the current infrastructure to support the scale of the proposed developments.

Taking a specific example of transportation, consider area ‘Bk01 - South of Berkhamsted'. This proposes adding 850
residential units with 2 ways out of the development:

1. Emerging immediately next to a secondary school of over 1300 pupils; and
2. Passing two primary schools on a single, narrow residential road with a 10% gradient and car parking on both sides.

These roads are heavily congested during normal times with the current population — the road by the secondary school
backing up during school run times to the main A41 route into and out of the town. Adding 850 households of cars will
lead to transport paralysis for the new residents, the homes already in the area, pupils of the schools and people trying
to access Berkhamsted from the A41 during peak times.

Similarly, increasing the number of dwelling by over 1,800 in the Berkhamsted area will result in a considerable increase
in vehicular traffic through the centre of the town — a route that is already heavily congested at peak times at the A4251
/ A416 junction and along the High Street. This is due to the historic layout of the town along a valley with steep sides
meaning there are only these two roads into and through the town.

For the increase in population proposed in the Local Plan, there would need to be a considerable extra investment in
road widening, traffic flow control measures and new roads to bypass the congestion points inherent with a medieval
market town situated in a steep river valley.

_Impact on Green Belt and Other Designated Land_

The Local Plan states that a key objective is “minimising and managing the requirement for development on Green Belt
land and the impact on the Chilterns AONB". This strategic principle is then violated by the declared mission to provide
at least 100% of the Council’s self-assessed housing need, regardless of the impact on the environment, infrastructure,
climate change and biodiversity.

Noting that 85% of Dacorum is rural, 60% is Green Belt, and 33% of the countryside is within the Chilterns AONB, this
approach comes at considerable environmental cost.

As such, the Local Plan must be fundamentally reworked to avoid such contradictions in strategic goals and principles.
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Included files

You are now faced with a personal choice.

Whether to be remembered for taking the easy choice and sticking to an inherently flawed plan that will deeply damage
the Borough of Dacorum forever — your lasting legacy — or to take the brave decision and do what is right — to reject the
current plan and come back with one based on the actual needs of the current and future voters and households of
Dacorum.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4570

Person ID 1145918

Full Name Mr Richard Tregoning

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

To increase Dacorum Borough Council by 30% and Tring by 55% takes no consideration of the infra structure needs,
nor does it reflect any form of national growth, nor does it take into account the need for schools, health or recreation.

This plan is in all aspects fundamentally flawed. Of course a planf or 2020 to 2038is required but not based on algoritim
long ago abandoned by Central Government.

DBC is reclessly following a plan which has no basis in fact on population or economic forecasts

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4601

Person ID 1264453

Full Name Fiona Hinton
Organisation Details Myself

Agent ID 1264426

78



Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Fiona
Hinton

Yes

The existing Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy should be retained. This new proposed version completely fails to
recognise or protect the historic character and setting of Berkhamsted. This is a ver attractive small town, site of an
important early Norman castle where William the Conqueror received the submission of the English. The proposed
Hierarchy reduces it to a 'service centre', which is completely inappropriate. | note also that the nature of Berkhamsted
rising up the sides of a valley also make it inappropriate for this role, and that Tring is also a town of great character and
not appropriate to be considered simply a 'service centre'. The proposed plans go completely against the government's
own statement that “We should be clear that meeting housing needs is never a reason to cause unacceptable harm to
such places”.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS4629

1264462

Penny Clifton

Yes

This Settlement Hierarchy fails to protect the historic character, geography and environmentally sensitive location of
Berkhamsted by allowing a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint. The plan is not 'sustainable'
and 'significant development' would mean the town loses its character. Releasing green belt land runs counter to the
overarching vision of an environmentally sound strategy.
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS4642
Person ID 1264477
Full Name Vivianne Child

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy TROG6 | think it will be impossible for Tring and Berkhamsted to maintain their market town personalities with the amount
comment of new housing that is proposed.

The planned development in Tring of the Local History Musuem and Tring Market Auction site makes my head spin.
Where will people park? How will the traffic be managed? | support the comments of Tring Market Auctions

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4708

Person ID 1143273

Full Name Mr Mark Rogers

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The proposed expansion of homes in Kings Langley is around 10% and is unsustainale in consideration of the existing
comment infrastructure. Being the closest point to the M25 has seen the number of standstill traffic increase in the Village as
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populations numbers have grown further north in the Borough over the past few years. As the A41 traffic builds maore
cars travel through the Village at peak times and off-peak hours have seen more increases too.

The charm and local character is being lost to solid traffic jams on the High St and further afield. There are fewer and
fewer opportunities to avoid traffic as even the backroads fill up. Modest expansion may be the goal but a minimum 10%
housing increase (PLUS windfall sites) in the plan will see further traffic chaos, and quesues for all services without
adequately addressing the road infrastructure.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4709

Person ID 1264485

Full Name Charlotte Brown

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the core strategy settlement hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the character and setting
comment of Dacorum's towns with an exponential increase of dwellings and urban footprint through the green belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4773

Person ID 1264491

Full Name Paul Wade
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy The market towns are not sustainable locations without significant plans to improve infrastructure and employment, which
comment the current plans do not provide.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4788

Person ID 1264475

Full Name Simon Davies

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The market towns' high street are collapsing, and no longer fulfil the functions set out in your table of settlement hierarchy.
comment Again, the proposal is out of date and needs to be readdressed in the light of the pandemic and its effects,

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4829

Person ID 1264521

Full Name Max Hidalgo

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted and Tring are not suitable for further developmet especially if green belt is considered, council leaders
comment must question UK and hertfordshire policy as green belt land must be removed from any plans and saved for the future

generations to enjoy open space. It is well documented there are many other locations for developement

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4848

Person ID 1264524

Full Name Karen Kang

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy There seems to be a focus on protecting "areas of high landscape quality" around the Chilterns but in my view land
comment owned by the Box Moor Trust should have been placed in the same category.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS4884
Person ID 1261255
Full Name Sarah Lightfoot
Organisation Details
Agent ID 1261248
Agent Full Name Sarah
LIGHTFOOT
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

| submit that the Settlement Heirarchy advocated by DBC in the 2013 Core Strategy and ratified by the Planning Inspector
should be retained.

The Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy states that “Hemel Hempstead will be the focus for housing development within
the Borough”, while recognising that the Market Towns are “Areas of Limited Opportunity” and “The general approach
in these locations will be to support development that enables the population to remain stable, unless a small element
of growth is required to support local community needs.” The Inspector found “the Council’s approach of focussing
growth on Hemel Hempstead to be justified.” He pointed to “the sustainability credentials” of Hemel and contrasted that
with the Market Towns where “The level of services and facilities is lower than at Hemel”. He also confirmed that “it must
be remembered that many of these settlements are more constrained than Hemel Hempstead, for example by the
Chilterns AONB (which should be afforded the highest status of protection) and therefore more weight should be attached
to securing sustainable growth in the Borough’s main town.”

DBC is now not only rejecting their own previous position but are also ignoring the findings of the Inspector. There is no
justification for the massive releases of Green Belt that will result in 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban
footprint.

Berkhamsted has expanded significantly in the first 13 years of the Core Strategy and has already contributed to the
housing target at a rate 31.2% above the target set, but with no infrastructure improvements to match. In contrast,
development in Hemel is 9.3% below its target. Necessary affordable housing has not been delivered in this additional
building — just expensive houses understandably preferred by developers.

Berkhamsted is a valley town with congestion and poor air quality in it's centre. With the housing already built, it has
reached capacity. Additional housing on the scale proposed will be detrimental to quality of life for the residents.

The Settlement Hierarchy should revert to the one ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID
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The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS4956

1264544

Bethan Fox

Personal comment
1264539



Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Bethan
Fox

Yes

This hierarchy makes sense but the numbers to which they are applied are double the level required as they are based
on outdated ONS population assumptions from 2014 rather than the more recent 2018 figures.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5027

Person ID 1264557

Full Name Natalie Crane

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5038

Person ID 1264538

Full Name Robert Theaker

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy You suggest that Tring and Berkhamsted should be grouped together as market towns, eligible for significant development.
comment It would be more appropriate if Tring was regarded as a large village.

Kings Langley (in the "village/limited development" category is certainly no smaller than Tring in terms of houses, shops
etc. and not much smaller in terms of population.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5052

Person ID 1264258

Full Name Fintan FitzPatrick

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted and Tring are identified in the plan to be sustainable locations. These are ‘commuter towns’ where many
comment residents work out of borough. There are insufficient employment opportunities locally in Tring and Berkhamsted to

sustain the proposed growth. To ensure future sustainability, there will need to be a significant shift to local employment,
there are no proposals in the plan to make the necessary employment space available for a change of this scale.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS5079
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Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

1264550
Kevin Fielding

Yes

There is no mention of the undoubted character and setting of Berkhamsted and Tring as Market Towns. Or indeed
any record of the attributes of Hemel Hempstead as a place to live. Like for the outlying villages, the character of our
urban areas muxt be noted and taken into account. | have only studied the South Berkhamsted development in detail,
and this will certainly damage the character and setting of Berkhamsted Town. If the plan is allowed to progress,
Berkhamsted will no longer be a market town in a valley surrounded by agriculture and the Chiltern Hills. It will be a
town in an urban ribbon development valley, surrounded by hill top housing estates. Much of its character will be lost.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS5109

1264354

Juliet Penaliggon

Yes

Berkhamsted (Covid lockdown excepted) is struggling to deal with the increased traffic generated by the recent housing
developments; in particular access to the A41 along Shooters Way. The proposed developments will simply magnify this
problem rather than provide any solutions. As a result traffic congestion will be increased, with no additional access to

the A41 planned.
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Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5151

Person ID 1264509

Full Name Hannah Fox

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This hierarchy makes sense but the numbers to which they are applied are double the level required as they are based
comment on outdated ONS population assumptions from 2014 rather than the more recent 2018 figures.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5186

Person ID 1264593

Full Name Rebecca Mackenzie

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy If Berkhamsted & Tring get much bigger their characters will be destroyed. | don't see lots of homeless people on the
comment streets of these towns. What | do see are local people struggling the afford private ownership or private rental of housing.

If you are going to do anything, please supply low cost, secure, social housing.
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Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5205

Person ID 1264608

Full Name Nicola Beadle

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This hierarchy makes sense but the numbers to which they are applied are double the level required as they are based
comment on outdated ONS population assumptions from 2014 rather than the more recent 2018 figures.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5212

Person ID 1262647

Full Name Carolyn Wallis

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS5224
Person ID 1264601
Full Name Tania Barney

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This proposal fails to protect the historic character and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings
comment and 31% increase in urban footprint through the release of Green Belt. | disagrees with the Settlement Hierarchy,

Berkhamsted should remain an area of limited opportunity as in the current plan.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5256
Person ID 1175740
Full Name Berkhamsted Schools Group
Organisation Details The Berkhamsted Schools Group
Agent ID 1175743
Agent Full Name Kevin
Rolfe
Agnet Organisation Group Director, Development & Planning
Aitchison Raffety
Yes / No
*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy We also agree with the continuation of the long-established settlement hierarchy within the DBC area, carried forward
comment from previous adopted plans and as set out in Policy SP3-Settlement Hierarchy. That strategy continues to focus
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Included files

growth in and around the most sustainable settlements including Berkhamsted which is the second largest town in the
Borough.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5263
Person ID 1263726

Full Name Andrew Gifford
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

For such historic market towns DBC have given little consideration in planning and development to preserve such areas
and the continued over population of larger towns such as Hemel have created a reduction of green space and decreased
the biodiversity of our environment(s), this will only be compounded by the approach and sites picked in line wih the
plan.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5277

Person ID 1264532

Full Name Robert Clarke
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No

*  Yes
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*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5321

Person ID 1264616

Full Name Philip Daw

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.
What are the timeframes for each development?

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5382

Person ID 1264048

Full Name Alison Fraser

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

needs to be fully justified. | really do question that there is such a need for so much housing in this area. The birth rate
is not going up, with covid and new variants; life expectancy may go down, and we also have Brexit. I'm also of the view
that the housing that St Albans are building in the fields next to Hemel; should count as housing that is being built in
Hemel; as in effect these estates will become part of Hemel rather than St Albans, won't they. How big is Hemel going
to be and we haven’t even got a local A&E. | also worry that the large villages will in effect become towns.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5392

Person ID 1264628

Full Name sophie boden

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Yes

| understand the logic of the settlement hierarchy. This doesn't address the locations you are choosing for the development.
As stated in section 3, you want to significantly increase the size of Berkhamsted in the South. Where will this schooling
be provided? If you expect some children to go to Victoria you are creating the same issue St Albans now has, where
parents are driving their children to school and increasing the amount of traffic, pollution and ecosystem destruction.
Again think about waiting until lockdown is over, consult with people in a more positive way and explore options like
Bulbourne cross (I am not saying | advocate this but | think it should be put down as an option.)

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5423

Person ID 1264636

Full Name Lynsey Bilsland
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The projected increase in new houses in Berkhamsted will ruin the historic market town and its character through the
comment release of Greenbelt and an unsustainable increase in the number of inhabitants.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5455

Person ID 1264647

Full Name Richard Burnell

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5589

Person ID 1263380

Full Name Martin Warden

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

The concept of being a 'market town' would be lost as the proposed developments more than double that existing.

In terms of Tring being a service centre, all locally based services have contracted over the years with many retail units
in the high street and elsewhere being either vacant or charity shops. There is only one fuel outlet, no banking facilities
and a part time post office.

Employment opportunities are limited.

The potential addition of a large retail store being built in the region of the Museum or in place of the current market
square, auction rooms land fire station is clearly a laughable idea to those who live here - if it wasn't such an horrific
possibility.

Vehicular access anywhere near the museum area is already difficult at the best of times and could not be improved
without destroying one of the town's most charismatic areas.

The current access and parking arrangements for the high street are inadequate and cannot easily be improved. The
needs of a new retail store would make this much worse and would take up the parking areas we already have.

The concept of relocating the fire station onto Dursley Farm demonstrates total lack of local knowledge. On average,
half of the retained fire crew run across the grass area between the station and the Eight Acres housing estate. Ther
is no w any that they could get to a Dunsley Farm site in the maximum four minutes allowed for fire appliance turnout.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS5595

1262957

Gregory Hukins
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

Site 18 and many of the sites that border the A41 are the beginning of the greenbelt, they are not served by public
transport and are a considerable walk to the town centre, facilities and infrastructure. Development here will not minimise
the need to travel it will have the opposite effect of increasing road traffic and air pollution in these areas. When the A41
was built there was an agreed green buffer zone to absorb noise and air pollution which you are now proposing to convert
into housing. You will be aware of recent air pollution studies and rulings where this pollution is an acknowledged cause
of death.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5596

Person ID 1264657

Full Name Amanda Hutchinson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Yes

Berkhamsted and Tring should be areas of limited opportunity for development, not sites of massive expansion. Growth
in the borough should be predominantly focused on Hemel Hempstead. The proposals for Berkhamsted and Tring would
fail to preserve the character and nature of these towns and destroy much of their Green Belt land. Further development
is impossible without significant supporting infrastructure, which would also dramatically affect the character of these
historic market towns.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5598

Person ID 1264679

Full Name Paul Firth
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Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Development within Berkhamsted is not sustainable. Most of the proposed bilding is at the top of the hill where most
comment people wll rely on their cars for travel in and out of town. The roads are already congested enough and polution levels

on Lower Kings Road alread exceed the 40 micrograms/cm3 limit. There is nothing in the Plan to deal with this. It would
be useful if DBC looked at a more up to date Air Quaility Action Plan a polution has increased since the current 2014-18
plan that is currently being used.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5618

Person ID 1144878

Full Name Mr Peter Moore

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy By reference to the plan it is clear Tring is not sustainable without compromising the integrity of its neighbouring green
comment belt and rural small villages. With the proposed development of Berkhamsted and Northchurch, there is a clear likelihood

that by 2038 Berkhamsted and Tring will become one urban area with little open space separating them.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
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ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

EGS5658
1264710

Jess Malcolm

Yes

We should be helping these communities. Aid the unemployed, fix buildings to make them safer to inhabit and make the
land we have already built on more sustainable and efficient in regards to space. Expanding will make these issues
worse not better!

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment
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The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS5716

1264473

Jane Read

Yes

The additional sites proposed in the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment November 2020. Addendum to the
AECOM. Site Assessment Study include a massive dvelopment of 3,400 houses at Long Marston despite 'significant
constraints' highlighed in the assessment. These absolutely contravene your statement here that "This needs to be
protected to ensure their rural character is retained and settlements keep their separate identities"



Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5722
Person ID 1264678
Full Name Tom A
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS5761

1264697

Nicholas Wood

No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment
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Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5817

Person ID 1264750

Full Name Neil Joyce

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Tring is not a market town. Do such places still exist? It is definitely very different in character to Berkhansted which is
comment a commuter settlement.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5831

Person ID 1264755

Full Name Jane Edmonds

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5835
Person ID 1264752
Full Name Chris Brown
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

To be brief, DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic
character and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint
through the release of Green Belt.

Berkhamsted is a small historic market town with limited versatility in moving from one side of the valley to the other.

The 2013 Planning Inspector stated in his Core Strategy report, development in Berkhamsted "has to be balanced against
the need to protect the town's historic character and setting". This new plan fails to reflect this recommendation and we
have had 7 years of new building in Berkhamsted since 2013.

Included files

Title
ID
Person ID

Full Name

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS5869

1264768

Paul Shepherd

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
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*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5928

Person ID 1264785

Full Name Thomas Lloyd-Evans

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy The existing Core Strategy should be retained. This proposal would destroy the character of Berkhamsted and surrounding
comment green belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS5993

Person ID 1264797

Full Name Robert Diehl
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Setllement Hierarchy as the revampled one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and a 31% increase in urban footprint through
the release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6012

Person ID 1264030

Full Name Sean Collier

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy | strongly agree with the protection of rural villages, and with Hemel Hempstead as an area for sustainable development.
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6035

Person ID 1145998

Full Name Mrs Pauline Hughes

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy Boxmoor is a village . No tower blosks for commuters. Families need gardens.
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6044

Person ID 1264830

Full Name Nigel Green

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The proposal for market towns to be areas of 'significant development' will defeat their whole purpose of being market
comment towns and Tring and Berkhamsted will lose their character and appeal and become suburbs of Aylesbury and HJemel

Hempstead. | strongly oppose uncontrolled unsustainable development in these locations.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6050

Person ID 1264772

Full Name Adrian Slade

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6082

Person ID 1264816

Full Name Christopher Nicholls

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6101

Person ID 1264855

Full Name Joanna LARKINSON
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6149
Person ID 1264834
Full Name llina Jha
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The towns are already well-populated. Berkhamsted town centre already has congestion and poor air quality; this should

comment

Included files
Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

not be made worse.

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS6173

1264731

Graham Smith

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy It is very unhelpful to have a hierarchy of settlements with strict divisions which then form the basis of development. This

comment methodology takes no account of the geographical location of each settlement and how it interrelates to surrounding
ones and the countryside. Additionally, there are factors outside Dacorum boundaries that influence the centres of
population. | thus do not agree of the way development is ffocused on the classifications here.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6180

Person ID 1264872

Full Name Ben Penaliggon

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This hierarchy makes sense but the numbers to which they are applied are double the level required as they are based
comment on outdated ONS population assumptions from 2014 rather than the more recent 2018 figures.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6203

Person ID 1261819

Full Name Alex Rathmell

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
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*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6291
Person ID 1264884
Full Name Max Ansell
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Dacorum needs to review the status of Northchurch village given its distinct character, different, elderly population profile,
limited acess to amenities and rural nature - it is quite different from Berkhamsted and not part of the makret town and
far from Berkhamsted service, retail and transport amenities. It should be reclassified as a small village with similar
amenities as Potten End. The restricted scope for development, high landscape quality including stunning views, Chiltern
AONB and its rural character retained and its separate identity kept - as with other small villages in the category.

Included files

Title
ID
Person ID

Full Name

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS6313
1263462

Bourne End

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

Settlement hierarchy just sets up a bullying mentality that obliterates smaller communities on the fringes of the larger
towns eg Northchurch is practically combined into Berkhamsted now.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6320

Person ID 1264916

Full Name Kathryn Spall

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Yes

| believe that the strategy set out in the policy whereby Berkhamsted will be subject to a 24% increase in housing will
completely fail to protect the historic character of the town. This is also true for Tring. These small market towns will
not be able to keep their character if the Green Belt is lost to housing estates.

Included files

Title
ID
Person ID

Full Name

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS6327

1145844

Dr and Mrs Melvyn Else

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy In Berkhamsted a large part of the new housing development is in areas which are not served by public transport and
comment will require a significant increase in car usage.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6345

Person ID 1262933

Full Name James Cunningham

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This plan will mean that Berkhamsted and Tring will no longer be market towns and the concept of large villages is
comment peplexing. Kings Langley is 10,000 v Tring at 12,000. However, this plan will mean that Tring is no longer a market town

but a large town!

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6362

Person ID 1264946

Full Name Shaun Pope

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6380

Person ID 1264928

Full Name Nicola Simpson

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6398

Person ID 1264964

Full Name Philip Heaphy

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
Yes / No Yes
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*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

We think that it should be made clearer that smaller villages (including Little Gaddesden) within the Chilterns AONB
should not be developed in terms of infilling within the village in question. While it is understood that this is the intention
of the content of the Table, it is considered that this could be reworded slightly to make it completely clear.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment
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The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS6399

1264951

Chris Perks

Yes

It is not appropriate to regard Berkhamsted or Tring as prime areas for development. Berkhamsted in particular, set as
it is on two sides of a valley, is already beset by: a lack of parking; insufficient school places, doctors, dentists and
accessible hospitals; and traffic congestion through the high street and to/from the A41. Northchurch, an independent
village, has been lumped together with Berkhamsted, undermining the objectives of supporting community health,
well-being and cohesion given the level of new houses planned in Northchurch.

The level of development planned along Shootersway is completely unacceptable and unsustainable. The few routes
from this side of the valley to the schools and into the town centre are already heavily over-used and congested, and
these fields form the green lungs around Berkhamsted which are treasured by so many of the residents.

Focusing growth on the "large towns and villages" essentially means that you would be destroying the character and
nature of those "large towns and villages" and, rather than distinct local communities, we will end up with a conurbation
of unbroken development from Hemel Hempstead to Tring.

The suggestion that Berkhamsted and Tring have "access to a greater level of supporting services, facilities and other
local infrastructure" is laughable, when both towns are already over-stretched and over-populated (anyone who has seen
the long queue to get into the supermarket car-parks at the weekend will understand this).

If t a key objective of the plan is “minimising and managing the requirement for development on Green Belt land and



Included files

the impact on the Chilterns AONB, this is undermined by the plans to build houses in exactly these areas - simply because
the council is required to hit a government target, that doesn't make these areas fair game for development - other options
should be considered, including a challenge to the apparently arbitrary target for new houses.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6425

Person ID 1264936

Full Name Jane Cracknell

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

Please see previous comment about unsuitability of specific sites in Berkhamsted. In addition more development in
Berkhamsted risks loosing the character of the town which at present brings in people from other areas. Getting rid of
green fields risks an urban sprawl with overstretched services and too much traffic. Schools, health care and parking
are already stretched.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS6430
1264949

Evelyne Brocas

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No

Yes
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*  Yes

*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy Northchurch is mixed in with Berkhamsted in the plan but we are a small rural village with limited sustainable opportunities
comment for development without encroaching on our characteristic green belt - Northchurch belongs with the other villages in

your hierarchy of settlements and the Local Plan needs to be changed acordingly so it meets village planning stratgy

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6457

Person ID 1264982

Full Name Rachel Heaphy

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy We think that it should be made clearer that smaller villages (including Little Gaddesden) within the Chilterns AONB
comment should not be developed in terms of infilling within the village in question. While it is understood that this is the intention

of the content of the Table, it is considered that this could be reworded slightly to make it completely clear.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6502

Person ID 1264906

Full Name carol nutkins

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No Yes

*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy Tring cannot accommodate the number of houses being suggested and it could be said the need is now not as great
comment and should be reviewed. The services in Tring could not cope with a potential 50% increase in it's population. It does

not have the potential for growth in employment and therefore many people will still have to travel outside for jobs and
services. Building the majority of new homes on Station Road/Tring Station means even more cars going into town even
if there is a bus service. The town already suffers with parking issues on residential roads and this will cause even more
congestion problems. This cannot be seen as sustainable.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6548

Person ID 1264920

Full Name Anna Wellings Purvis

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy This overlooks the character of Adeyfield, which enjoys a lot of green space and parkland and will change under these
comment proposals.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6558

Person ID 1265007

Full Name Duncan Brown

Organisation Details
Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6636

Person ID 1265006

Full Name Tracy Bownes

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy | agree with the proposed heirarchy. However, the extent of pressure that the housing target is placing strain on
comment infrastucture in Hemel Hempstead, Barkhamsted and Tring communities is stark.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6659

Person ID 1263500

Full Name Jessica Haigh

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6675

Person ID 1265019

Full Name Yvonne Brener

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

the charchter of large and small villages are to be maintained, but you seem hell bent on wrecking the market towns.
I presume the powers that be live in the villages.
this document is over long and this process and website are complecated, | presume to stop people from commenting

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6693

Person ID 1261827

Full Name lan Brener

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy This is an awful way of getting a response from ordinary citizens. The document is over long and unreadable. It is
comment ridiculous and irresponsible that this is happening during such an unprecedented crisis for our country. | can't believe

that this is legitimate. Shocking
| endorse the CCG response to this document.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6752

Person ID 1265036

Full Name Tom Burrows

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy They won't be market towns by the time you have built these developments and destroyed the towns of Tring and
comment Berkhamsted!

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6796

Person ID 1265058

Full Name Rick Ansell
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Northchurch needs to be given a place in the Settlement Hierachy. It is notable be its absence.
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6803

Person ID 1265059

Full Name Paul Austin

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Significant development to market towns will permanently destroy the concept of a market town and the green belt.
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6844

Person ID 1265081

Full Name Caitlin Neale

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6854
Person ID 1265072
Full Name Peter Barker
Organisation Details Me
Agent ID 1264829
Agent Full Name Peter
Barker

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted and Tring have already seen significant growth and the high street and infrastrcuture is already at capacity.
comment Further developmen will destroy existing green belt land and these places will lose their character.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6855

Person ID 1265063

Full Name Richard Scott

Organisation Details
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Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6911

Person ID 1255375

Full Name Louise Mousseau

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Berkhamsted has gone from 'not suitable for further development' in the previous plan - for a number of very good reasons
comment relating to traffic, surface water run off and flood risk, lack of green spaces in the town - to suddenly fine for major

development. There's no rationale for this other than you've been told to build more houses and you are just sticking
them wherever you can now. Talk of sustainable development is also ridiculous when you are going to chuck houses all
over greenbelt land.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6917
Person ID 1265074
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Full Name Stephen Wilson
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6928

Person ID 1265105

Full Name Jonathan Tay

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS6977

Person ID 1265116

Full Name andrew Koutsou
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Me - resident
1265101

andrew
koutsou

Yes

Sustainable locations? what is the definition and context you use this in?
it is not sustainable as a small town if you build 2,700 new homes in tring.

| cant even get enough water pressure in wingrave road or park my car close to my house the fields at the back where
i walk my dog and play with my kids will be the sight of 2,700 new homes?

there is nothing sustainable about this in my opinion. Just overcrowding and strainging on existing structure which is
meant for a small town

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS7031

1262099

Chris Taylor

Yes

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt which is not sustainable given the lack of facilities available.
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS7038
Person ID 1263561
Full Name Alexander Bhinder

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy Too late to elaborate.
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7081

Person ID 1265133

Full Name Sarah Storey

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy Please see comments above. Proposed development in Tring is unjustified and disproportionate.
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
124



ID EGS7098

Person ID 1265129

Full Name Karen Foxwell-Moss
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy is the one which should remain. The proposed hierarchy falls far short of
comment preserving the historic character and setting of Berkhamsted. A 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban

footprint through the release of Green Belt is indefensible.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7121

Person ID 1265127

Full Name Jason Foxwell-Moss

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The plan would adversely and irreparably damage the very nature of Berkhamsted life; destruction of the green belt, and
comment the huge number of new inhabitants would put a huge strain on the local infrastructure, including more cars on the roads

in Berkhamsted town centre, reigniting parking problems only just alleviated with the building of the multi-story car park

Included files
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS7126
Person ID 1265088
Full Name catherine Hay

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted Northchurch.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7175

Person ID 1261685

Full Name lan Edwards

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy The weighting of houses proposed for Tring is completely disproportional to the existing population and supporting
comment infrastructure.

Included files
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Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS7220
Person ID 1264956
Full Name Caroline Heard

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.

(7)

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7260

Person ID 1265027

Full Name Saba Poursaeedi

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy "Hemel Hempstead acts as the primary service centre for the Borough. The town will also expand on its eastern
comment side into St Albans City and District Council area™ how on earth does that work? Will a chunk of Hemel literally
be part of St Albans? That doesn't make any sence

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7273

Person ID 1264957

Full Name Mike Connell

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7683

Person ID 1265757

Full Name JENNIFER GAIL FREER
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy + —The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
comment dormitory settlements.
» This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.
* Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead THIS IS UNACCEPTABLE.
» The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.
» There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected
hamlet of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from

Aylesbury to Watford.
Included files
Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7706
Person ID 770860
Full Name Mrs Heather Ebdon
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy You are going to ruin our area!

comment Unable to complete form as are many other residents but needed you to know that we do not want a concrete jungle to
live in with the usual lack of infrastructure and forethought!

To accept the proposals would be lunacy on your part!

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7734
Person ID 1265778
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Full Name Councillor Lara Pringle
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy —The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
comment dormitory settlements.
— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.

— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury
to Watford.

The approach to Northchurch indicates a desktop approach with little

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7795

Person ID 1148738

Full Name lan and Claire Field

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

(6) DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS7865
Person ID 1265975
Full Name Clare Smith
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

(6)
DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.

Title

ID

Person ID
Full Name

Organisation Details

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS8067

1266048

RACHEL MORGAN

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No

Yes
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*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

+ —The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

» This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.

* Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

* The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

» There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected
hamlet of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from
Aylesbury to Watford.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS8079

Person ID 1266049

Full Name Mike Plowman

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Yes

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS8217
Person ID 1266154
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Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

lain Smith

Yes

(6): DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS8238

Person ID 1266155

Full Name Annabel Carroll

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.

— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.
— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.
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— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury

to Watford.
Included files
Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS8310
Person ID 1266175
Full Name Anna Foster
Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation
Yes / No
*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy We have lived in Northchurch for several years and truly appreciate its character and separation from Berkhamsted —
comment we moved out of the main town to live here, for good reason. To now have it labelled as West Berkhamsted is outrageous

and disrespectful- Northchurch is a historic place which predates Berkhamsted and its semi rural character, space and
amazing views should not be violated by the proposed builds on Greenbelt, particular BKO6 and BKO7. The shops,
churches, schools and social centre etc all make Northchurch what it is, a valued place to live, and | do not want to see
this destroyed.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS8411

Person ID 1266234

Full Name LUCY DUGDALE
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

> 2/ Do you have any specific comments about the sustainable development strategy?

> —The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

> — This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.
> — Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

> — The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

> — There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected
hamlet of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from
Aylesbury to Watford.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS8543
211354

Mrs Laura Sanderson

Yes

There is no justification for the massive releases of Green Belt that will result in 24% increase in dwellings and 31%
increase in urban footprint.

To be clear the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy states “Hemel Hempstead will be the focus for housing development
within the Borough”, while recognising that the Market Towns are “Areas of Limited Opportunity” and “The general
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Included files

approach in these locations will be to support development that enables the population to remain stable, unless a small
element of growth is required to support local community needs.”

The reality is that the first 13 years of the Core Strategy has seen development in Berkhamsted at a rate 31.2% above
the target set, but with no infrastructure improvements to match, while development in Hemel is 9.3% below its target. |
am certain that given its current size and topography, Berkhamsted has reached its limits of capacity. As conceded by
DBC, the town centre already suffers from congestion and poor air quality (data for Lower Kings Road shows the level
of NO2 in some periods exceed the 40micrograms/cm3

The Settlement Hierarchy should revert to the one ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS8570

Person ID 1266567

Full Name CAROLINE SMALES

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9093

Person ID 1267074

Full Name Joanne Howe

Organisation Details

Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

(6) DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS9149
211352

Mr Andrew Sanderson

Yes

There is no justification for the massive releases of Green Belt that will result in 24% increase in dwellings and 31%
increase in urban footprint.

To be clear the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy states “Hemel Hempstead will be the focus for housing development
within the Borough”, while recognising that the Market Towns are “Areas of Limited Opportunity” and “The general
approach in these locations will be to support development that enables the population to remain stable, unless a small
element of growth is required to support local community needs.”

The reality is that the first 13 years of the Core Strategy has seen development in Berkhamsted at a rate 31.2% above
the target set, but with no infrastructure improvements to match, while development in Hemel is 9.3% below its target. |
am certain that given its current size and topography, Berkhamsted has reached its limits of capacity. As conceded by
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DBC, the town centre already suffers from congestion and poor air quality (data for Lower Kings Road shows the level
of NO2 in some periods exceed the 40micrograms/cm3

The Settlement Hierarchy should revert to the one ratified by the Core Strategy Inspector.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9231

Person ID 1264686

Full Name Suzanne Doubleday

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9257

Person ID 1267329

Full Name MARTIN DAVIES
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation
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Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.
— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury
to Watford.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS9271

1267330

Kat Worth

Yes

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.

— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.
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Included files

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury
to Watford.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9284
Person ID 1267333
Full Name JO MURPHY
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9299

Person ID 1267332

Full Name Nandi Jordan
Organisation Details Chair

Berkhamsted and Tring Labour Party

Agent ID
Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

The Settlement Hierarchy

Berkhamsted and Tring are identified in the plan to be sustainable locations. These are ‘commuter towns’ where many
residents work out of borough. There are insufficient employment opportunities locally in Tring and Berkhamsted to
sustain the proposed growth.

To ensure future sustainability, there will need to be a significant shift to local employment, there are no proposals in the
plan to make the necessary employment space available for a change of this scale.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS9359
1267367

Sarah Johnson

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.

— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.
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Included files

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury
to Watford.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9373

Person ID 1267368

Full Name Peter Leighton-Murray

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.

— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury
to Watford.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9387

Person ID 1267370

Full Name Patricia Beloe
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Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.
— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected
hamlet of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from
Aylesbury to Watford.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS9409

1267392

TANYA VERBEEK

Yes
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The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

6) DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS9434

Person ID 1267398

Full Name Alexandra and James Donaldson

Organisation Details

Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.

— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury
to Watford.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9449

Person ID 1267401

Full Name JACKIE BELLAMY
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy + —The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
comment dormitory settlements.
» This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged

in this plan.

* Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

» The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

» There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected
hamlet of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from

Aylesbury to Watford.
Included files
Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9476
Person ID 1267417
Full Name Wendy and Paul Goodridge

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No
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The Settlement Hierarchy —The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
comment dormitory settlements.
— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.
— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.
— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.
— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury

to Watford.
Included files
Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9505
Person ID 399324
Full Name Ms Julie Hollway
Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation
Yes / No
*  Yes
*  No
The Settlement Hierarchy There are huge questions over whether DBC is fulfilling its obligation under the National Planning Policy Framework
comment (NPPF) to protect the Green Belt, the boundaries of which "should only be altered where exceptional circumstances are

fully evidenced and justified" (NPPF, paragraph 136.
SP2 (“Spatial Strategy for Growth”) and SP3 (“The Settlement Strategy”) are not agreed.

» The NPPF requires that “These policies do not recognise DBC'’s obligations under the NPPF to protect the Green
Belt and preserve Green Belt boundaries, and to conserve and enhance Areas of Outstanding National Beauty.
These policies are based on a misunderstanding of para 11 of the NPPF, that a planning authority must “make
every effort to meet the housing, business and other development needs of an area” (“Dacorum Local Plan (2020
- 2038) Emerging Strategy for Growth”, page 35). This is not what para 11 of the NPPF says, where obligations
are subject to significant qualifications re Green Belt land and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The Town
and Country Planning Act should be consulted for DBC to appreciate the misunderstanding.

146



Included files

The NPPF requires that “Great weight should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic
beauty in|...] Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, which have the highest status of protection” (NPPF, paragraph
172). DBC is thus under a legal obligation to take account of (and not only pay lip service to) paragraph 172 of
the NPPF and to the CCB Management Plan when designing local plans which are within or which affect the
Chilterns AONB. More generally, it is noted that DBC's proposals come at a time when the Glover Report
(commissioned by DEFRA, 2019) have recommended that the Chilterns AONB should become England’s next
National Park, making development which adversely affects the area at odds with national policy. (DEFRA
Landscapes Review, final report;

https://assets.publishing.service. gov.uk/govemment/uploads/systerm/uploads/attachment _dataffile/833726/landscapes-eview-finakreport pdf)
Dacorum's own currently applicable Adopted Core Strategy states that: "development will not be supported where
it has an adverse impact on the sensitive open valley sides and ridge top locations" (Dacorum Adopted Core
Strategy, 2013, paragraph 21.6 ).

Obligations under the NPPF are also to protect and enhance biodiversity — relevant to, for example, the impact
that the proposed level of housing growth in the area will have on protected chalk streams;

SP3 is based on an assumption that Berkhamsted is a “sustainable location”, and suitable for extension. It
ignores proposed development would be on the outskirts (affecting Green Belt) and distanced from any public
transport or shops (even if some are supplied during development). It also ignores how hilly Berkhamsted is
and how walkers and cyclists will NOT walk or cvycle but rather take cars (at least 2 per household) into town,
yet again affecting road traffic and infrastructure. Have the planners visited the area and walked themselves
into town and back with shopping? The proposed extensions of Berkhamsted, especially to the west, are not
compatible with para 103 of the NPFF, which requires “significant development [to] be focused on locations
which are or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need to travel and offering a genuine choice of
transport modes”.

The proposed level of housing supply growth in the borough will place unacceptable strain on local infrastructure
and resources, some of which (e.g. train services) are outside DBC’s control, and will exacerbate already high
levels of traffic congestion.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS9525

1267427

Megan Humphreys
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settiement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating
comment a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9617

Person ID 1151590

Full Name Lynda Clarke

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No

*  Yes

* No

The Settlement Hierarchy 6) DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as this plan fails to protect the historic character and setting

comment of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the release of
Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy

ID EGS9631

Person ID 1151590

Full Name Lynda Clarke

Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

(6)
DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating
a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the release of Green Belt.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9668

Person ID 1267468

Full Name Chris Berry

Organisation Details
Agent ID

CPRE Hertfordshire

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Chapter 6 on Settlement Hierarchy including Table 1, should be amended to delete references to the eastward extension
of Hemel into St Albans District, which are dependent upon that area's local plan, not yet at a formal stage of preparation,
and to 'significant growth' at Berkhamsted and Tring for the reasons set out in answer to Q1.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9715

Person ID 1267480

Full Name Paul Townsend

Organisation Details
Agent ID
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Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24%increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

150

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS9790

1267544

CATHERINE HAY

Yes

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
dormitory settlements.

— This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.
— Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

— The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.

— There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected
hamlet of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from
Aylesbury to Watford.



Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9851

Person ID 1267744

Full Name GARETH BELLAMY
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy + —The local plan says very little about sustaining villages; We want vibrant self-sustaining villages that are not just
comment dormitory settlements.
» This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged
in this plan.
* Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.
» The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited
infrastructure, or ecology.
» There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch, and the connected
hamlet of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasingly homogeneous ribbon development from

Aylesbury to Watford.
Included files
Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS9916
Person ID 1267774
Full Name AATMA SEESURRUN
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name
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Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy 6) DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
comment and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24%increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the

release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS10008

Person ID 1267858

Full Name KATE & PHIL BAILEY
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy The Settlement Hierarchy

comment A 24% increase in the size of Berkhamsted will not protect the historic market town, the first 13 years of the Core Strategy

has already seen development in Berkhamsted 31.2% above the target set, but with no infrastructure improvements to
match, this has resulted in an already congested and polluted town. Building additional dwellings far from the centre of
town will lead to further serious congestion and increased carbon footprint as more people make the journey into town

by car at their own convenience, rather than using unreliable and inadequate public transport. It will put strain on local
existing facilities and overload already pressurised local facilities.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS10047
Person ID 1155402
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Full Name Christopher Stafford
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy (6)

comment DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character

and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Included files

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS10117

Person ID 1146091

Full Name Mr John Foster

Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes
*  Yes
* No

153



The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

The local plan says very little about sustaining villages - we live in a village and want to keep it that way. This is particularly
apparent in the approach to the historic village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged in this plan.
Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It has been called West Berkhamsted instead.

The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect for its historical significance, limited infrastructure,
or ecology.

There are fears that unique communities with their individual identities such as Northchurch and the connected hamlet
of Dudswell, will simply become part of an enormous, increasing homogeneous ribbon development from Aylesbury to
Watford.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS10156
Person ID 1268071
Full Name LINDA SLIM
Organisation Details

Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No Yes

*  Yes

*  No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

—The local plan says very little about sustaining villages. This is particularly apparent in the approach to the historic
village of Northchurch, which has not been acknowledged in this plan. Northchurch has not been recognised at all. It
has been called West Berkhamsted instead. The local plan simply writes Northchurch out of existence, with no respect
for its historical significance, limited infrastructure, or ecology.

Title The Settlement Hierarchy
ID EGS10222

Person ID 1268167

Full Name CHRIS YOUDELL
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Organisation Details
Agent ID
Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

Included files

Yes

DBC should retain the Core Strategy Settlement Hierarchy as the revamped one fails to protect the historic character
and setting of Berkhamsted by facilitating a 24% increase in dwellings and 31% increase in urban footprint through the
release of Green Belt.

Title

ID

Person ID

Full Name
Organisation Details
Agent ID

Agent Full Name

Agnet Organisation

Yes / No
*  Yes
* No

The Settlement Hierarchy
comment

The Settlement Hierarchy
EGS10278

399324

Ms Julie Hollway

Yes

SP2 (“Spatial Strategy for Growth”) and SP3 (“The Settlement Strategy”) are not agreed.

o The NPPF requires that “These policies do not recognise DBC’s obligations under the NPPF to protect the Green Belt
and preserve Green Belt boundaries, and to conserve and enhance Areas of Outstanding National Beauty. These policies
are based on a misunderstanding of para 11 of the NPPF, that a planning authority must “make every effort to meet the
housing, business and other development needs of an area” (“Dacorum Local Plan (2020 - 2038) Emerging Strategy for
Growth”, page 35). This is not what para 11 of the NPPF says, where obligations are subject to significant qualifications
re Green Belt land and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The Town and Country Planning Act should be consulted
for DBC to appreciate the misunderstanding.
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Included files

The NPPF requires that “Great weight should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic beauty in
[...] Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, which have the highest status of protection” (NPPF, paragraph 172). DBC is
thus under a legal obligation to take account of (and not only pay lip service to) paragraph 172 of the NPPF and to the
CCB Management Plan when designing local plans which are within or which affect the Chilterns AONB. More generally,
it is noted that DBC's proposals come at a time when the Glover Report (commissioned by DEFRA, 2019) have
recommended that the Chilterns AONB should become England’s next National Park, making development which
adversely affects the area at odds with national policy. (DEFRA Landscapes Review, final report;
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/govemment/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_dataffile/833726/landscapes-review-final-report.pdf)
o Dacorum's own currently applicable Adopted Core Strategy states that: "development will not be supported where it
has an adverse impact on the sensitive open valley sides and ridge top locations" (Dacorum Adopted Core Strategy,
2013, paragraph 21.6 ).

o Obligations under the NPPF are also to protect and enhance biodiversity — relevant to, for example, the impact that
the proposed level of housing growth in the area will have on protected chalk streams;

o SP3 is based on an assumption that Berkhamsted is a “sustainable location”, and suitable for extension. It ignores
proposed development would be on the outskirts (affecting Green Belt) and distanced from any public transport or shops
(even if some are supplied during development). It also ignores how hilly Berkhamsted is and how walkers and cyclists
will NOT walk or cycle but rather take cars (at least 2 per household) into town, yet again affecting road traffic and
infrastructure. Have the planners visited the area and walked themselves into town and back with shopping? The proposed
extensions of Berkhamsted, especially to the west, are not compatible with para 103 of the NPFF, which requires
“significant development [to] be focused on locations which are or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need
to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport modes”.

o The proposed level of housing supply growth in the borough will place unacceptable strain on local infrastructure and
resources, some of which (e.g. train services) are outside DBC'’s control, and will exacerbate already high levels