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549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The proposal is inappropriate development in the Green Belt, | The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
contrary to Core Strategy Policy CS6 and section 9 of the should be Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3. is proposed as a result
NPPF. These set out limited circumstances where removed from of this representation
development is considered appropriate in the Green Belt. the DPD for

the reasons
stated.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Questions why several sites identified to meet future need for | The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
pitches in the Green Belt Review (Murrays Lane, W. Byfleet; | should be Topic Paper. See Section 17.0 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.11. is proposed as a result
Land off New Lane, Sutton Green; land to the west of West removed from of this representation
Hall, W. Byfleet; and land south of High Street, Byfleet) have | the DPD for
been omitted from the DPD with no explanation other than "it | the reasons
is easier to expand existing sites in the Green Belt" as stated | stated, and
by a planning officer at the Mayford Community Engagement | alternative
meeting on 6 July 2015. sites identified

in the Green
Belt Review
(Murrays
Lane, W.
Byfleet; Land
off New Lane,
Sutton Green,;
land to the
west of West
Hall, W.
Byfleet; and
land south of
High Street,
Byfleet)
explored.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Risk of flooding: The Council states in the DPD that it will not | The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
allocate sites or grant planning permission for additional should be Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.10 is proposed as a result
pitches in the functional floodplain (Flood Zone 3a). The removed from of this representation
Traveller Accommodation Assessment states that future the DPD for
expansion could be explored subject to overcoming any the reasons
flooding issues. As 10% of the rear of the site is in Flood stated.

Zone 3 and a further 15% in Flood Zone 2, proposed pitches
would be pushed closer to the road frontage, with
unacceptable adverse impacts on visual amenity, openness
and character.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The site does not have the supporting infrastructure, The site It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local No further modification
particularly easy access to schools and local facilities (shops, | should be shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre is proposed as a result
medical facilities and employment) to support a Traveller removed from | Which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley of this representation
site, with regard to the Core Strategy and SHLAA. the DPD for Roa_d Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to proy@e an eIemer_1t of

the reasons retalllcommunlty_devel_opment to enhance the rather dlsper_sgd provision currently in the_
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community

stated. development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car. In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary
school and leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'.
The provision of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. In
addition, the general approach to providing local infrastructure to support development is
outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0. On health services, the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Infrastructure, Services and Cost: the site does not have The site The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
adequate infrastructure in line with Policy CS14, as it has no | should be Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). In addition, | js proposed as a result
surface water or storm water drainage, no main sewer, a removed from all of the §ites set qut in the Site AIIocations DPD will requirg site preparation and glroun.d works | of this representation
driveway that does not conform to current ‘'emergency the DPD for to be carried out prior to development taking place. Depending on the recent and historic uses

vehicle' requirements, no water hydrant, site lighting, mains

the reasons

of the site, its location and site constraints, site specific matters will need to be fully assessed
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gas and minimal connection to water and electricity. stated. and where necessary, mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 There is a presumption against such development unless The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
very special circumstances are demonstrated. Unmet should be Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraphs 1.9 -1.12 and Section 4.0. is proposed as a result
demand does not constitute very special circumstances and | removed from of this representation
is unlikely to outweigh harm to the Green Belt, re- the DPD for
emphasised by the Secretary of State. Therefore even if the | the reasons
Council can not demonstrate a five year supply of Traveller stated.
sites, this need would not outweigh the harm to the Green
Belt by reason of inappropriateness.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Any proposal that will have an adverse impact on The site The Council agrees with this comment, and indeed Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature No further modification
environmentally sensitive sites that cannot be adequately should be Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the is proposed as a result
mitigated will be refused. The site has a boundary with a removed from |mportange of protecting environmentally sensitive sites. .Neverthelt.e_ss, the Council is satisfied of this representation
SSSI at Smarts Heath Common and Hoe Stream SNCI. An | the DPD for that the ;‘.'te can be devetlolrl)ment f.(t’.r theltpropTo;ed uselw't.hOL.‘t S'gn'f'C?”é %aTﬁge to.l o

: : surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This conclusion is supporte e available

extende.d Traveller site W(.)gld hgve an adverse impact on the reasons evidence sﬁch as the Habitgts Regulations Assessment, Sustaina%i)lity App>r/aisal and the

two environmentally sensitive sites. stated. Landscape Assessment. None of the relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England
have objected to the use of the site as a Traveller site on the basis of its potential significant
impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The site does not fall within any of the areas
identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA as absolute constraints. The
Council is therefore confident that the site can be brought forward to deliver the necessary
Traveller pitches to meet the accommodation needs of Travellers. The proposed allocations
include a list of key requirements to be met to make the development of the site acceptable.
This includes making sure that site specific matters such as biodiversity are fully assessed and
where necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. The requirements
will also ensure that the siting, layout and design of the site minimises any adverse impacts on
the amenity of nearby residents and the landscape setting of the area.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Outlines the positive contribution to visual amenity, character | The site This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
and local environments and that sites should not have should be Section 19.0. In addition, other development plan policies such as Policy CS21: Design of the | s proposed as a result
unacceptable adverse impact on these set out in the Core removed from | Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to minimise any adverse impacts on of this representation
Strategy Policies CS14, 21 and 24. Smarts Heath Road is a the DPD for ame_nlty and Ioc_al character. The Council is satisfied that t_he _combln_ed effects of these
residential road of 22 houses including two 16th century the reasons requirements will make sure that the development of the site is sustainable.

Grade Two listed buildings, leading directly through Smarts stated.
Heath Common to open countryside.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Traveller sites should provide visual and acoustic privacy, The site All of the sites set out in the Site Allocations DPD will require site preparation and ground No further modification
and characteristics sympathetic to the local environment. should be works to be carried out prior to development taking place. Depending on the recent and historic | s proposed as a result
Due to public use of Smarts Heath Common there is no removed from | uses of the site, its location and site constraints, site specific matters will need to be fully of this representation
visual privacy, the proximity of the main railway line means it | the DPD for ?ssesfed_l_?lnd where nectessglzy,lmltlganon me??#res.t'.den:'f'ed tto a?jdges; anyf ?ﬁvefe
. . : . . . impacts. The requirements will also ensure that the siting, layout and design of the site
IS unll_kely that acoustic barrllers would IaIIeV|ate noise the reasons minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and the landscape setting
pOIIUt'On'_ and the qpproved lorry route’ on the B380 WO_U|d stated. of the area. The Council is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make
add to this. There is no footpath of the ten Acre Farm side of sure the development of the site is both sustainable and viable.
the road, so children would have to cross the road to reach a
footpath. It is also worth noting that Ten Acre Farm is an existing Traveller site with no reported

management or health and safety issues. In following the sequential approach to site selection,
after looking for suitable sites in the urban area, the Council will first consider whether legally
established sites in the Green Belt have capacity to expand without significant adverse impacts
on the environment before new sites in the Green Belt are considered. This approach is in line
with the sustainability objectives of the SA Report, the requirements of the Core Strategy, the
NPPF and the advice in the Green Belt boundary review.
The County Highways Authority has raised no highways objection to the proposed
development on the site. Nevertheless the Council will highlight the lack of footpaths to the
County Council to see if the existing situation can be improved for existing and future residents.
549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Gypsy and Traveller sites are essentially residential and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

those living there are entitled to a peaceful and enjoyable
environment. Draft DCLG guidance on site management
states that residents should be discouraged from working
from their residential pitches and not normally be allowed to
work elsewhere on site. Woking Core Strategy outlines that
sites should positively enhance the environment and
increase openness. Inclusion of business use would inflict a
small scale industrial estate with associated noise, traffic and

Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.12. It is not intended that the site should be
allocated for a business use. The site is allocated as a Traveller site to meet the
accommodation needs of Travellers. However, any proposal should take into account the
traditional way of life of Travellers. This matter has been addressed in the Issues and Matters
Topic paper and the DPD will clarify this issue.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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nuisance to residents in the road, and is out of keeping with
the amenity and character of the immediate area.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The owner/ occupier continues to seek planning approval for | The site In accordance with national planning policy the availability of land is a significant consideration | No further modification
his own residential use. The Green Belt Review states the should be that the Council has to take into account. Footnote 11 and 12 of the NPPF is clear to is proposed as a result
site's low existing use value means it is likely to be economic | removed from znmsrzjt::iﬁ:ttzr?;/tlgrln)detfw(;?iS:jiz:eeniig:g\;irraﬁeliélsc;ts; sztoﬁfs ger:;ﬁlslﬁglp??onggétsor:‘ecC:niiS:g;y to of this representation
viable at a low density. :Eg Eazgofr?é forward for_ the_ antigi_pated_ nature and type of devel_opment at the tim_e tha_t it is needed. As with

all of the sites identified within the DPD, the Council has sought confirmation from the

stated. landowner that the site is available for development. The landowner has confirmed that the site
is available and therefore has been considered within the Site Allocations DPD. As noted in the
SHLAA (2015) the site would only be deliverable or developable during the Plan period subject
to it being released from the Green Belt through the Site Allocations DPD. The Council is
therefore pursuing the use of the site for Travellers accommodation through the Plan led
process.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Where a site is isolated from local facilities and is large The site This representation is addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Paper, Section 4.0, No further modification
enough to contain a diverse community of residents rather should be paragraph 4.10. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in is proposed as a result
than one extended family, provision of a communal building | removed from | the Site Allocations DPD is addressed in Section 3.0 of this paper. In addition the Council's of this representation
is recommended. Such a building, if located towards the front | the DPD for Core Strategy contglns poI|C|g§ (including CS21) ensure that development is of a high quality
of the site as recommended, will not positively enhance the the reasons of design that contributes positively to the street scene and local character.
environment, increase its openness or respect or make a stated.
positive contribution to the street scene and character of the
area.

549 | Oliver Eager GB8 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb TOpi(.l Paper. See Sectipn 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the sepgratio.n between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt.
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

549 | Oliver Eager GB9 Obijects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

549 | Oliver Eager GB10 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topi(_: Paper. See Secti_on 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the sepz_aratio_n between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:

. . . Green Belt.
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

549 | Oliver Eager GB11 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb TOpiF) Paper. See Secti_on 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the sepa_lratio_n between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:

. . . Green Belt.
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Traveller sites are concentrated in Mayford and Brookwood None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Lye, providing a major contribution to the Traveller Topic Paper. See Section 22.0. is proposed as a result
community. There is no justification for further expansion in of this representation
Mayford.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Successive Planning Inspectors have refused residential None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
applications on this site because it would reduce the Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3, and for further background, Section 1.0, is proposed as a result
openness of a Green Belt area. partlcylarly parqgraphs 1.9 - 1.12. The proposed allocations are put forward in response to of this representation

need identified in the Council's Core Strategy (adopted 2012) and current supply of land, and
through the plan-making (as opposed to development management) process.
549 | Oliver Eager GB8 Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will None stated. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification

be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing
biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the
Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through
the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity
network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy
Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult
with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England
during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are
within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an
Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes
securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space
(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

549

Oliver

Eager

GB9

Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will
be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site
specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing
biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the
Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through
the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity
network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy
Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult
with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England
during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are
within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an
Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes
securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space
(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

549

Oliver

Eager

GB10

Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will
be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site
specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing
biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the
Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through
the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity
network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy
Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult
with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England
during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are
within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an
Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes
securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space
(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

549

Oliver

Eager

GB11

Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will
be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site
specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the

Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through

the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity

network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy

Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult

with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England

during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior

assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site

specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any

adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are

within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an

Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes

securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space

(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Outlines an extract from the Green Belt Review 2014 stating | The site In accordance with national planning policy the availability of land is a significant consideration | No further modification
that if availability has not been established with landowners, | should be that the Council has to take into account. Footnote 11 and 12 of the NPPF is clear to is proposed as a result
that sites are not considered further for Gypsy and Traveller | removed from | emphasise that to be considered deliverable, sites should be available. This is necessary to of this representation
use. Residents understand that Mr Lee, the owner/ occupier | the DPD for ?nsuredtpoe;ttﬁgy;r?tng tgt"’gc;sn'gtengf;e: df?r ‘lez)’]?:?é"Eﬁ)”tni‘gﬁtiﬁsgs‘gﬁgrtﬁz&’iq OII::(;‘;QQA "

' Do orwar icip ur yp velop i itis . As wi
of Ten Acre Fa_rm has not confirmed availability and the reasons all of the sites identified within the DPD, the Council has sought confirmation from the
therefore the site should be removed from the DPD. stated. landowner that the site is available for development. The landowner has confirmed that the site

is available and therefore has been considered within the Site Allocations DPD.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 Pitches would have to be raised clear of any flood risk. The site The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
Quotes cost of similar sites. The costs of preparation of Ten | should be Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). In addition, | is proposed as a result
Acre Farm as a Traveller site is likely to be in excess of £1.5 | removed from | all of the sites set outin the Site Allocations DPD will require site preparation and ground works | of this representation
million. the DPD for to be ca}rrle.d out prior to de\{elopment @aklng.place. Dgpendlng on the recent and historic uses

the reasons of the site, its location an_d_ S|t§ constraints, s_|te sp_ecmc matters will need to be_ fully assessed
stated and where necessary, mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts.

549 | Oliver Eager GB8 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Domesday Book. Ny ) _ _ _ of this representation

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

549 | Oliver Eager GB9 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Domesday Book. Ny ) _ _ _ of this representation

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

549 | Oliver Eager GB10 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Domesday Book. - ) ) ] ) of this representation

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

549 | Oliver Eager GB11 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Domesday Book. N ) ) ] ] of this representation

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The Green Belt Review rejected the site due to concerns The site A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land which could have land No further modification
over contamination, also detailed in the DPD. Contamination | should be contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed allocation includes a list of is proposed as a result
can be prohibitively expensive to remedy and should only be | removed from | Key requirements to be met to make the development of the site acceptable. This includes of this representation
considered where financially viable. In its current potentially | the DPD for making sure _tthatf'te specific mf?‘éterff.su dc? as dfjomam'gat'on are fullty aSSSE.Ssetci aﬂ? Wherﬁ

: : necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. Subject to thorou
contaminated state Ten Acre Farm is unacceptable as an the reasons contamingtion ?alssessments being carried out and the implemenFt)ation of arJ1y necessaryg
expanded_traveller site. Only where land has 'F’ee” properly stated. remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site is sustainable.
decontaminated should development be considered. In some cases the proposed development would also offer a means to address the historic

contamination issues on the site.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 A sequential approach must be taken to identify sites for The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
allocation, and the Green Belt Review sets out the order, as | should be Topic Paper. See Section 4.0 and 9.0. The part of the representation objecting to the DPD's is proposed as a result
stated in the response. The Council's Traveller removed from use of the term ‘intensification’ and suggesting 'expansion’ as the correct term to use, is noted. | of this representation
Accommodation Assessment (TAA) states the site and the DPD for




E, F

Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
immediate surroundings could be explored for future the reasons
expansion to accommodate additional pitches, and states stated.
that 'expansion' is the correct term for the DPD due to the
intention of the site to be used for the current occupier's
family. Objects to the DPD's use of the term 'intensification'.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The Council has set aside the Green Belt Review's The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
recommendations by selecting the lowest priority rating of 4b | should be Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0. is proposed as a result
in proposing the expansion of the site by up to 12 additional removed from of this representation
pitches. No independently verified evidence shows the the DPD for
Council has exhausted brownfield sites for Traveller the reasons
development, nor why sites identified as available and viable | stated.
in the Green Belt Review have not been included, whilst sites
excluded (this site and Five Acres, Brookwood Lye) are the
only sites put forward.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The site's inclusion as an extended Traveller site is contrary | The site As noted in the SHLAA (2015) the site would only be deliverable or developable during the No further modification
to the Council's own Strategic Land Accommodation should be Plan period subject to it being released from the Green Belt through the Site Allocations DPD. is proposed as a result
Assessment. The site should not be included in the DPD. removed from | The Council is therefore pursuing the use of the site for Travellers accommodation through the | of this representation

the DPD for Plan led process.
the reasons
stated.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The site was granted permission for 5 caravans for one The site Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification
family in 1987. It was never envisaged that the site would be | should be intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have is proposed as a result
expanded outside of the current occupier's immediate family. | removed from significant adverse impacts on nearby designated sites that cannot be adequately mitigated by | of this representation
For twelvenew piches meeing the government practice | the DPD for | e e Iencnts o e alocator, T Counel s conautes it et gand and o
guidance on designing Gypsy and Travellgr sites, the_re will the reasons adeition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey (r:)ounty Council and the other
be unacceptable adverse impacts on the visual amenity, stated. Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
openness, character and appearance of the area, and the Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
local environment, and will not positively increase the different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
openness of the area, nor the rural streetscene. grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council's website.

The impact on local character has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 19.0. In addition, other development plan policies such as Policy CS21:
Design and CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to
minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council is satisfied that the
combined effects of these requirements will make sure that the development of the site is
sustainable.

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure
an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its
ecological integrity.

The representation regarding the planning history of the site and the openness of the Green
Belt has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3.

549 | Oliver Eager GB7 The site is adjacent to the main railway line so would require | The site All of the sites set out in the Site Allocations DPD will require site preparation and ground No further modification

significant acoustic barriers. should be works to be carried out prior to development taking place. Depending on the recent and historic | is proposed as a result
removed from uses of the site, its location and site constraints, site specific matters such as the need for of this representation
the DPD for _acou_s_tic barriers, will need to be fL_JIIy assessed and _vvhere necessary, mitigation measures
the reasons identified to ad_dress any a_ldver_sg impacts. The requirements will also ensure that the siting,
layout and design of the site minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby
stated. residents and the landscape setting of the area. The Council is satisfied that the combined
effects of these requirements will make sure the development of the site is both sustainable
and viable.
549 | Oliver Eager GB8 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification

particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads.
Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads (all single
lane) or solutions to deal with existing traffic. Prey Heath
Road will become dangerous with increased traffic and
people walking on the road (no pavements) to Worplesdon
station.

Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding unlit
pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
and public transport where feasible.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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549 | Oliver Eager GB9 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads (all single o . ) ) . ) ) of this representation
lane) or solutions to deal with existing traffic. Prey Heath bedeatian footpaths to See what can be. done 10 address the existing Siuation. Reoarding the
Road will bepome dangerous with increased traffic and zllocated sites,F;he Council will ensure that any specific scheme thatgcomes forwarg, therg is
peOP'e walking on the road (no pavements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. and public transport where feasible.

549 | Oliver Eager GB10 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads (all single o . ) ) ) ] ) of this representation
lane) or solutions to deal with existing traffic. Prey Heath bedestian footpaths (o se6 whal can be done 10 adcress the existing situation. Regarding the
Road will be.come dangerous with increased traffic and zllocated sites,F;he Council will ensure that any specific scheme thatgcomes forwarg, therg is
people walking on the road (no pavements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. and public transport where feasible.

549 | Oliver Eager GB11 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads (all single o . ) ) . . ) of this representation
lane) or solutions to deal with existing traffic. Prey Heath podestian footpaths to See what can be done 10 address the existing siuation. Reoarding the
Road will be_come dangerous with increased traffic and gllocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
people walking on the road (no pavements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. and public transport where feasible.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The proposal is inappropriate development in the Green Belt, | The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
contrary to Core Strategy Policy CS6 and section 9 of the should be Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3. is proposed as a result
NPPF. These set out limited circumstances where removed from of this representation
development is considered appropriate in the Green Belt. the DPD for

the reasons
stated.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Questions why several sites identified to meet future need for | The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
pitches in the Green Belt Review (Murrays Lane, W. Byfleet; | should be Topic Paper. See Section 17.0 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.11. is proposed as a result
Land off New Lane, Sutton Green; land to the west of West removed from of this representation
Hall, W. Byfleet; and land south of High Street, Byfleet) have | the DPD for
been omitted from the DPD with no explanation other than "it | the reasons
is easier to expand existing sites in the Green Belt" as stated | stated, and
by a planning officer at the Mayford Community Engagement | alternative
meeting on 6 July 2015. sites identified

in the Green
Belt Review
(Murrays
Lane, W.
Byfleet; Land
off New Lane,
Sutton Green;
land to the
west of West
Hall, W.
Byfleet; and
land south of
High Street,
Byfleet)
explored.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Risk of flooding: The Council states in the DPD that it will not | The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
allocate sites or grant planning permission for additional should be Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.10 is proposed as a result
pitches in the functional floodplain (Flood Zone 3a). The removed from of this representation
Traveller Accommodation Assessment states that future the DPD for
expansion could be explored subject to overcoming any the reasons
flooding issues. As 10% of the rear of the site is in Flood stated.

Zone 3 and a further 15% in Flood Zone 2, proposed pitches
would be pushed closer to the road frontage, with
unacceptable adverse impacts on visual amenity, openness
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and character.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The site does not have the supporting infrastructure, The site It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local No further modification
particularly easy access to schools and local facilities (shops, | should be shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre is proposed as a result
medical facilities and employment) to support a Traveller removed from | Which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley of this representation
site, with regard to the Core Strategy and SHLAA. the DPD for Roa_d Garden _Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to proyl_de an elemer_1t of

the reasons retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community

stated. development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car. In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary
school and leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'.
The provision of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. In
addition, the general approach to providing local infrastructure to support development is
outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0. On health services, the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Infrastructure, Services and Cost: the site does not have The site The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
adequate infrastructure in line with Policy CS14, as it has no | should be Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). In addition, | is proposed as a result
surface water or storm water drainage, no main sewer, a removed from | all of the sites set out in the Site Allocations DPD will require site preparation and ground works | of this representation
driveway that does not conform to current 'emergency the DPD for tc; tbhe C"’.‘t”'e.? °|“t p{nor to %ev.?lc’pme?t Falt«ng.tplace. I?](gapen?tlng onﬁhe re(zjctenéar;d”hlstonc usgs

o : e . of the site, its location and site constraints, site specific matters will need to be fully assesse
vehicle requ.lrements, no_water hydrant, site Ilght!ng, mains the reasons and where necessary, mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts.
gas and minimal connection to water and electricity. stated.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 There is a presumption against such development unless The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
very special circumstances are demonstrated. Unmet should be Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraphs 1.9 -1.12 and Section 4.0. is proposed as a result
demand does not constitute very special circumstances and removed from of this representation
is unlikely to outweigh harm to the Green Belt, re- the DPD for
emphasised by the Secretary of State. Therefore even if the | the reasons
Council can not demonstrate a five year supply of Traveller stated.
sites, this need would not outweigh the harm to the Green
Belt by reason of inappropriateness.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Any proposal that will have an adverse impact on The site The Council agrees with this comment, and indeed Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature No further modification
environmentally sensitive sites that cannot be adequately should be Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the is proposed as a result
mitigated will be refused. The site has a boundary with a removed from | importance of protecting environmentally sensitive sites. Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied | of this representation
SSSI at Smarts Heath Common and Hoe Stream SNCI. An | the DPD for that theds_'te can be devetlo|p|>ment f_ot_r the_tpropTos_ed uselwqhoqt S'gn'f'c?né cti)an;r?ge to_l o

: . surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This conclusion is supported by the available

extende_d Traveller site quld h.ave an adverse impact on the reasons evidence such as the Habitats Regulations Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and the

two environmentally sensitive sites. stated. Landscape Assessment. None of the relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England
have objected to the use of the site as a Traveller site on the basis of its potential significant
impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The site does not fall within any of the areas
identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA as absolute constraints. The
Council is therefore confident that the site can be brought forward to deliver the necessary
Traveller pitches to meet the accommodation needs of Travellers. The proposed allocations
include a list of key requirements to be met to make the development of the site acceptable.
This includes making sure that site specific matters such as biodiversity are fully assessed and
where necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. The requirements
will also ensure that the siting, layout and design of the site minimises any adverse impacts on
the amenity of nearby residents and the landscape setting of the area.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Outlines the positive contribution to visual amenity, character | The site This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
and local environments and that sites should not have should be Section 19.0. In addition, other development plan policies such as Policy CS21: Design of the | js proposed as a result
unacceptable adverse impact on these set out in the Core removed from | Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to minimise any adverse impacts on of this representation
Strategy Policies CS14, 21 and 24. Smarts Heath Road is a the DPD for amenity and Ioc_al character. The Council is satisfied that t_he _combln(_ed effects of these
residential road of 22 houses including two 16th century the reasons requirements will make sure that the development of the site is sustainable.

Grade Two listed buildings, leading directly through Smarts stated.
Heath Common to open countryside.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Traveller sites should provide visual and acoustic privacy, The site All of the sites set out in the Site Allocations DPD will require site preparation and ground No further modification
and characteristics sympathetic to the local environment. should be works to be carried out prior to development taking place. Depending on the recent and historic | js proposed as a result
Due to public use of Smarts Heath Common there is no removed from uses of the site, its location and site constraints, site specific matters will need to be fully of this representation
visual privacy, the proximity of the main railway line means it | the DPD for assessed and where necessary, mitigation measures identified to address any adverse

is unlikely that acoustic barriers would alleviate noise

the reasons

impacts. The requirements will also ensure that the siting, layout and design of the site
minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and the landscape setting
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pollution, and the approved ‘lorry route’ on the B380 would stated. of the area. The Council is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make
add to this. There is no footpath of the ten Acre Farm side of sure the development of the site is both sustainable and viable.
the road, so children would have to cross the road to reach a ) ) ) o o
footpath. It is also worth noting that Ten Acre Farm is an existing Traveller site with no repor@ed _
management or health and safety issues. In following the sequential approach to site selection,
after looking for suitable sites in the urban area, the Council will first consider whether legally
established sites in the Green Belt have capacity to expand without significant adverse impacts
on the environment before new sites in the Green Belt are considered. This approach is in line
with the sustainability objectives of the SA Report, the requirements of the Core Strategy, the
NPPF and the advice in the Green Belt boundary review.
The County Highways Authority has raised no highways objection to the proposed
development on the site. Nevertheless the Council will highlight the lack of footpaths to the
County Council to see if the existing situation can be improved for existing and future residents.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Gypsy and Traveller sites are essentially residential and The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
those living there are entitled to a peaceful and enjoyable should be Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.12. It is not intended that the site should be is proposed as a result
environment. Draft DCLG guidance on site management removed from | allocated for a business use. The site is allocated as a Traveller site to meet the of this representation
states that residents should be discouraged from working the DPD for accqmmodatlon ngeds of Travellers. However, any proposal should .take into account the
from their residential pitches and not normally be allowed to the reasons trad_monal way of life of Trav_ellers_. Thls_ matter has been addressed in the Issues and Matters
work elsewhere on site. Woking Core Strategy outlines that stated. Topic paper and the DPD will clarify this issue.
sites should positively enhance the environment and
increase openness. Inclusion of business use would inflict a
small scale industrial estate with associated noise, traffic and
nuisance to residents in the road, and is out of keeping with
the amenity and character of the immediate area.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The owner/ occupier continues to seek planning approval for | The site In accordance with national planning policy the availability of land is a significant consideration | No further modification
his own residential use. The Green Belt Review states the should be that the Council has to take into account. Footnote 11 and 12 of the NPPF is clear to is proposed as a result
site's low existing use value means it is likely to be economic | removed from | €émphasise that to be considered deliverable, sites should be available. This is necessary to of this representation
viable at a low density. the DPD for ensure that any Iar_ld_ that is identified for development has a reallst_lc prosp(_ec_t of coming _

the reasons forward for_ the_ anthl_pated_ nature and type of deve[opment at the time tha_t it is needed. As with
all of the sites identified within the DPD, the Council has sought confirmation from the

stated. landowner that the site is available for development. The landowner has confirmed that the site
is available and therefore has been considered within the Site Allocations DPD. As noted in the
SHLAA (2015) the site would only be deliverable or developable during the Plan period subject
to it being released from the Green Belt through the Site Allocations DPD. The Council is
therefore pursuing the use of the site for Travellers accommodation through the Plan led
process.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 Where a site is isolated from local facilities and is large The site This representation is addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Paper, Section 4.0, No further modification
enough to contain a diverse community of residents rather should be paragraph 4.10. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in is proposed as a result
than one extended family, provision of a communal building | removed from | the Site Allocations DPD is addressed in Section 3.0 of this paper. In addition the Council's of this representation
is recommended. Such a building, if located towards the front | the DPD for Core S_trategy contams poI|C|e_s_ (including CS21) ensure that development is of a high quality
of the site as recommended, will not positively enhance the the reasons of design that contributes positively to the street scene and local character.
environment, increase its openness or respect or make a stated.
positive contribution to the street scene and character of the
area.

559 | Caroline Eager GB8 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking' turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford W!|| be reduced as a result_oyc the proposal. However the ident_ity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt.
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

559 | Caroline Eager GB10 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

559 | Caroline Eager GB11 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between
Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and
character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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559

Caroline

Eager

GB7

Traveller sites are concentrated in Mayford and Brookwood
Lye, providing a major contribution to the Traveller
community. There is no justification for further expansion in
Mayford.

The site
should be
removed from
the DPD for
the reasons
stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 22.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB7

Successive Planning Inspectors have refused residential
applications on this site because it would reduce the
openness of a Green Belt area.

The site
should be
removed from
the DPD for
the reasons
stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3, and for further background, Section 1.0,
particularly paragraphs 1.9 - 1.12. The proposed allocations are put forward in response to
need identified in the Council's Core Strategy (adopted 2012) and current supply of land, and
through the plan-making (as opposed to development management) process.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB8

Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will
be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site
specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing
biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the
Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through
the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity
network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy
Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult
with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England
during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are
within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an
Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes
securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space
(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB9

Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will
be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site
specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing
biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the
Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through
the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity
network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy
Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult
with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England
during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are
within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an
Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes
securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space
(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB10

Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will
be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site
specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing
biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

10



E, F

Rep
ID

Name

Surname

Section of
DPD

Summary Of Comment

Proposal
Modifications

Officer Response

Officer Proposed
Modifications

Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through
the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity
network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy
Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult
with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England
during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are
within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an
Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes
securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space
(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

559

Caroline

Eager

GB11

Wildlife in developed areas will be wiped out and there will
be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths (Smarts
and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will
require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site
specific ecological issues. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing
biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the
Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through
the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity
network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy
Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult
with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England
during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development. None of the proposed allocated sites are
within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an
Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes
securing developer contributions towards providing Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space
(SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB7

Outlines an extract from the Green Belt Review 2014 stating
that if availability has not been established with landowners,
that sites are not considered further for Gypsy and Traveller
use. Residents understand that Mr Lee, the owner/ occupier
of Ten Acre Farm has not confirmed availability and
therefore the site should be removed from the DPD.

The site
should be
removed from
the DPD for
the reasons
stated.

In accordance with national planning policy the availability of land is a significant consideration
that the Council has to take into account. Footnote 11 and 12 of the NPPF is clear to
emphasise that to be considered deliverable, sites should be available. This is necessary to
ensure that any land that is identified for development has a realistic prospect of coming
forward for the anticipated nature and type of development at the time that it is needed. As with
all of the sites identified within the DPD, the Council has sought confirmation from the
landowner that the site is available for development. The landowner has confirmed that the site
is available and therefore has been considered within the Site Allocations DPD.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB7

Pitches would have to be raised clear of any flood risk.
Quotes cost of similar sites. The costs of preparation of Ten
Acre Farm as a Traveller site is likely to be in excess of £1.5
million.

The site
should be
removed from
the DPD for
the reasons
stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). In addition,
all of the sites set out in the Site Allocations DPD will require site preparation and ground works
to be carried out prior to development taking place. Depending on the recent and historic uses
of the site, its location and site constraints, site specific matters will need to be fully assessed
and where necessary, mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB8

Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the
Domesday Book.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB9

Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the
Domesday Book.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

559

Caroline

Eager

GB10

Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the
Domesday Book.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

11
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unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

559 | Caroline Eager GB11 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford. Mayford is unique and mentioned in the Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Domesday Book. . . _ _ _ of this representation

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The Green Belt Review rejected the site due to concerns The site A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land which could have land No further modification
over contamination, also detailed in the DPD. Contamination | should be contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed allocation includes a list of is proposed as a result
can be prohibitively expensive to remedy and should only be | removed from | key requirements to be met to make the development of the site acceptable. This includes of this representation
considered where inancially viable. In s curent potentiall | the DPD for | Mg sre hat ste specffc maters sueh as contaminaton are ul assessed and here
contaminated state Ten Acre Farm is unacceptable as an the reasons contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of any necessary
expanded_traveller site. Only where land has 'Pee” properly stated. remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site is sustainable.
decontaminated should development be considered. In some cases the proposed development would also offer a means to address the historic

contamination issues on the site.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 A sequential approach must be taken to identify sites for The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
allocation, and the Green Belt Review sets out the order, as | should be Topic Paper. See Section 4.0 and 9.0. The part of the representation objecting to the DPD's is proposed as a result
stated in the response. The Council's Traveller removed from | use of the term ‘intensification’ and suggesting 'expansion’ as the correct term to use, is noted. | of this representation
Accommodation Assessment (TAA) states the site and the DPD for
immediate surroundings could be explored for future the reasons
expansion to accommodate additional pitches, and states stated.
that 'expansion’ is the correct term for the DPD due to the
intention of the site to be used for the current occupier's
family. Objects to the DPD's use of the term ‘intensification'.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The Council has set aside the Green Belt Review's The site This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
recommendations by selecting the lowest priority rating of 4b | should be Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0. is proposed as a result
in proposing the expansion of the site by up to 12 additional removed from of this representation
pitches. No independently verified evidence shows the the DPD for
Council has exhausted brownfield sites for Traveller the reasons
development, nor why sites identified as available and viable | stated.
in the Green Belt Review have not been included, whilst sites
excluded (this site and Five Acres, Brookwood Lye) are the
only sites put forward.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The site's inclusion as an extended Traveller site is contrary | The site As noted in the SHLAA (2015) the site would only be deliverable or developable during the No further modification
to the Council's own Strategic Land Accommodation should be Plan period subject to it being released from the Green Belt through the Site Allocations DPD. is proposed as a result
Assessment. The site should not be included in the DPD. removed from The Council is therefore pursuing the use of the site for Travellers accommodation through the | 4f this representation

the DPD for Plan led process.
the reasons
stated.

559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The site was granted permission for 5 caravans for one The site Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification
family in 1987. It was never envisaged that the site would be | should be intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have is proposed as a result
expanded outside of the current occupier's immediate family. | removed from | Significant adverse impacts on nearby designated sites that cannot be adequately mitigated by | of this representation
For twelve new piches meeting he governmentpracive | the DPD for | 1 ) sauTerents o0 slocatr, e Counel s consies it el Crgan anc e
ggIﬂir;céieopq;belzIggl\?egrsGeyiFr):gaiTs Jg?‘égﬁ;jgﬁ;ﬁgﬁ:@wm tsfggt:jasons adeition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey County Council and the other

openness, character and appearance of the area, and the
local environment, and will not positively increase the
openness of the area, nor the rural streetscene.

Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council’s website.

The impact on local character has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 19.0. In addition, other development plan policies such as Policy CS21:
Design and CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to
minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council is satisfied that the
combined effects of these requirements will make sure that the development of the site is
sustainable.

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure
an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its

12
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ecological integrity.
The representation regarding the planning history of the site and the openness of the Green
Belt has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3.
559 | Caroline Eager GB7 The site is adjacent to the main railway line so would require | The site All of the sites set out in the Site Allocations DPD will require site preparation and ground No further modification
significant acoustic barriers. should be works to be carried out prior to development taking place. Depending on the recent and historic | js proposed as a result
removed from uses of the site, its location and site constraints, site specific matters such as the need for of this representation
the DPD for acoustic barriers, will need to be fully assessed and where necessary, mitigation measures
the reasons identified to address any adverse impacts. The requirements will also ensure that the siting,
d layout and design of the site minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby
stated. residents and the landscape setting of the area. The Council is satisfied that the combined
effects of these requirements will make sure the development of the site is both sustainable
and viable.
559 | Caroline Eager GB9 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads (all single . . , . : , . of this representation
lane) or solutions to deal with existing traffic. Prey Heath The Cogncﬂ will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation r.egardlng unllt
Road will become dangerous with increased traffic and pedestrian _footpaths to see vv_hat can be done to add_r_ess the existing situation. Regarding Fhe
| ki h d Wornlesd allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
peop e walking on the road (no pavements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. and public transport where feasible.
559 | Caroline Eager GB10 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads (all single o . , . : ) , of this representation
lane) or solutions to deal with existing traffic, Prey Heath bedestian footpaths o sea sihal can be done 10 address the exiting sitation. Regarding the
Roadl will l:l)ke_come dr?ngerc()jus with increased tr?/vﬁlc alndd allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
peop e walking on the road (no pavements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. and public transport where feasible.
559 | Caroline Eager GB11 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads (all single o . , . ) ) , of this representation
lane) or solutions to deal with existing traffic. Prey Heath bedestian footpaths to see sihal can be done 10 address the exiting sitation. Regarding the
Roadl will l?ke_come dﬁlnger(()jus with increased tr?fo'C alndd allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
peop e walking on the road (no pavements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. and public transport where feasible.

246 | D Eales GBS Concerned about impact on archaeology None stated. The school and leisure centre proposal now has planning permission No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

246 | D Eales GBS Concerned about increased flooding None stated. The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the No further modification

Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Based on the evidence, it is not expected that the is proposed as a result
proposals will put occupants of the development at any risk of flooding or exacerbate flood risk | 4f this representation
elsewhere. The Environment Agency has been consulted on the proposals. The proposals are
sufficiently informed by robust and adequate evidence base, including a sequential test.
246 | D Eales GB8 Keep Green Belt for the purpose it was intended for. To None stated. The justification for releasing Green Land for development and to meet the accommodation No further modification
protect the countryside, wildlife and for future generations needs for Travellers has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | s proposed as a result
Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2and 4. of this representation

246 | D Eales GBS Concerned about increased crime None stated. There is no evidence that the proposals will lead to increase in crime. No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

246 | D Eales GBS Concerned about increased noise None stated. There is no evidence that the proposals will lead to increase in crime. No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

246 | D Eales GBS Concerned about increased traffic None stated. The traffic implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues No further modification

and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt
Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the
transport implications of the allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but
marginal increase in traffic over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated to
enable the delivery of the proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both
strategic schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding and by
site specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to support
planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant proposed
allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council is working with
the County Council to identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future
review of the IDP and the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway
Authority for the area is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will
minimise any adverse traffic impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in
transport terms. In addition, as part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the
relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing
operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is
also working with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County
Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport
infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Council
believes that the combination of the above will help address the traffic impacts of the proposals
and reduce road safety and health concerns. It is also important to note that the Council
continue to work with the County Council and other stakeholders to help address existing
deficiencies on the network.

246

Eales

GB8

Concerned about loss of arable and amenity land

None stated.

Based on the available evidence it is not expected that the proposal will affect the most
versatile agricultural land in the area. The Council has assessed the sensitivity of the
landscape of the sites to accommodate the proposals. Based on the evidence as explained in
detail in Section 7 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, the landscape character of
the area will not be significantly affected. The proposals will not adversely impact on
designated open spaces.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

246

Eales

GB8

Concerned about loss of green fields and landscape features
(Escarpments)

None stated.

The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient
evidence that the release of the proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will enable a
defensible boundary to be drawn that will endure over a long period of time beyond the Core
Strategy period. Where the recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report had
not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt
boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford. For sites
GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area which is well
defined by Saunders Lane to the south and Egley Road to the east. The Green Belt boundary
to the west has been defined by site GB11 which is adjacent to the Hook Heath escarpment.
This will protect the purpose of the Green Belt and not undermine the integrity of the
escarpment. Site GB7 will continue to remain within the Green Belt and therefore the Green
Belt boundary will not change in this particular location.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

246

Eales

GB8

Concerned about increased pollution

None stated.

The Council recognises the impact of traffic on pollution and has ensured that the traffic
impacts of the proposals are fully assessed. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt
Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the
transport implications of the allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but
marginal increase in traffic over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated to
enable the delivery of the proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both
strategic schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding and by
site specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to support
planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant proposed
allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site
specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council is working with
the County Council to identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future
review of the IDP and the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway
Authority for the area is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will
minimise any adverse traffic impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in
transport terms. In addition, the Core Strategy and the emerging Development Management
Policies DPD contains robust policies to make sure the development impacts on pollution are
appropriately controlled.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

246

Eales

GB8

Suggests consideration of other brownfield sites

Consider
alternative
brownfield
sites

The Council has carried out an assessment of the capacity of brownfield sites in the urban area
to meet the development needs of the area. There is not enough brownfield land to meet
development needs over the entire plan period. This matter is comprehensively addressed in
Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The justification for the release of
Green Belt land to meet development needs is addressed in detail in Sections 1, 2 and 4 of the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

246

Eales

GB8

Concerned about loss of wildlife

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features. The Council is committed to conserving and
protecting existing biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important
sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution
to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites
to create a local and regional biodiversity network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure.
This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity organisations including
Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning application stage as well
as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to provide information on
species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the
effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to approval of the
development. The key requirements of the proposals will require where necessary an
ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning decisions on the sites.

246 | D Eales GB8 Concerned about the merging of Woking and Mayford None stated. The sites have been assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt, which includes No further modification
preventing neighbouring towns merging into one another. Based on the evidence, it is not is proposed as a result
expected that the physical separation between Woking and Guildford will be compromised. of this representation

1037 | Graham Earl GB7 Traveller sites include space for related business activities None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
which further worsen the visual impact and affect the wildlife Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.12.1t is not intended that the site should be is proposed as a result
in the vicinity. allocated for a business use. The site is allocated as a Traveller site to meet the of this representation

accommodation needs of Travellers. However, any proposal should take into account the
traditional way of life of Travellers. This matter has been addressed in the Issues and Matters
Topic paper and the DPD will clarify this issue.

1037 | Graham Earl GB7 Lack of arguments to justify development proposed. Housing | None stated. The need to identify land in the Green Belt and safeguard land for future development needs is | No further modification
need does not justify harm to the Green Belt, as stated in the set out in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and 2.0. As setoutin | js proposed as a result
NPPE. these Sections, the Council considers its approach to be consistent with national planning of this representation

policy (NPPF).

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 Lack of arguments to justify development proposed. Housing | None stated. The need to identify land in the Green Belt and safeguard land for future development needs is | No further modification
need does not justify harm to the Green Belt, as stated in the set out in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and 2.0. As setoutin | jg proposed as a result
NPPE. these Sections, the Council considers its approach to be consistent with national planning of this representation

policy (NPPF).

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 Lack of arguments to justify development proposed. Housing | None stated. The need to identify land in the Green Belt and safeguard land for future development needs is | No further modification
need does not justify harm to the Green Belt, as stated in the set out in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and 2.0. As setoutin | js proposed as a result
NPPE. these Sections, the Council considers its approach to be consistent with national planning of this representation

policy (NPPF).

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 Lack of arguments to justify development proposed. Housing | None stated. The need to identify land in the Green Belt and safeguard land for future development needs is | No further modification
need does not justify harm to the Green Belt, as stated in the set out in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and 2.0. As setoutin | s proposed as a result
NPPE. these Sections, the Council considers its approach to be consistent with national planning of this representation

policy (NPPF).

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 Lack of arguments to justify development proposed. Housing | None stated. The need to identify land in the Green Belt and safeguard land for future development needs is | No further modification
need does not justify harm to the Green Belt, as stated in the set out in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and 2.0. As setoutin | s proposed as a result
NPPE. these Sections, the Council considers its approach to be consistent with national planning of this representation

policy (NPPF).

1037 | Graham Earl GBS Object to housing development on the site. Would increase None stated. Taking into account the constraints of the Borough and the available evidence, the proposed No further modification
Mayford's population by 60% which is unsustainable in all allocations are the most sustainable to deliver the objectives of the Core Strategy when is proposed as a result
respects. compared against other reasonable alternatives. The Sustainability Appraisal Report provides | of this representation

the evidence to support this view.

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 Object to housing development on the site. Would increase None stated. Taking into account the constraints of the Borough and the available evidence, the proposed No further modification
Mayford's population by 60% which is unsustainable in all allocations are the most sustainable to deliver the objectives of the Core Strategy when is proposed as a result
respects. compared against other reasonable alternatives. The Sustainability Appraisal Report provides of this representation

the evidence to support this view.

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 Object to housing development on the site. Would increase None stated. Taking into account the constraints of the Borough and the available evidence, the proposed No further modification
Mayford's population by 60% which is unsustainable in all allocations are the most sustainable to deliver the objectives of the Core Strategy when is proposed as a result
respects. compared against other reasonable alternatives. The Sustainability Appraisal Report provides of this representation

the evidence to support this view.

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 Object to housing development on the site. Would increase None stated. Taking into account the constraints of the Borough and the available evidence, the proposed No further modification
Mayford's population by 60% which is unsustainable in all allocations are the most sustainable to deliver the objectives of the Core Strategy when is proposed as a result
respects. compared against other reasonable alternatives. The Sustainability Appraisal Report provides of this representation

the evidence to support this view.

1037 | Graham Earl GB7 Obiject to increasing number of pitches on the site. The site is | None stated. Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification

adjacent to Smarts Heath SSSI, additional pitches would
increase the risk to wildlife due to human presence and
increased domestic animals.

intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have
significant adverse impacts on nearby designated sites that cannot be adequately mitigated by
the key requirements of the allocation. The Council has consulted with Natural England and no
objection has been raised over the expansion of the site and its impact on the SSSI. In
addition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey County Council and the other
Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council’'s website.

There are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposal
for the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure any
adverse impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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The site will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will continue to

apply in addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design.

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure

an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic

animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into

account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its

ecological integrity.

1037 | Graham Earl GB7 Over recent years WTC has seen significant development None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
which is out of keeping with a small town. The high rises Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, 7.0,18.0, 20.0 21.0, 23.0 and 24.0 is proposed as a result
create a suffocating and impersonal corporate atmosphere. _ i o of this representation
There are no green spaces in the Town Centre. The road Gueh a5 Policy CS21 Design of the Core Strategy wil appiy to the development of he sie o
net\gprk IT] at c?]pacny ﬁnq SUfEcerS flrom Coggﬁsuon' ilability of minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council also has draft
Studies show the aesthetics of a place and the availability o policies in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination
open and green spaces are important to wellbeing. Currently in February 2016) to ensure a healthy built environment.
residents take refuge in the Green Belt, which is also a
habitat for flora and fauna. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Concerned Woking will look like Croydon. Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.

Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a
number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as a key
requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 Over recent years WTC has seen significant development None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
which is out of keeping with a small town. The high rises Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, 7.0,18.0, 20.0 21.0, 23.0 and 24.0 is proposed as a result
create a suffocating and impersonal corporate atmosphere. . ) . of this representation
There are o green spaces in the Town Centre. The foad Cuch 25 Policy CS21: Design of the Core Stategy il apply (0 he development of e st to
getv(;/prk 'i at c?]pacny ﬁnq sufffers flrom co(rj]gﬁstmn. ilability of minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council also has draft

tudies show the aesthetics of a place and the availability o policies in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination

open and green spaces are important to wellbeing. Currently in February 2016) to ensure a healthy built environment.

residents take refuge in the Green Belt, which is also a

habitat for flora and fauna. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife

Concerned Woking will look like Croydon. Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a
number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as a key
requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 Over recent years WTC has seen significant development None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
which is out of keeping with a small town. The high rises Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, 7.0,18.0, 20.0 21.0, 23.0 and 24.0 is proposed as a result
create a suffocating and impersonal corporate atmosphere. . ) . of this representation
There are no green spaces in the Town Centre. The road Any proposz_als that come f_orward will need to comply with other development plan pohmgs
network is at capacity and suffers from conaestion such as Policy CS21: Design of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to
Studi h hp y heti f | dgh .'I bility of minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council also has draft

tudies show the aesthetics of a place and the availability o policies in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination

open and green Spaces are Important to nglbglng. Currently in February 2016) to ensure a healthy built environment.

residents take refuge in the Green Belt, which is also a

habitat for flora and fauna. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife

Concerned Woking will look like Croydon. Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a
number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as a key
requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 Over recent years WTC has seen significant development None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

which is out of keeping with a small town. The high rises
create a suffocating and impersonal corporate atmosphere.
There are no green spaces in the Town Centre. The road
network is at capacity and suffers from congestion.

Studies show the aesthetics of a place and the availability of
open and green spaces are important to wellbeing. Currently
residents take refuge in the Green Belt, which is also a
habitat for flora and fauna.

Concerned Woking will look like Croydon.

Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, 7.0,18.0, 20.0 21.0, 23.0 and 24.0

Any proposals that come forward will need to comply with other development plan policies
such as Policy CS21: Design of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to
minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council also has draft
policies in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination
in February 2016) to ensure a healthy built environment.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a
number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as a key

is proposed as a result
of this representation

E, F
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requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 Over recent years WTC has seen significant development None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
which is out of keeping with a small town. The high rises Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, 7.0,18.0, 20.0 21.0, 23.0 and 24.0 is proposed as a result
create a suffocating and impersonal corporate atmosphere. _ ) . of this representation
There are no green spaces in the Town Centre. The road Any proposels that come f_orward will need to comply with other development plan poI|C|es
network is at capacity and suffers from congestion. su_ch as Policy CS21: I_De5|gn of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to

. - S minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council also has draft
Studies show the aesthetlcs.of a place and the evallablllty of policies in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination
open and green spaces are important to wellbeing. Currently in February 2016) to ensure a healthy built environment.
residents take refuge in the Green Belt, which is also a
habitat for flora and fauna. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Concerned Woking will look like Croydon. Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.

Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features that could not be addressed. Nevertheless a
number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as a key
requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 Disagrees with the Council's statement "land released from None stated. The terminology was used in the Green Belt Boundary Review to assess whether development | No further modification
Green Belt will not undermine its purpose and integrity" WOU.|d significantly undermine the original reasons for designating the land as Green Belt as set | jg proposed as a result
(Executive Statement, 4th June 2015) out in paragraph 80 of the NPPF. of this representation

Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 10.0

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 Disagrees with the Council's statement "land released from None stated. The terminology was used in the Green Belt Boundary Review to assess whether development | No further modification
Green Belt will not undermine its purpose and integrity" would significantly undermine the original reasons for designating the land as Green Belt as set | s proposed as a result
(Executive Statement, 4th June 2015) out in paragraph 80 of the NPPF. of this representation

Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 10.0

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 Disagrees with the Council's statement "land released from None stated. The terminology was used in the Green Belt Boundary Review to assess whether development | No further modification
Green Belt will not undermine its purpose and integrity" would significantly undermine the original reasons for designating the land as Green Belt as set | js proposed as a result
(Executive Statement, 4th June 2015) out in paragraph 80 of the NPPF. of this representation

Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 10.0

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 Disagrees with the Council's statement "land released from None stated. The terminology was used in the Green Belt Boundary Review to assess whether development | No further modification
Green Belt will not undermine its purpose and integrity" would significantly undermine the original reasons for designating the land as Green Belt as set | s proposed as a result
(Executive Statement, 4th June 2015) out in paragraph 80 of the NPPF. of this representation

Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 10.0

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 Please also refer to the response by the Mayford Village None stated. The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563. No further modification
Society who | am happy also to represent my views. is proposed as a result

of this representation

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 Please also refer to the response by the Mayford Village None stated. The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563. No further modification
Society who | am happy also to represent my views. is proposed as a result

of this representation

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 Please also refer to the response by the Mayford Village None stated. The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563. No further modification
Society who | am happy also to represent my views. is proposed as a result

of this representation

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 Please also refer to the response by the Mayford Village None stated. The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563. No further modification
Society who | am happy also to represent my views. is proposed as a result

of this representation

1037 | Graham Earl GBS No consideration on the effects on the health of residents None stated. The Council monitors air quality throughout the Borough to make sure pollution levels remain No further modification
from increased levels of pollution. below the recommended/legal limit. In terms of Planning Policy, Core Strategy Policy CS21 as | is proposed as a result

well as the Development Management Policies DPD set out a robust policy framework to make | of this representation
sure that new development does not have a significant impact on pollution, including air, light,
noise and water. Where a negative impact is identified, the Council will require mitigation
measures to be implemented. This can only be determined at the planning application stage,
when development proposals are considered in more detail and where up to date evidence can
be used to establish the baseline levels.
This has also been considered in the Sustainability Appraisal which is available on the
Council's website.
1037 | Graham Earl GB9 No consideration on the effects on the health of residents None stated. The Council monitors air quality throughout the Borough to make sure pollution levels remain No further modification

from increased levels of pollution.

below the recommended/legal limit. In terms of Planning Policy, Core Strategy Policy CS21 as
well as the Development Management Policies DPD set out a robust policy framework to make
sure that new development does not have a significant impact on pollution, including air, light,

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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noise and water. Where a negative impact is identified, the Council will require mitigation
measures to be implemented. This can only be determined at the planning application stage,
when development proposals are considered in more detail and where up to date evidence can
be used to establish the baseline levels.

This has also been considered in the Sustainability Appraisal which is available on the
Council's website.

1037

Graham

Earl

GB10

No consideration on the effects on the health of residents
from increased levels of pollution.

None stated.

The Council monitors air quality throughout the Borough to make sure pollution levels remain
below the recommended/legal limit. In terms of Planning Policy, Core Strategy Policy CS21 as
well as the Development Management Policies DPD set out a robust policy framework to make
sure that new development does not have a significant impact on pollution, including air, light,
noise and water. Where a negative impact is identified, the Council will require mitigation
measures to be implemented. This can only be determined at the planning application stage,
when development proposals are considered in more detail and where up to date evidence can
be used to establish the baseline levels.

This has also been considered in the Sustainability Appraisal which is available on the
Council's website.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB11

No consideration on the effects on the health of residents
from increased levels of pollution.

None stated.

The Council monitors air quality throughout the Borough to make sure pollution levels remain
below the recommended/legal limit. In terms of Planning Policy, Core Strategy Policy CS21 as
well as the Development Management Policies DPD set out a robust policy framework to make
sure that new development does not have a significant impact on pollution, including air, light,
noise and water. Where a negative impact is identified, the Council will require mitigation
measures to be implemented. This can only be determined at the planning application stage,
when development proposals are considered in more detail and where up to date evidence can
be used to establish the baseline levels.

This has also been considered in the Sustainability Appraisal which is available on the
Council's website.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB8

Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas. Increased risk
to wildlife in nearby protected Heaths.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site (a number of the proposed allocations) will require a detailed ecological
survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB9

Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas. Increased risk
to wildlife in nearby protected Heaths.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site (a number of the proposed allocations) will require a detailed ecological
survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

1037

Graham

Earl

GB10

Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas. Increased risk
to wildlife in nearby protected Heaths.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site (a number of the proposed allocations) will require a detailed ecological
survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB11

Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas. Increased risk
to wildlife in nearby protected Heaths.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site (a number of the proposed allocations) will require a detailed ecological
survey as a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

1037 | Graham Earl GB7 Successive Planning Inspectors have refused residential None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
applications on this site because it would reduce the Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3 is proposed as a result
openness of a Green Belt area. of this representation

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 The reasons for establishing Green Belt are good. All options | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
have not been explored and there are no exceptional Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4 is proposed as a result
circumstance to require development on Green Belt. Loss of of this representation
green spaces will impact Mayford and the whole Borough.

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 The reasons for establishing Green Belt are good. All options | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
have not been explored and there are no exceptional Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4 is proposed as a result
circumstance to require development on Green Belt. Loss of of this representation
green spaces will impact Mayford and the whole Borough.

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 The reasons for establishing Green Belt are good. All options | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
have not been explored and there are no exceptional Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4 is proposed as a result
circumstance to require development on Green Belt. Loss of of this representation
green spaces will impact Mayford and the whole Borough.

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 The reasons for establishing Green Belt are good. All options | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
have not been explored and there are no exceptional Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4 is proposed as a result
circumstance to require development on Green Belt. Loss of of this representation
green spaces will impact Mayford and the whole Borough.

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Mayford and Guildford. Mayford will become a suburb of Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford, _ ) _ ) _ of this representation
agains the pupose of Green Bel. There has been no P g ko U gt it bk et
consideration for preserving Mayford as a separate protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt.
settlement or retaining its character.

No independently verified evidence demonstrating all
brownfield sites have been exhausted.

Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking,
Mayford and Guildford. This is only classified as Important in
the GBBR.

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Mayford and Guildford. Mayford will become a suburb of Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford, _ ) _ ) _ of this representation
agains the pupose of Green Bel. There has been o P g ko e ettt Ehor ke et
consideration for pr-ese_rving Mayford as a separate protzctgd by.Core Strategy Polic;/CSG: Green Belt. y
settlement or retaining its character.

No independently verified evidence demonstrating all
brownfield sites have been exhausted.

Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking,
Mayford and Guildford. This is only classified as Important in
the GBBR.

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Mayford and Guildford. Mayford will become a suburb of Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford, _ ) _ ) _ of this representation
agains he purpose ofGreen Bt Thre has been o e e e et o 2 el
consideration for pr.ese.rving Mayford as a separate protre)ctFe)d by.Core Strategy Polic;/CSG: Green Belt. /
settlement or retaining its character.

No independently verified evidence demonstrating all
brownfield sites have been exhausted.
Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking,
Mayford and Guildford. This is only classified as Important in
the GBBR.
1037 | Graham Earl GB11 Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

Mayford and Guildford. Mayford will become a suburb of
Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford,
against the purpose of Green Belt. There has been no
consideration for preserving Mayford as a separate

Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0.

It is recognised that the separation between Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of
the proposal. However the identity and character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is
protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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settlement or retaining its character.

No independently verified evidence demonstrating all
brownfield sites have been exhausted.

Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking,
Mayford and Guildford. This is only classified as Important in
the GBBR.

1037 | Graham Earl GB7 Land is at risk of flooding and would require substantial None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
investment to mediate this. Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.10 and Section 5.0 is proposed as a result

of this representation

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 The proposed SANG will not offset the effects the None stated. To clarify, Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG) is an established mitigation No further modification
developments will have. measure to specifically address any harm caused by residential development on the Special is proposed as a result

Protection Area (SPA). The purpose of a SANG is to draw visitors away from the SPA to the of this representation
SANG, thereby protecting the SPA from degradation through increased use.

1037 | Graham Earl GB9 The proposed SANG will not offset the effects the None stated. To clarify, Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG) is an established mitigation No further modification

developments will have. measure to specifically address any harm caused by residential development on the Special is proposed as a result
Protection Area (SPA). The purpose of a SANG is to draw visitors away from the SPA to the of this representation
SANG, thereby protecting the SPA from degradation through increased use.

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 The proposed SANG will not offset the effects the None stated. To clarify, Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG) is an established mitigation No further modification

developments will have. measure to specifically address any harm caused by residential development on the Special is proposed as a result
Protection Area (SPA). The purpose of a SANG is to draw visitors away from the SPA to the of this representation
SANG, thereby protecting the SPA from degradation through increased use.

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 The proposed SANG will not offset the effects the None stated. To clarify, Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG) is an established mitigation No further modification

developments will have. measure to specifically address any harm caused by residential development on the Special is proposed as a result
Protection Area (SPA). The purpose of a SANG is to draw visitors away from the SPA to the of this representation
SANG, thereby protecting the SPA from degradation through increased use.

1037 | Graham Earl GB7 The burden of the site not being well connected for None stated. It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local No further modification
pedestrians, car and other access to local infrastructure has shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre is proposed as a result
not been considered in the proposal. which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley of this representation

Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and or community
development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car.
In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.
As part of these site specific measures, the key requirements for the proposed allocation in the
DPD state that improvements to pedestrian, cycle links and access to public transport will be
required. The exact nature of these measures will be informed by a Transport Assessment at
the planning application stage.
This representation has also been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
See Section 3.0, 20.0 and 24.0

1037 | Graham Earl GB8 It has not been considered that the road network is already None stated. The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the No further modification

at capacity and a source of considerable pollution, further
development will make the situation and effects worse.

road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, 20.0 and 24.0

The various transports studies prepared by Surrey County Council and Woking Borough
Council set out the impact the proposed site allocations will have on the strategic road network.
These impacts will be mitigated by site specific measures that will be identified and
comprehensively addressed through the development management process. As part of these
site specific measures, the key requirements for the proposed allocation in the DPD state that
the development of the site will be required to provide satisfactory vehicular access onto the
A320. The key requirements also note that improvements to pedestrian, cycle links and access
to public transport will be required. The exact nature of these measures will be informed by a
Transport Assessment at the planning application stage.

The Council has constructively and positively been working with the County Council in
assessing the transport impacts of both the Core Strategy which the Site Allocations DPD
seeks to deliver and the Site Allocations DPD itself. The two authorities have worked together
to carry out the Strategic Transport Assessment (2010) to inform the Core strategy, the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) to identify the infrastructure requirements to support the Core
strategy, the Transport Strategy and Programme, the Regulation 123 list which Community
Infrastructure Levy will be spent and the latest Strategic Transport Assessment (2015) to
support the Site Allocations DPD. It has also worked with the County Council and the other

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Surrey authorities to prepare the Cumulative Assessment of Future Development Impacts on
the Highway. A Duty to Cooperate statement will be published in due course to demonstrate
the extent of cooperation between the two authorities and indeed with other relevant
organisations and neighbouring authorities. The proposals of the DPD are informed by
comments from the County Council both formally and informally. The Council is committed to
continue to work positively with the County Council throughout the Site Allocations DPD
process and beyond to address common and strategic transport issues of the area.

Please note that planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school
and leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. Highways
issues would have been considered as part of the proposal.

1037

Graham

Earl

GB9

It has not been considered that the road network is already
at capacity and a source of considerable pollution, further
development will make the situation and effects worse.

None stated.

The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the
road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, 20.0 and 24.0

The various transports studies prepared by Surrey County Council and Woking Borough
Council set out the impact the proposed site allocations will have on the strategic road network.
These impacts will be mitigated by site specific measures that will be identified and
comprehensively addressed through the development management process. As part of these
site specific measures, the key requirements for the proposed allocation in the DPD state that
the development of the site will be required to provide satisfactory vehicular access onto the
A320. The key requirements also note that improvements to pedestrian, cycle links and access
to public transport will be required. The exact nature of these measures will be informed by a
Transport Assessment at the planning application stage.

The Council has constructively and positively been working with the County Council in
assessing the transport impacts of both the Core Strategy which the Site Allocations DPD
seeks to deliver and the Site Allocations DPD itself. The two authorities have worked together
to carry out the Strategic Transport Assessment (2010) to inform the Core strategy, the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) to identify the infrastructure requirements to support the Core
strategy, the Transport Strategy and Programme, the Regulation 123 list which Community
Infrastructure Levy will be spent and the latest Strategic Transport Assessment (2015) to
support the Site Allocations DPD. It has also worked with the County Council and the other
Surrey authorities to prepare the Cumulative Assessment of Future Development Impacts on
the Highway. A Duty to Cooperate statement will be published in due course to demonstrate
the extent of cooperation between the two authorities and indeed with other relevant
organisations and neighbouring authorities. The proposals of the DPD are informed by
comments from the County Council both formally and informally. The Council is committed to
continue to work positively with the County Council throughout the Site Allocations DPD
process and beyond to address common and strategic transport issues of the area.

Please note that planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school
and leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. Highways
issues would have been considered as part of the proposal.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB10

It has not been considered that the road network is already
at capacity and a source of considerable pollution, further
development will make the situation and effects worse.

None stated.

The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the
road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, 20.0 and 24.0

The various transports studies prepared by Surrey County Council and Woking Borough
Council set out the impact the proposed site allocations will have on the strategic road network.
These impacts will be mitigated by site specific measures that will be identified and
comprehensively addressed through the development management process. As part of these
site specific measures, the key requirements for the proposed allocation in the DPD state that
the development of the site will be required to provide satisfactory vehicular access onto the
A320. The key requirements also note that improvements to pedestrian, cycle links and access
to public transport will be required. The exact nature of these measures will be informed by a
Transport Assessment at the planning application stage.

The Council has constructively and positively been working with the County Council in
assessing the transport impacts of both the Core Strategy which the Site Allocations DPD
seeks to deliver and the Site Allocations DPD itself. The two authorities have worked together
to carry out the Strategic Transport Assessment (2010) to inform the Core strategy, the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) to identify the infrastructure requirements to support the Core
strategy, the Transport Strategy and Programme, the Regulation 123 list which Community
Infrastructure Levy will be spent and the latest Strategic Transport Assessment (2015) to
support the Site Allocations DPD. It has also worked with the County Council and the other
Surrey authorities to prepare the Cumulative Assessment of Future Development Impacts on

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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the Highway. A Duty to Cooperate statement will be published in due course to demonstrate
the extent of cooperation between the two authorities and indeed with other relevant
organisations and neighbouring authorities. The proposals of the DPD are informed by
comments from the County Council both formally and informally. The Council is committed to
continue to work positively with the County Council throughout the Site Allocations DPD
process and beyond to address common and strategic transport issues of the area.

Please note that planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school
and leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. Highways
issues would have been considered as part of the proposal.

1037

Graham

Earl

GBl11

It has not been considered that the road network is already
at capacity and a source of considerable pollution, further
development will make the situation and effects worse.

None stated.

The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the
road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, 20.0 and 24.0

The various transports studies prepared by Surrey County Council and Woking Borough
Council set out the impact the proposed site allocations will have on the strategic road network.
These impacts will be mitigated by site specific measures that will be identified and
comprehensively addressed through the development management process. As part of these
site specific measures, the key requirements for the proposed allocation in the DPD state that
the development of the site will be required to provide satisfactory vehicular access onto the
A320. The key requirements also note that improvements to pedestrian, cycle links and access
to public transport will be required. The exact nature of these measures will be informed by a
Transport Assessment at the planning application stage.

The Council has constructively and positively been working with the County Council in
assessing the transport impacts of both the Core Strategy which the Site Allocations DPD
seeks to deliver and the Site Allocations DPD itself. The two authorities have worked together
to carry out the Strategic Transport Assessment (2010) to inform the Core strategy, the
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) to identify the infrastructure requirements to support the Core
strategy, the Transport Strategy and Programme, the Regulation 123 list which Community
Infrastructure Levy will be spent and the latest Strategic Transport Assessment (2015) to
support the Site Allocations DPD. It has also worked with the County Council and the other
Surrey authorities to prepare the Cumulative Assessment of Future Development Impacts on
the Highway. A Duty to Cooperate statement will be published in due course to demonstrate
the extent of cooperation between the two authorities and indeed with other relevant
organisations and neighbouring authorities. The proposals of the DPD are informed by
comments from the County Council both formally and informally. The Council is committed to
continue to work positively with the County Council throughout the Site Allocations DPD
process and beyond to address common and strategic transport issues of the area.

Please note that planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school
and leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. Highways
issues would have been considered as part of the proposal.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB8

There are no amenities or infrastructure to support an
increase in population.

None stated.

The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the
everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would
inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops
and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB9

There are no amenities or infrastructure to support an
increase in population.

None stated.

The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the
everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would
inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops
and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area.

1037 | Graham Earl GB10 There are no amenities or infrastructure to support an None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
increase in population. everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops | of this representation
and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area.

1037 | Graham Earl GB11 There are no amenities or infrastructure to support an None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
increase in population. everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops of this representation
and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area.

1037 | Graham Earl GBS Worplesdon Station is already at capacity and there is no None stated. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and No further modification
safe pedestrian route to it. Solutions to its problems would providers to see best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service is proposed as a result
not be possible without major alterations to the Green Belt. provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties of this representation

such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future
investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

Since the Infrastructure Delivery Plan was published Network Rail is

developing its future investment programme to improve the rail infrastructure in the Borough,
as set out in the Wessex Report. Network Rail are currently in the process of increasing the
parking provision across a number of stations along this route in order to increase capacity at
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individual stations and usage of the trains across the network.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding the lack of
pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
and public transport where feasible.

1037

Graham

Earl

GB9

Worplesdon Station is already at capacity and there is no
safe pedestrian route to it. Solutions to its problems would
not be possible without major alterations to the Green Belt.

None stated.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service
provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties
such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future
investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

Since the Infrastructure Delivery Plan was published Network Rail is

developing its future investment programme to improve the rail infrastructure in the Borough,
as set out in the Wessex Report. Network Rail are currently in the process of increasing the
parking provision across a number of stations along this route in order to increase capacity at
individual stations and usage of the trains across the network.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding the lack of
pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
and public transport where feasible.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB10

Worplesdon Station is already at capacity and there is no
safe pedestrian route to it. Solutions to its problems would
not be possible without major alterations to the Green Belt.

None stated.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service
provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties
such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future
investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

Since the Infrastructure Delivery Plan was published Network Rail is

developing its future investment programme to improve the rail infrastructure in the Borough,
as set out in the Wessex Report. Network Rail are currently in the process of increasing the
parking provision across a number of stations along this route in order to increase capacity at
individual stations and usage of the trains across the network.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding the lack of
pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
and public transport where feasible.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1037

Graham

Earl

GB11

Worplesdon Station is already at capacity and there is no
safe pedestrian route to it. Solutions to its problems would
not be possible without major alterations to the Green Belt.

None stated.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service
provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties
such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future
investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

Since the Infrastructure Delivery Plan was published Network Rail is

developing its future investment programme to improve the rail infrastructure in the Borough,
as set out in the Wessex Report. Network Rail are currently in the process of increasing the
parking provision across a nhumber of stations along this route in order to increase capacity at
individual stations and usage of the trains across the network.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding the lack of
pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
and public transport where feasible.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1392

David,
Christina

Earl

GB12

Understands the need for affordable housing for local
people, but this development is likely to bring in people from
outside the area, and is not appropriate development in an
area with poor transport links and existing congestion.

None stated.

In terms of affordable housing provided at these sites, new homes will meet the housing need
of people within the Borough, and registered with the Council. The Council does not have
powers to limit who moves into market housing, but the homes built are expected, at least in
part, to meet local housing need. The point about poor public transport connections is fully
acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant
operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. In addition, please refer to paragraph
3.6 and 3.11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

1392

David,
Christina

Earl

GB13

Understands the need for affordable housing for local
people, but this development is likely to bring in people from
outside the area, and is not appropriate development in an
area with poor transport links and existing congestion.

None stated.

In terms of affordable housing provided at these sites, new homes will meet the housing need
of people within the Borough, and registered with the Council. The Council does not have
powers to limit who moves into market housing, but the homes built are expected, at least in
part, to meet local housing need. The point about poor public transport is fully acknowledged.
As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested
parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is
future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy. In addition, please refer to paragraph 3.6 and 3.11
of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1392

David,
Christina

Earl

GB12

People move to Pyrford for its country village feel and it is
not appropriate to remove fields from the Green Belt and
pack it with high density housing.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 18.0. The landscape and townscape character of Pyrford is acknowledged and well
documented in the Heritage of Woking and Woking Character Study. It is envisaged that
planning to meet local housing need should not undermine the overall social fabric of the area.
There is no doubt that the development of the sites will increase the population of Pyrford.
However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate infrastructure (as
outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0) to minimise any social,
environmental and infrastructure pressures in the area as a result of the development.
Development will also be built to high environmental and design standards in accordance with
the environmental and climate change requirements of the Core Strategy. Overall, the Council
is satisfied that the social, environmental and economic character of the area will not be
significantly undermined.

The key requirements for the site also note that the site must provide open space and include
improvements or new green infrastructure.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1392

David,
Christina

Earl

GB13

People move to Pyrford for its country village feel and it is
not appropriate to remove fields from the Green Belt and
pack it with high density housing.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 18.0. The landscape and townscape character of Pyrford is acknowledged and well
documented in the Heritage of Woking and Woking Character Study. It is envisaged that
planning to meet local housing need should not undermine the overall social fabric of the area.
There is no doubt that the development of the sites will increase the population of Pyrford.
However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate infrastructure (as
outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0) to minimise any social,
environmental and infrastructure pressures in the area as a result of the development.
Development will also be built to high environmental and design standards in accordance with
the environmental and climate change requirements of the Core Strategy. Overall, the Council
is satisfied that the social, environmental and economic character of the area will not be
significantly undermined.

The key requirements for the site also note that the site must provide open space and include
improvements or new green infrastructure.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1392

David,
Christina

Earl

GB12

Objects to the proposal. Have lived in Pyrford for 20 years,
brought up a family and made good use of local facilities.
There has been a big increase in traffic and strain on local
infrastructure in that time, with Coldharbour Lane highly
congested and dangerous at school pick up time.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, particularly paragraphs 3.6 and 3.11.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1392

David,
Christina

Earl

GB13

Objects to the proposal. Have lived in Pyrford for 20 years,
brought up a family and made good use of local facilities.
There has been a big increase in traffic and strain on local
infrastructure in that time, with Coldharbour Lane highly
congested and dangerous at school pick up time.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, particularly paragraphs 3.6 and 3.11.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

616

Eaton

GB7

Any increase in the present Traveller site would decrease the
visual amenity and character of the area and increase risk to
wildlife due to the increased number of domestic animals in
close proximity.

None stated.

Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the
intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have
significant adverse impacts on nearby designated sites that cannot be adequately mitigated by
the key requirements of the allocation. The Council has consulted with Natural England and no
objection has been raised over the expansion of the site and its impact on the SSSI. In
addition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey County Council and the other
Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council's website. There

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposal for

the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure any adverse

impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated. The site

will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will continue to apply in

addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design.

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure

an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic

animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into

account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its

ecological integrity.

616 | G Eaton GB7 Successive Planning Inspectors have refused residential None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
applications on this site because it would reduce the Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3, and for further background, Section 1.0, is proposed as a result
openness of a Green Belt area. particylarly_ para_lgraphs 1.9 - 1.12. The proposed allocations are put forward in response to of this representation

need identified in the Council's Core Strategy (adopted 2012) and current supply of land, and
through the plan-making (as opposed to development management) process. Therefore,
circumstances are quite different.

616 | G Eaton GB8 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford as a Village. Mayford is unique and Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the Mayford In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Village Society to represent our views. Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an

unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563.

616 | G Eaton GB9 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford as a Village. Mayford is unique and Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the Mayford In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Village Society to represent our views. Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an

unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563.

616 | G Eaton GB10 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford as a Village. Mayford is unique and Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the Mayford In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Village Society to represent our views. Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an

unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563.

616 | G Eaton GB11 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford as a Village. Mayford is unique and Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the Mayford In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Village Society to represent our views. Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an

unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor ID 563.

616 | G Eaton GB14 Please reconsider your plans, which will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford as a Village. Mayford is unique and Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the Mayford y ) _ _ _ of this representation
Village Society to represent our views. In addition, the (_Zc_nuncn recognise the special charact_er of Mayford. Co_re_ Strategy Policy CS6:

Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor 1D 563.
616 | G Eaton GB8 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification

particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads,
and on local services and amenities. States that increased
populations within confined areas results in increased crime,
and additional strain on overstretched local police services.

Notes there are no plans to upgrade the roads or solutions to

deal with existing traffic on Egley Road.

Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding unlit
pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
and public transport where feasible.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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616 | G Eaton GB9 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads, Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and on local services and amenities. States that increased o o ) ) ) ) ) of this representation
and additional strain on overstretched local police serv!ces. allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
Notes ,there ,ar_e no pIa_ms to upgrade the roads or solutions to easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
deal with existing traffic on Egley Road. and public transport where feasible.

616 | G Eaton GB10 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads, Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and on local services and amenities. States that increased o . ) ) ) ] ) of this representation
populations within confined areas results in increased crime, bedestrian footpaths (o se6 whal can be done 10 adcress the existing situation. Regarding the
and additional strain on overstretched local police Serv_lces' allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
Notes _there _ar_e no pla_ns to upgrade the roads or solutions to easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
deal with existing traffic on Egley Road. and public transport where feasible.

616 | G Eaton GB11 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads, Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and on local services and amenities. States that increased o . ) ) . . ) of this representation
populations within confined areas results in increased crime, podestian footpaths to See what can be done 10 address the existing siuation. Reoarding the
and additional strain on overstretched local police serv_|ces. allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
Notes _there _ar_e no pla_ns to upgrade the roads or solutions to easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
deal with existing traffic on Egley Road. and public transport where feasible.

616 | G Eaton GB14 There has been no consideration of Mayford's infrastructure, | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
particularly the increased strain and traffic on local roads, Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and on local services and amenities. States that increased o o ) ) ) ) ) of this representation
populations within confined areas results in increased crime, pedestian footpaths to See what can be done 10 address the existing siuation. Regerding the
and additional strain on overstretched local police serv!ces. allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
Notes _there _ar_e no ple_ms to upgrade the roads or solutions to easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
deal with existing traffic on Egley Road. and public transport where feasible.

616 | G Eaton GB8 There will be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths | None stated. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification
(Smarts and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development. Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and is proposed as a result

wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trustor | of this representation
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.
Nevertheless this site will require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess
and address any site specific ecological issues.
The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.
None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

616 | G Eaton GB9 There will be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths | None stated. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification

(Smarts and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site will require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

616

Eaton

GB10

There will be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths
(Smarts and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site will require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess
and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

616

Eaton

GB11

There will be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths
(Smarts and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site will require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess
and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

616

Eaton

GB14

There will be increased risk to wildlife in our protected heaths
(Smarts and Prey Heaths) due to proximity of development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless this site will require a detailed ecological survey as a key requirement to assess
and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

616

Eaton

GB8

Strongly opposed to further development in Mayford, which
is a unique village community that should be preserved and
respected, not a business opportunity for development.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1,
2 and 4. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose
of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is not envisaged
that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or
the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set
out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has
assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted
that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

616

Eaton

GB9

Strongly opposed to further development in Mayford, which
is a unique village community that should be preserved and
respected, not a business opportunity for development.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1,
2 and 4. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose
of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is not envisaged
that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or
the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set
out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has
assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’'s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted
that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

616

Eaton

GB10

Strongly opposed to further development in Mayford, which
is a unique village community that should be preserved and
respected, not a business opportunity for development.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1,
2 and 4. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose
of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is not envisaged

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or

the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set

out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has

assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the

landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is

addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been

assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not

undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of

the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’'s evidence suggests that the

character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted

that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.

616 | G Eaton GB11 Strongly opposed to further development in Mayford, which None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
is a unique village community that should be preserved and comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, | is proposed as a result
respected, not a business opportunity for development. 2 and 4. The Counqil has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate th_a_t the overgll purpose | of this representation

of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is not envisaged
that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or
the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set
out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has
assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’'s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted
that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.

616 | G Eaton GB8 Moved to Mayford in search of a semi-rural local with good None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
transport links and quality of life, at a premium due to the Topic Paper. See Sections 1.0, particularly paragraphs 1.1 and 1.2 and Section 4.0, is proposed as a result
proximity to London. This is quickly being destroyed by over- paragraphs 4.1-4.12. of this representation
development, over-population and resulting enormous
pressure of local infrastructure and amenities, including
traffic congestion, standing room only trains at rush hour,
inability to get GP appointment and unacceptable A&E and
walk-in clinic waiting times. The local Westfield surgery has
had to expand their premises to cope with already increased
demand from development, particularly at Kingmoor Park
and Willow Reach.

616 | G Eaton GB9 Moved to Mayford in search of a semi-rural local with good None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
transport links and quality of life, at a premium due to the Topic Paper. See Sections 1.0, particularly paragraphs 1.1 and 1.2 and Section 4.0, is proposed as a result
proximity to London. This is quickly being destroyed by over- paragraphs 4.1-4.12. of this representation
development, over-population and resulting enormous
pressure of local infrastructure and amenities, including
traffic congestion, standing room only trains at rush hour,
inability to get GP appointment and unacceptable A&E and
walk-in clinic waiting times. The local Westfield surgery has
had to expand their premises to cope with already increased
demand from development, particularly at Kingmoor Park
and Willow Reach.

616 | G Eaton GB10 Moved to Mayford in search of a semi-rural local with good None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
transport links and quality of life, at a premium due to the Topic Paper. See Sections 1.0, particularly paragraphs 1.1 and 1.2 and Section 4.0, is proposed as a result
proximity to London. This is quickly being destroyed by over- paragraphs 4.1-4.12. of this representation
development, over-population and resulting enormous
pressure of local infrastructure and amenities, including
traffic congestion, standing room only trains at rush hour,
inability to get GP appointment and unacceptable A&E and
walk-in clinic waiting times. The local Westfield surgery has
had to expand their premises to cope with already increased
demand from development, particularly at Kingmoor Park
and Willow Reach.

616 | G Eaton GB11 Moved to Mayford in search of a semi-rural local with good None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

transport links and quality of life, at a premium due to the
proximity to London. This is quickly being destroyed by over-
development, over-population and resulting enormous

Topic Paper. See Sections 1.0, particularly paragraphs 1.1 and 1.2 and Section 4.0,
paragraphs 4.1-4.12.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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pressure of local infrastructure and amenities, including
traffic congestion, standing room only trains at rush hour,
inability to get GP appointment and unacceptable A&E and
walk-in clinic waiting times. The local Westfield surgery has
had to expand their premises to cope with already increased
demand from development, particularly at Kingmoor Park
and Willow Reach.
616 | G Eaton GB8 Further development within Mayford is irresponsible and None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
disregards the quality of life of council tax paying residents. comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, | js proposed as a result
The Green Belt status was put on the land for good reason 2 and 4. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose | of this representation
and should be respected at all costs. The council should look orf thehGreen Bellt Wil'lllnk?t be L{nd.(?rmineddby the'proposal. C(r)]nsequlgntl)?,li'; is rf1ot en\llisag((jed
: : : P : that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or
after residents l_)est interests and qual!ty of life, Incluq[ng the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set
access and maintenance of local services and amenities. out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has
assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted
that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.
616 | G Eaton GB9 Further development within Mayford is irresponsible and None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
disregards the quality of life of council tax paying residents. comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, | is proposed as a result
The Green Belt status was put on the land for good reason 2 and 4. The Counc_il has carried out_ a range of studies to demonstrate th_a; the overall purpose | of this representation
and should be respected at all costs. The council should look ohf thehGree” Bellt wnI_I”nr?t be qnd.‘fa.rm'”eddby the proposal. Cﬁnsequﬁntlﬁ’l.'; 1S ?Ot en\l/lsagded
. - . P . that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or
after residents peSt interests and qual!ty of lite, mcludmg the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set
access and maintenance of local services and amenities. out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has
assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’'s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted
that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.
616 | G Eaton GB10 Further development within Mayford is irresponsible and None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
disregards the quality of life of council tax paying residents. comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, | is proposed as a result
The Green Belt status was put on the land for good reason 2 and 4. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose | of this representation
and should be respected at all costs. The council should look Ohf thehGree” Bellt W".lunr?t be L.'”d.?rm'ned dby the proposal. Cﬁnseq“l?”“%'l!; IS ?Ot en\lnsaggd
. - . P . that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or
after residents t.)eSt interests and qual!ty of life, mCIUd.I.ng the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set
access and maintenance of local services and amenities. out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has
assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’'s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted
that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.
616 | G Eaton GB11 Further development within Mayford is irresponsible and None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification

disregards the quality of life of council tax paying residents.
The Green Belt status was put on the land for good reason
and should be respected at all costs. The council should look
after residents best interests and quality of life, including
access and maintenance of local services and amenities.

comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1,
2 and 4. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose
of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is not envisaged
that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and or
the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set
out in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In particular, the Council has
assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’'s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected. It is highlighted

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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that the character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6: Green Belt of the Core Strategy.

616 | G Eaton GB8 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt.
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

616 | G Eaton GB9 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford w?ll be reduced as a result.oyc the proposal. However the ident?ty and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

616 | G Eaton GB10 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt.
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

616 | G Eaton GB11 Objects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford will be reduced as a result of the proposal. However the identity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

616 | G Eaton GB14 Obijects to the proposal. The housing will fill any green space | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. It is recognised that the separation between is proposed as a result
of Woking and increasing the risk of Woking and Guildford Woking and Mayford W!|| be reduced as a result_of the proposal. However the ident_ity and of this representation
merging - the whole purpose of Green Belt. There has been character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6:
no consideration of preserving Mayford as a separate Green Belt
settlement, nor impact on the character of the village.

616 | G Eaton GB7 Objects to the proposal. Mayford already provides a major None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
contribution to the Traveller community, who offer little or no Topic Paper. See Section 22.0. With regard to the justification for the developmentin a Green | is proposed as a result
contribution to the collective community. There is no Belt location, this_ is addressed in Sections 1.0. and 4.0 (paragraph 4.3) of the Council's Issues | gf this representation
justification for further expansion in Mayford. and Matters Topic Paper.

128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 Appalled at the proposed number of houses to be built, how None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
will the infrastructure cope or manage in the interim building comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 | js proposed as a result
phases? and 2 The traffic and infrastructure o_f the_proposals are c_omprehensively addres_sed by of this representation

Section 3 and 20. Overall, the Council believes that there is a clear need for housing to meet
identified need and there will the infrastructure to support the development to make them
sustainable.
128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 Brought up in the house parents bought 50 years ago, None stated. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic | No further modification

attended local schools. Returned to Pyrford from Wimbledon
with 2 children, for family reasons. Both children attend(ed)
local schools, and have adjusted to what used to be a rural
life. However even during the past 4+ years since returning, |
have noticed the traffic has increased, with traffic jams in
West Byfleet! This is years before any additional building
takes place.

Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the allocated sites.
The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic over and above
the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the proposed allocated
sites. The study acknowledges the traffic impacts on the A245. The mitigation measures will
comprise both strategic schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of
funding and by site specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport
Assessments to support planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated
in the relevant proposed allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed
and appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The
general approach to dealing with this issues is set out in detail in Sections 20 and 3 of the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council is working with the County Council to
identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and
the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area
is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic
impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms. The Council
has constructively and positively been working with the County Council in assessing the
transport impacts of both the Core Strategy which the Site Allocations DPD seeks to deliver
and the Site Allocations DPD itself. The two authorities have worked together to carry out the
Strategic Transport Assessment (2010) to inform the Core strategy, the Infrastructure Delivery

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Plan (IDP) to identify the infrastructure requirements to support the Core strategy, the
Transport Strategy and Programme, the Regulation 123 list which Community Infrastructure
Levy will be spent and the latest Strategic Transport Assessment (2015) to support the Site
Allocations DPD. It has also worked with the County Council and the other Surrey authorities to
prepare the Cumulative Assessment of Future Development Impacts on the Highway. Under
the Duty to Cooperate the Council has been working with neighbouring authorities to ensure
that the cross boundary implications of their proposals are assessed and appropriate mitigation
introduced to address any adverse impacts. The proposals of the DPD are informed by
comments from the County Council both formally and informally. The Council is committed to
continue to work positively with the County Council throughout the Site Allocations DPD
process and beyond to address common and strategic transport issues of the area.

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

We barely cope with the traffic we already have. For
example:

- The poorly planned out top of Oakfield Road junction with
Old Woking Road.

- The terrible junction by the banks and Waitrose in West
Byfleet, there should be a yellow box to "hopefully” stop
inconsiderate drivers blocking the road when the traffic lights
alter.

- The Rosemount shops are difficult to park at, even when
the schools are not starting/finishing.

None stated.

The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic
Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the allocated sites.
The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic over and above
the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the proposed allocated
sites. The study acknowledges the traffic impacts on the A245. The mitigation measures will
comprise both strategic schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of
funding and by site specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport
Assessments to support planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated
in the relevant proposed allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed
and appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The
general approach to dealing with this issues is set out in detail in Sections 20 and 3 of the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council is working with the County Council to
identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and
the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area
is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic
impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms. The Council
has constructively and positively been working with the County Council in assessing the
transport impacts of both the Core Strategy which the Site Allocations DPD seeks to deliver
and the Site Allocations DPD itself. The two authorities have worked together to carry out the
Strategic Transport Assessment (2010) to inform the Core strategy, the Infrastructure Delivery
Plan (IDP) to identify the infrastructure requirements to support the Core strategy, the
Transport Strategy and Programme, the Regulation 123 list which Community Infrastructure
Levy will be spent and the latest Strategic Transport Assessment (2015) to support the Site
Allocations DPD. It has also worked with the County Council and the other Surrey authorities to
prepare the Cumulative Assessment of Future Development Impacts on the Highway. Under
the Duty to Cooperate the Council has been working with neighbouring authorities to ensure
that the cross boundary implications of their proposals are assessed and appropriate mitigation
introduced to address any adverse impacts. The proposals of the DPD are informed by
comments from the County Council both formally and informally. The Council is committed to
continue to work positively with the County Council throughout the Site Allocations DPD
process and beyond to address common and strategic transport issues of the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

| do have a few questions | would like answered:

Are the roads going to be widened everywhere in the near
proximity of the new estate of housing?

None stated.

The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic
Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the allocated sites.
The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic over and above
the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the proposed allocated
sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic schemes to be funded by developer
contributions and other sources of funding and by site specific measures to be determined as
part of detailed Transport Assessments to support planning applications. Specific requirements
have been incorporated in the relevant proposed allocations to make sure that development
impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any
adverse impacts. The Council is working with the County Council to identify the strategic
schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and the Transport
Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area is satisfied
that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic impacts of
the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

How are the utilities networks going to cope?

None stated.

The Council has carried out an Infrastructure Delivery Plan to support the overall development
in the area. Based on the evidence, there is be sufficient water and other utilities to support the
projected growth. The general approach to infrastructure provision to serve the proposals,
including schools is comprehensively addressed by Section 3 of the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

How much disruption is this going to cause in upgrading the
utilities? Will it be anything like the ones in Old Woking with
diversions and road closures?

None stated.

The Council will work with developers to make that the construction phase of any development
is carefully managed to minimise disruption. Generally the Council will ensure that the traffic
implications of the proposals are fully addressed. The Council has carried out a revised Green
Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess
the transport implications of the allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net
but marginal increase in traffic over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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to enable the delivery of the proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise
both strategic schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding
and by site specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to
support planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant
proposed allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed and
appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council
is working with the County Council to identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to
inform the future review of the IDP and the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County
Council as Highway Authority for the area is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by
the Council will minimise any adverse traffic impacts of the DPD to enable development to be
acceptable in transport terms.

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

Most households tend to have two vehicles, again how are
the roads going to cope and parking?

None stated.

The Council has a Parking Standards SPD which sets out specific requirements for parking for
new development. The SPD will be applied when development comes forward. In addition,
Core Strategy Policy CS18 allows a number of factors to be taken into account in applying the
standard, including proximity to public transport and existing traffic congestion.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

Where are the occupants supposed to work?:

If they commute, will they travel into Woking to get the train,
will there be additional parking?

Will more frequent trains be put on from West Byfleet, again
will there be additional parking?

None stated.

As part of the Site Allocations DPD, the Council is also allocating land for employment to
provide jobs to support the growth in housing. It is accepted that some will travel out of the
Borough to work elsewhere whilst other will travel to work in Woking. However, the Council is
also planning to meet the employment needs of the area. The Council has a Parking Standards
SPD which sets out specific requirements for parking for new development. The SPD will be
applied when development comes forward. In addition, Core Strategy Policy CS18 allows a
number of factors to be taken into account in applying the standard, including proximity to
public transport and existing traffic congestion. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is
working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively
enhance existing operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand.
The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and
the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public
transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

| use the A3 to travel to work and even now the roads to join
it are either clogged, or dangerous due to some of the drivers
(i.e. Newark Lane, Wisley Lane and Parvis Road). With the
development at West Hall, Parvis Road will be even more
gridlocked, and with an entrance coming around via the back
of The Oaks, this will impact again on local Pyrford traffic on
the Pyrford Road.

The traffic will more than tripled coming through Ripley. The
bypass was built in order to take it off the main thoroughfare
or drivers will have to go via Send, which caused huge
delays when the bridge was being re-built in Newark Lane.

The junction at the end of Newark Lane and Ripley High
Street is already quite often backing up along the road due to
the size of the vehicles coming through.

None stated.

The general approach to assessing the traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is
comprehensively addressed in Sections 20 and 3 respectively in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review
Sensitivity Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport
implications of the allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal
increase in traffic over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the
delivery of the proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic
schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding and by site
specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to support
planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant proposed
allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site
specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council is working with
the County Council to identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future
review of the IDP and the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway
Authority for the area is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will
minimise any adverse traffic impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in
transport terms. Under the Duty to Cooperate, the Council is working with neighbouring
authorities such as Guildford to make sure that the cross boundary traffic implications of their
development are fully assessed and appropriate mitigation introduced to address any adverse
impacts.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

128

Chrissie

Ecob

GB13

Will the new bridge that has been replaced by Newark Abbey
be able to sustain the huge amount of increased volume?
Delivery lorries will have to use another route through West
Byfleet or Send? This will have an impact on West Byfleet
and particularly the Old Woking Road.

None stated.

The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic
Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the allocated sites.
The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic over and above
the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the proposed allocated
sites. The study acknowledges the traffic impacts on the A245. The mitigation measures will
comprise both strategic schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of
funding and by site specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport
Assessments to support planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated
in the relevant proposed allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed
and appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The
general approach to dealing with this issues is set out in detail in Sections 20 and 3 of the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council is working with the County Council to
identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and
the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area
is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic
impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms. The Council
has constructively and positively been working with the County Council in assessing the
transport impacts of both the Core Strategy which the Site Allocations DPD seeks to deliver
and the Site Allocations DPD itself. The two authorities have worked together to carry out the

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Strategic Transport Assessment (2010) to inform the Core strategy, the Infrastructure Delivery
Plan (IDP) to identify the infrastructure requirements to support the Core strategy, the
Transport Strategy and Programme, the Regulation 123 list which Community Infrastructure
Levy will be spent and the latest Strategic Transport Assessment (2015) to support the Site
Allocations DPD. It has also worked with the County Council and the other Surrey authorities to
prepare the Cumulative Assessment of Future Development Impacts on the Highway. Under
the Duty to Cooperate the Council has been working with neighbouring authorities to ensure
that the cross boundary implications of their proposals are assessed and appropriate mitigation
introduced to address any adverse impacts. The proposals of the DPD are informed by
comments from the County Council both formally and informally. The Council is committed to
continue to work positively with the County Council throughout the Site Allocations DPD
process and beyond to address common and strategic transport issues of the area. The are
measures available to the Council to control the movement of large delivery HGVs if this is
deemed necessary.

128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 Will Church Lane be widened and made safer to walk along None stated. The comment about the overflow of water will be passed on to the relevant officers to consider. | No further modification
in order to accommodate the additional people and cars? Regarding the traffic implications of the proposals, the Council will ensure that it is fully is proposed as a result
assessed and appropriate measures taken to address any adverse impacts. The Council has of this representation
carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic Transport
Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the allocated sites. The TA
acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic over and above the
existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the proposed allocated
sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic schemes to be funded by developer
contributions and other sources of funding and by site specific measures to be determined as
part of detailed Transport Assessments to support planning applications. Specific requirements
have been incorporated in the relevant proposed allocations to make sure that development
impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any
adverse impacts. The Council is working with the County Council to identify the strategic
schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and the Transport
Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area is satisfied
that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic impacts of
the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms.

The overflow of water that runs across to the graveyard and
on the side and bottom of Church Hill should be fixed as it
makes driving in icy conditions dangerous.

128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 Will more buses be provided for those without cars? None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification
relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing is proposed as a result
The current poor service is an embarrassment. A guest operational deficiencies in public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. of this representation

The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and
the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public
transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

staying had to be taken into Woking every day because the
bus was constantly late or didn't turn up, which impacted on
my working day. Is it true the bus service is being
discontinued? The Peter Bus has already gone and the
Bustler is not far behind.

128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 With the recent approval of yet another private school on None stated. The general approach to assessing the traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is | No further modification
Parvis Road, this entire area will be a gridlock. comprehensively addressed in Sections 20 and 3 respectively in the Council's Issues and is proposed as a result
Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review of this representation

Sensitivity Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport
implications of the allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal
increase in traffic over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the
delivery of the proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic
schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding and by site
specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to support
planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant proposed
allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site
specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council is working with
the County Council to identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future
review of the IDP and the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway
Authority for the area is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will
minimise any adverse traffic impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in
transport terms. Under the Duty to Cooperate, the Council is working with neighbouring
authorities such as Guildford to make sure that the cross boundary traffic implications of their
development are fully assessed and appropriate mitigation introduced to address any adverse

impacts.
128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 Heard that by using two fields, Pyrford will be "given" a play None stated. In accordance with the requirements of the Core Strategy, the Council will ensure that any No further modification
area. There is already the Pyrford Common play ground, proposal that comes forward is supported by adequate green infrastructure and open space is proposed as a result
which is perfect, but there could be a safe crossing put along provision. The traffic implications of the proposals is addressed in detail in Section 20 of the of this representation

Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary
Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport
implications of the allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal
increase in traffic over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the

Pyrford Common Road, which might also address car
speeding. The place where people tend to cross, by the bus
stops and the cut through to Lovelace Drive area, is not safe,
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especially if crossing with children. delivery of the proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic

schemes to be funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding and by site

specific measures to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to support

planning applications. Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant proposed

allocations to make sure that development impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site

specific measures are identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council is working with

the County Council to identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future

review of the IDP and the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway

Authority for the area is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will

minimise any adverse traffic impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in

transport terms

128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 What proportion of these houses will be given over to the None stated. The Core Strategy has a robust Affordable Housing policy (CS12) and design policy (CS21) to | No further modification
council/housing associations? | have carried out work at make sure that the requirement affordabl_e ho_using _provisio_n is soug_ht. The Council will also is proposed as a result
various new housing developments, in nice areas, that have make sure that any development of the sites is of high quality of design. of this representation
ended up like ghettos. Within months, a development in
Wimbledon with high specification properties there was a
drugs den, a brothel, and a mugging in broad daylight. Not all
social housing candidates are like this, but | assume the
council is obligated to hand over a percentage. What
percentage would that be? In Wimbledon it was 40%, nearly
half, is that a situation we want in Pyrford?

Working in the housing industry | have seen houses and flats
erected in no time at all, and because of that they face
problems with poor workmanship, damp, condensation.
There is already an issue with water levels and drainage on
the field behind Aviary Road. Developers just want to ship in
and ship out, not caring about final details or how properties
function.

128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 Surely to have foot paths, woods, wide open natural country | None stated. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose of the No further modification
side to enjoy with your family is just as important. | enjoy Green Belt v_viII not bg ur_IQermined by the proposal. Conseq_uently, it is not envisaged that the is proposed as a result
walking my dogs every day along Sandy Lane, as it is my proposals will have significant adve_rse impacts on the quallty of life of people and/or t_he of this representation
home and an important place for me. There is a large dog genera_l character of the area. Details of the range of_ studies used _to mform the DPD is set out
walking community, and we have already had a footpath in Section 8 of the Council's Issues and Matters Toplc Paper. The Justlflcatlon for the release of

! Green Belt land to meet future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the
altered, constantly haye t‘? ask for footpaths to be cI_eared, Council’'s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. In particular, the Council
but it seems that nothing is sacred or worth preserving. has assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the

landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt to make sure that the proposals do not
undermine the overall purpose of the Green Belt. As set out in detail in Sections 19 and 23 of
the Council’s Issues and Matter Topic Paper, the Council’s evidence suggests that the
character and the heritage assets of the area will not be significantly affected.

128 | Chrissie Ecob GB13 Understand that affordable housing needs to be provided, None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
but with Wisley and Sheerwater developments, how much addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
more do you need in this small area? Cramming in houses p_roposals are unqgrplnn_ec_i by an assessment of the landscape |mp_I|cat|ons for deve_loplng the | of this representation
will highlight the need for open spaces for recreation and S't‘as' The (50””0" IS Sﬁ‘t'sff;ﬁd that the :an?hs.capetthraclterf?”(f.Se(;t'?g.l(?f ttr;]e agea W'.lll, ”?t be

: undermined as a result of the proposals. this matter is clarified in detail in the Council's Issues
p!ay. If we don't look after our G.reen Belt ar?as "’?”d areas of and Matters Topic Paper, Secﬁonpl The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
history and nat_ural bee_‘Uty we will loose thg identity of also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
Pyrford. The Village will become an extension to the bland, the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area
boring concrete town of Woking. to meet the development needs of the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to

meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in
Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

484 | Richard Ecob GB12 No doubt that different and extensive objections will be None stated. Objection noted. No further modification
raised. Once changed, there is no reversal. is proposed as a result

of this representation

484 | Richard Ecob GB13 No doubt that different and extensive objections will be None stated. Objection noted. No further modification

raised. Once changed, there is no reversal.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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484 | Richard Ecob GB12 Cynical because of pressure from central government on its | None stated. The justification for the release of land from the Green Belt for development, and for No further modification
local counterparts means the issue will not rest. Pyrford safeguarding sites to meet future development needs (after 2027) is comprehensively is proposed as a result
absorbed need for housing for the expanding commuter belt addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Sections 1.0 and 2.0. Itis | of this representation
of London following WW2, through filling in between itself ackntpwlegg%d It_hat_ther(_et is ? nanor;a:lhhodu&nlg shorta;ge thgt the Iiorotqgklr?aséto pIa;rlllltstart in

- meeting, by delivering sites to meet the development requirement set in the Borough's Core
anq Wegt Byfleet. The de.regularlsatlon of the Gr?en.Belt to Strategy. It terms of natural beauty of the area please see the Council's Issues and Matters
fulfil S|m_|Iar needs woulq just complete the urbanisation of an Topic Paper, Section 7.0.
area enjoyed locally for its natural beauty.

484 | Richard Ecob GB13 Cynical because of pressure from central government on its | None stated. The justification for the release of land from the Green Belt for development, and for No further modification
local counterparts means the issue will not rest. Pyrford safeguarding sites to meet future development needs (after 2027) is comprehensively is proposed as a result
absorbed need for housing for the expanding commuter belt addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Sections 1.0 and 2.0. Itis | of this representation
of London following WW2, through filling in between itself ackntpwleggzd It.hat.ther(.et is ? natlor:atllhhodusm(iq shorteige thgt the E;orotu.gklk?atho pla)klllltscpart in

. meeting, by delivering sites to meet the development requirement set in the Borough's Core
anq Wegt Byfleet. The de.regularlsatlon of the Grgen.BeIt to Strategy. It terms of natural beauty of the area please see the Council's Issues and Matters
fulfil S|m|lar needs Woulq just complete the urbanisation of an Topic Paper, Section 7.0.
area enjoyed locally for its natural beauty.

484 | Richard Ecob GB12 Poor public transport means the preferred solution is None stated. This point is partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Paper, Section 3.0, No further modification
privately owned vehicles which would clog transport routes paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. The point on public transport is fully acknowledged. As part of is proposed as a result
designed for light traffic. More intervention would further Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see | of this representation
degrade the area from its agricultural roots. how best _they can collectively enhance existing operat_lonal _def_|C|enC|es in service provision to

meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as
Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment
to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the
back of the Core Strategy. In terms of the agricultural roots of the area, as part of the site
selection process, the Council ruled out potential development on land classified as being of
high agricultural quality. This site is not classified as high quality agricultural land by DEFRA.
Whilst it is agreed that agricultural land is important for sustainable food production, it should
be noted that this particular site is of low soil quality.

484 | Richard Ecob GB13 Poor public transport means the preferred solution is None stated. This point is partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Paper, Section 3.0, No further modification
privately owned vehicles which would clog transport routes paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. The point on public transport is fully acknowledged. As part of is proposed as a result
designed for light traffic. More intervention would further Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see | of thjs representation
degrade the area from its agricultural roots. how best _they can collectively enhance e_><|_st|ng operat_lonal _deﬂuenues in service provision to

meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as
Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment
to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the
back of the Core Strategy. In terms of the agricultural roots of the area, as part of the site
selection process, the Council ruled out potential development on land classified as being of
high agricultural quality. This site is not classified as high quality agricultural land by DEFRA.
Whilst it is agreed that agricultural land is important for sustainable food production, it should
be noted that this particular site is of low soil quality.

484 | Richard Ecob GB12 Addresses the matter of housing the multitudes of Greater None stated. Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated, as shown in the document'’s No further modification
London at the expense of rural balanced populations. evidence base (see Section 8.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper). The is proposed as a result

dSocument sets out to deliver land to meet the Borough's housing needs outlined in the Core of this representation
trategy.

484 | Richard Ecob GB13 Addresses the matter of housing the multitudes of Greater None stated. Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated, as shown in the document's | No further modification
London at the expense of rural balanced populations. evidence base (see Section 8.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper). The is proposed as a result

csi?rgt:g?nt sets out to deliver land to meet the Borough's housing needs outlined in the Core of this representation

484 | Richard Ecob GB13 The Aviary Road development is of particular concern, and None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, No further modification
its level and density would put stress on utilities, and require Section 3.0, 18.0 and 23.0. The landscape and townscape character of Pyrford is is proposed as a result
modifications that would endanger the area's character and acknowledged and well documented in the Heritage of Woking and Woking Character Study. of this representation
efficiency.

50 | Ollie Eden GB7 | strongly object to the proposal to increase the number of None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification

Traveller Pitches on this land.

Suitable sites should be identified for Traveller pitches
however urban sites should be considered before Green Belt
land. If urban sites are not available then areas near urban
areas with good access to public services and infrastructure
that can support them should be considered

Topic Paper. See Section 4.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Smarts Heath Road is not currently close to schools and
does not have easy access to local facilities

50 | Ollie Eden GB7 The proposed Traveller Pitches will be close to Smarts Heath | None stated. Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification
Common, a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), and an intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have is proposed as a result
increase in Pitches would decrease the visual amenity, significant a(_jverse impacts on nea_rby designated sites that cannot l_)e adequately mitigated by | of this representation
character of the area and also increase the risk to wildlife thb"t "‘i.y reﬁ””‘;mems of ‘ge a”otcha“"”- The C"”Pt"r']' h?f' °°”§‘.*t"e.d W'thtNat;‘ga'SEé‘gl'aI“d and no

: . . . objection has been raised over the expansion of the site and its impact on the .In

due to an '.nc.reased number of domestic animal in such adeition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey CF:)ounty Council and the other

close proximity. Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council’s website.
There are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposal
for the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure any
adverse impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated.
The site will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will continue to
apply in addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design.
The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure
an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its
ecological integrity.

50 | Ollie Eden GB7 National Policy states that Green Belt boundaries should None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
only be altered in “exceptional circumstance” which has not addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
been proved by Woking Borough Council, especially as p_roposals are unde_rplnn_eq by an assessment of the landscape |mp_I|cat|ons for deve_loplng the | of this representation
Polo leary tate that “housing o - ncluding for
Travelle_r sites - dloes not justify the” harm done to the Green and Matters Topic Paper, Secfi)oin The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
Belt by |ngppropr|at_e development’. The proposed Plans also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
would be inappropriate development as they act as the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area
fundamental physical separation between Woking, Mayford to meet the development needs of the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to
and Guildford. meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in

Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The character of Mayford is
protected by Policy CS6 of the Core Strategy. It is not envisaged that the physical separation
between Mayford and Guildford will be compromised as a result of the proposals. This matter
is addressed in detail in Section 12 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

50 | Ollie Eden GB7 The Brett & Associates Report rejected the 10 Acre Site as a | None stated. This issue is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
Traveller site. Section 4. is proposed as a result

of this representation
50 | Ollie Eden GB8 Strong objection to the proposal for housing on all of the None stated. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to meet the development needs of No further modification
referenced sites (GB8, GB9, GB10, GB11 and GB14). the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to meet development needs over the is proposed as a result
plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 11 of the Council's Issues of this representation
and Matters Topic Paper. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is
comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1,

Brownfield sites should be considered before the removal of 2and 4.

Green Belt . WBC have not verified through independent

evidence that Brownfield sites have been exhausted first

50 | Ollie Eden GBS National Policy states that Green Belt boundaries should None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
only be altered in “exceptional circumstance” which has not addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. is proposed as a result
been proved by Woking Borough Council, especially as of this representation
Policy clearly states that “housing need - including for
Traveller sites - does not justify the harm done to the Green
Belt by inappropriate development”. The proposed Plans
would be inappropriate development as they act as
fundamental physical separation between Woking, Mayford
and Guildford. The housing will fill in any green space
between Mayford and Woking, thereby turning Mayford into a
suburb of Woking and increasing greatly the risk of merging
of Woking and Guildford.

50 | Ollie Eden GB8 Disagree with the GBBR statement that Woking does not None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification

have a strong historical character. It has a strong history and

towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition

is proposed as a result
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is first mentioned in the Domesday Book in 1086 Woking and its villages are not classified as historic towns. It is acknowledged that Woking has | of this representation
a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve and/or
enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
compromised by the proposed allocations. In addition, the special character of Mayford is
recognised by the Council and Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that
development will not be allowed if it will have an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential
character of the village and Green Belt.

50 | Ollie Eden GB8 The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach- it discounted and None stated. The methodology for carrying out the Green Belt boundary review is robust and applied No further modification
included land with the same constraints consistently. The Council has used a range of evidence to support the DPD and they is proposed as a result

collectively justify the proposals. of this representation

50 | Ollie Eden GB8 The GBBR excluded SPA land, specifically Prey Heath and None stated. The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the | No further modification
Smarts Heath which are SSSls and designated by Bird Life Saved Policy NRM6 of the Soyth East F?Ian.. It relatgs to design.ated .SPAs. Whilst it is is proposed as a result
International as “Important Bird Areas” and therefore should acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and of this representation
be subject to SPA policies. Smarts Heath as SPA, it is not de3|gnat_eq and. consequently, the SPA pollcy cannot apply.

Nevertheless, the Council attaches significant importance to the protection of SSSIs and has
robust policies such as Policy CS7 of the Core Strategy to help achieve this objective.
Please note that they Mayford Village Society is pursuing the
inclusion of Preys Heath and Smarts Heath into the Thames
Basin Heath SPA, and if successful will result in a 400m
development buffer zone where development is not allowed.

50 | Ollie Eden GBS The land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
and Rising Ground of Landscape Importance” (1999 Local Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 - referred to as CS24 in the Woking 2027 eviden(_:e that the release of the proposed allocated sites from thg Greep Belt will enable a of this representation
submission. defensible boundary to be drawn that will endure over a long period of time beyond the Core

Strategy period. Where the recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report had

not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt

boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford. For sites

i . GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area which is well

The GBBR proposes a change of boundaries without a defined by Saunders Lane to the south and Egley Road to the east. The Green Belt boundary
Landscape Character Assessment. The validity of the to the west has been defined by site GB11 which is adjacent to the Hook Heath escarpment.
Review is questionable and suggests that areas of This will protect the purpose of the Green Belt and not undermine the integrity of the
landscape importance (e.g. Escarpments) have been escarpment. Site GB7 will continue to remain within the Green Belt and therefore the Green
ignored. Belt boundary will not change in this particular location.

50 | Ollie Eden GB8 The Green Belt Review also indicates that a school on Egley | None stated. The school now has planning approval. The Council has always been clear that the site is No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area, however this allocated for a school and residential development. The justification for the residential is proposed as a result
is misleading if the school is merely a precursor to housing development is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters of this representation
on fields either side of the school later on.

50 | Ollie Eden GBS The GBBR recommends Mayford proposals based on None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
accessibility to Woking Town Centre. Google maps key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local is proposed as a result
estimates 7 minutes whereas the actual time at peak times services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect real-time conditions or peak hour of this representation
can be more than 30mins. The proposed construction in the journey times. Its purpose is to make sure that sites are in sustainable locations. The Council
area will increase this also has undertaken a Transport Assessment (TA) that assesses the transport/traffic impacts of the

) proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
measures that will be necessary will be informed by the Transport Assessment and not the
journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary review.
The Village is already at gridlock at peak times, a further 550
homes will exacerbate problems
50 | Ollie Eden GB8 Mayford was also recommended by the GBBR because of its | None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification

close proximity to the Local Centre. Questions the validity of
the Review as Mayford does not have the supporting
infrastructure inc shops, doctors, dentist, medical facilities or
schools just a Post Office and barbers.

Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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standards of provision in the area

50

Ollie

Eden

GB8

Residents would be isolated in Mayford unless they have a
vehicle.

None stated.

It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local
shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre
which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. As part of Transport for
Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they
can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the
increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB8

Mayford has a very poor road network. Many roads are
narrow, unlit and few have pedestrian footpaths. The three
single lane bridges in the Village would be unable to handle
additional traffic, with or without development.

The B380 road outside the PO has repaired regularly due to
traffic, further development would see the road become
dangerous to cyclists and other vehicles

None stated.

The proposed has planning permission. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the
proposals are addressed in detail in the Council Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section
20 and 3.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB8

Public transport in Mayford is poor. Limited bus service and
Worplesdon Train Station is inaccessible by foot (unlit
pedestrian footpaths)

None stated.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested
parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is
future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention
to this representation regarding pedestrian access to Worplesdon Station to see what can be
done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure
that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB8

There appears to be no consideration to the impact on
Mayford’s infrastructure that the increased population will
result in. There are no plans to upgrade the roads, railway
bridges nor implement any solutions to deal with the existing
traffic problems on Egley Road.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB8

Please reconsider the proposals. These will have a
devastating impact on the

-environment with relation to wildlife on our protected Heaths
(Smarts Heath and Prey Heath),

-infrastructure, lack of public services

-the character of the historical village.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the
Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity
value of each of the proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from
Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

Strong objection to the proposal for housing on all of the
referenced sites (GB8, GB9, GB10, GB11 and GB14).

Brownfield sites should be considered before the removal of
Green Belt . WBC have not verified through independent
evidence that Brownfield sites have been exhausted first

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively
addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The
Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to meet the development needs of the
area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to meet development needs over the plan
period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 11 of the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

National Policy states that Green Belt boundaries should
only be altered in “exceptional circumstance” which has not
been proved by Woking Borough Council, especially as
Policy clearly states that “housing need - including for
Traveller sites - does not justify the harm done to the Green
Belt by inappropriate development”. The proposed Plans
would be inappropriate development as they act as
fundamental physical separation between Woking, Mayford
and Guildford. The housing will fill in any green space
between Mayford and Woking, thereby turning Mayford into a
suburb of Woking and increasing greatly the risk of merging
of Woking and Guildford.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively
addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The
proposals are underpinned by an assessment of the landscape implications for developing the
sites. The Council is satisfied that the landscape character and setting of the area will not be
undermined as a result of the proposals. this matter is clarified in detail in the Council's Issues
and Matters Topic Paper, Section 7. The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area
to meet the development needs of the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to
meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in
Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It is not envisaged that the
proposal will compromise the physical separation between Woking and Guildford or lead to
significant urban sprawl. This matter is addressed in detail in Section 12 of the Council's Issues
and Matters Topic Paper. The character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6 of the Core
Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

Disagree with the GBBR statement that Woking does not
have a strong historical character. It has a strong history and
is first mentioned in the Domesday Book in 1086

None stated.

The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic
towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition
Woking and its villages are not classified as historic towns. It is acknowledged that Woking has
a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve and/or
enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
compromised by the proposed allocations. In addition, the special character of Mayford is
recognised by the Council and Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that
development will not be allowed if it will have an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential
character of the village and Green Belt.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach- it discounted and
included land with the same constraints

None stated.

The Council is satisfied that the methodology for carrying out the Green Belt boundary review
is robust and consistently applied in the review. This matter is addressed in detail in Section 10
of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council ha

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

The GBBR excluded SPA land, specifically Prey Heath and
Smarts Heath which are SSSIs and designated by Bird Life
International as “Important Bird Areas” and therefore should
be subject to SPA policies.

Please note that they Mayford Village Society is pursuing the
inclusion of Preys Heath and Smarts Heath into the Thames

None stated.

The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the
Saved Policy NRM6 of the South East Plan. It relates to designated SPAs. Whilst it is
acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and
Smarts Heath as SPA. The 400m zone cannot apply because it is not yet designated.
Nevertheless, the Council attaches significant importance to the protection of SSSIs and has
robust policies such as Policy CS7 of the Core Strategy to enable this objective to be achieved.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Basin Heath SPA, and if successful will result in a 400m
development buffer zone where development is not allowed.

50 | Ollie Eden GB9 The land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
and Rising Ground of Landscape Importance” (1999 Local Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 - referred to as CS24 in the Woking 2027 evidence that the release of the proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will enable a of this representation
submission. defensible boundary to be drawn that will endure over a long period of time beyond the Core

Strategy period. Where the recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report had

not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt

boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford. For sites

) ) GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area which is well

The GBBR proposes a change of boundaries without a defined by Saunders Lane to the south and Egley Road to the east. The Green Belt boundary
Landscape Character Assessment. The validity of the to the west has been defined by site GB11 which is adjacent to the Hook Heath escarpment.
Review is questionable and suggests that areas of This will protect the purpose of the Green Belt and not undermine the integrity of the
landscape importance (e.g. Escarpments) have been escarpment. Site GB7 will continue to remain within the Green Belt and therefore the Green
ignored. Belt boundary will not change in this particular location.

50 | Ollie Eden GB9 The Green Belt Review also indicates that a school on Egley | None stated. The school has planning permission. The Council has always been clear that the site is No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area, however this allocated for a school and residential development. is proposed as a result
is misleading if the school is merely a precursor to housing of this representation
on fields either side of the school later on.

50 | Ollie Eden GB9 The GBBR recommends Mayford proposals based on None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
accessibility to Woking Town Centre. Google maps key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local is proposed as a result
can be more than 30mins. The proposed construction in the journey times. Its purpose is to make sure that sites are in sustainable Iocation_s._The Council
area will increase this also has undertaken a Transport Assessment (TA) that assesses the transport/traffic impacts of the

’ proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
measures that will be necessary will be informed by the Transport Assessment and not the
journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary review.

The Village is already at gridlock at peak times, a further 550
homes will exacerbate problems

50 | Ollie Eden GB9 Mayford was also recommended by the GBBR because of its | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
close proximity to the Local Centre. Questions the validity of everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
the Review as Mayford does not have the supporting inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops | of this representation
infrastructure inc shops, doctors, dentist, medical facilities or and services currently offered in the Nelghbo_urhood Centre_. The proposed allocation at Egley
schools just a Post Offi(,:e and br;lrbers ’ Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of

' retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore help to reduce the
need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

50 | Ollie Eden GB9 Residents would be isolated in Mayford unless they have a None stated. It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to locall No further modification
vehicle. shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre is proposed as a result

which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley of this representation
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car.
In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. As part of Transport for
Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they
can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the
increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy.
50 | Ollie Eden GB9 Mayford has a very poor road network. Many roads are None stated. The proposed has planning permission. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the No further modification

narrow, unlit and few have pedestrian footpaths. The three
single lane bridges in the Village would be unable to handle
additional traffic, with or without development.

proposals are addressed in detail in the Council Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section
20 and 3.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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The B380 road outside the PO has repaired regularly due to
traffic, further development would see the road become
dangerous to cyclists and other vehicles

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

Public transport in Mayford is poor. Limited bus service and
Worplesdon Train Station is inaccessible by foot (unlit
pedestrian footpaths)

None stated.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested
parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is
future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention
to this representation regarding pedestrian access to Worplesdon Station to see what can be
done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure
that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

There appears to be no consideration to the impact on
Mayford’s infrastructure that the increased population will
result in. There are no plans to upgrade the roads, railway
bridges nor implement any solutions to deal with the existing
traffic problems on Egley Road.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB9

Please reconsider the proposals. These will have a
devastating impact on the

-environment with relation to wildlife on our protected Heaths
(Smarts Heath and Prey Heath),

-infrastructure, lack of public services

-the character of the historical village.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the
Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity
value of each of the proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from
Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB10

Strong objection to the proposal for housing on all of the
referenced sites (GB8, GB9, GB10, GB11 and GB14).

Brownfield sites should be considered before the removal of
Green Belt . WBC have not verified through independent

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1,
2, 4. The Council is satisfied that the proposals can come forward without undermining the
general character of the area. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to
meet the development needs of the area. The evidence demonstrate that there is not sufficient
brownfield land to meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue has
been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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evidence that Brownfield sites have been exhausted first Section 11.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 National Policy states that Green Belt boundaries should None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
only be altered in “exceptional circumstance” which has not comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, is proposed as a result
been proved by Woking Borough Council, especially as 2, 4. The Council is satisfied that the proposals can come forward without undermining the of this representation
Policy clearly states that “housing need - including for general character of the area. The Council has a§sessed the capacity of the urb_an areato
Traveller sites - does not justify the harm done to the Green meet the development needs of the area. The evidence demonstrate that there is not sufficient

. : A brownfield land to meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue has
Belt by |ngpproprlat.e development’. The proposed Plans been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
would be inappropriate development as they act as Section 11.
fundamental physical separation between Woking, Mayford
and Guildford. The housing will fill in any green space
between Mayford and Woking, thereby turning Mayford into a
suburb of Woking and increasing greatly the risk of merging
of Woking and Guildford.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 Disagree with the GBBR statement that Woking does not None stated. A clear explanation of why the purpose of preserving the setting and special character of No further modification
have a strong historical character. It has a strong history and historic towns was not included in the Green Belt boundary review is explained in the Green is proposed as a result
is first mentioned in the Domesday Book in 1086 Belt boundary review report. By definition, Woking does not have a historic town. This does not | of this representation

in any way imply that it does not have a strong history.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach- it discounted and | None stated. The Council is satisfied that the methodology for carrying out the Green Belt boundary review | No further modification
included land with the same constraints is robust and has been applied consistently. The Council does not think that it has been is proposed as a result

inconsistent in its decisions either. This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the of this representation
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 10.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 The GBBR excluded SPA land, specifically Prey Heath and None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Smarts Heath which are SSSls and designated by Bird Life comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, is proposed as a result
International as “Important Bird Areas” and therefore should 2, 4. The Council is satisfied that the proposal§ can come forwa_rd without u_ndermining the _ of this representation
be subject to SPA policies. general chgrgcter_of_the area. Ten_ Acrc_a Farm is already a fu_nctlor_lal established Tra_l\_/eller site.

The Council is satisfied the intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12
pitches will not have significant adverse impacts on nearby designated sites that cannot be
adequately mitigated by the key requirements of the allocation. The Council has consulted with
) S ) Natural England and no objection has been raised over the expansion of the site and its impact
Please note that they Mayford Village Society is pursuing the on the SSSI. In addition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey County
inclusion of Preys Heath and Smarts Heath into the Thames Council and the other Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-
Basin Heath SPA, and if successful will result in a 400m wide Landscape Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led
development buffer zone where development is not allowed. the Council to different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on
landscape grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council’s
website. There are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any
proposal for the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure
any adverse impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably
mitigated. The site will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will
continue to apply in addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design. The
Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure an
effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its
ecological integrity.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 The land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
and Rising Ground of Landscape Importance” (1999 Local comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, | is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 - referred to as CS24 in the Woking 2027 2, 4. The Council is satisfied that the proposals can come forward without undermining the of this representation
submission. general character of the area, including the escarpment. The Green Belt boundary review

assessed the landscape sensitivity of each site to accommodate change. The Council has
since the publication of the DPD carried out a landscape character assessment. There is
nothing in it that would have required the Council to make different decisions on the site. The
landscape implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues
The GBBR proposes a change of boundaries without a and Options Topic Paper. See Section 7.
Landscape Character Assessment. The validity of the
Review is questionable and suggests that areas of
landscape importance (e.g. Escarpments) have been
ignored.
50 | Ollie Eden GB10 The Green Belt Review also indicates that a school on Egley | None stated. The site at Egley Road is allocated for a school and residential development. There is no No further modification

Road would maintain the openness of the area, however this
is misleading if the school is merely a precursor to housing
on fields either side of the school later on.

ambiguity in the allocation regarding the proposed uses. The school application now has the
benefit of planning approval. The Council is satisfied that the entire site can be developed
without undermining the general character of the area.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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50 | Ollie Eden GB10 The GBBR recommends Mayford proposals based on None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
accessibility to Woking Town Centre. Google maps key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local is proposed as a result
estimates 7 minutes whereas the actual time at peak times services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect real-time conditions or peak hour of this representation
can be more than 30mins. The proposed construction in the journey times. Its purpose is to make sure that sites are in sustainable Iocation_s._The Council
area will increase this also has undertaken a Transport Assessment (TA) that assesses the transport/traffic impacts of the

’ proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
measures that will be necessary will be informed by the Transport Assessment and not the
journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary review.

The Village is already at gridlock at peak times, a further 550
homes will exacerbate problems

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 Mayford was also recommended by the GBBR because of its | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
close proximity to the Local Centre. Questions the validity of everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
the Review as Mayford does not have the supporting |neV|tany increase the number_ of peopl_e living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops of this representation
infrastructure inc shops, doctors, dentist, medical facilities or and services currently offered in the Nelghbo_urhood Centre_. The proposed allocation at Egley
schools just a Post Offi(,:e and bérbers ' Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of

' retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. The general approach
to addressing the infrastructure needs to support the allocated sites is comprehensively
addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3. As part of
Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see
how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in public transport
service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested
parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is
future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 Residents would be isolated in Mayford unless they have a None stated. It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local No further modification
vehicle. shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre is proposed as a result

which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley of this representation
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. As part of Transport for
Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they
can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the
increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 Mayford has a very poor road network. Many roads are None stated. The proposed has planning permission. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the No further modification
narrow, unlit and few have pedestrian footpaths. The three proposals are addressed in detail in the Council Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section is proposed as a result
single lane bridges in the Village would be unable to handle 20 and 3. of this representation
additional traffic, with or without development.

The B380 road outside the PO has repaired regularly due to
traffic, further development would see the road become
dangerous to cyclists and other vehicles
50 | Ollie Eden GB10 Public transport in Mayford is poor. Limited bus service and None stated. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and No further modification

Worplesdon Train Station is inaccessible by foot (unlit
pedestrian footpaths)

providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested
parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is
future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention
to this representation regarding pedestrian access to Worplesdon Station to see what can be
done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure

is proposed as a result
of this representation

46



E, F

Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 There appears to be no consideration to the impact on None stated. The traffic and infrastructure of the proposals are comprehensively addressed by Section 3 and | No further modification
Mayford’s infrastructure that the increased population will 20. The Core Strategy was informed by cumulative transport assessment that takes into is proposed as a result
result in. There are no plans to upgrade the roads, railway account potenfual developmen_ts in nearby areas of the County. More |mportantly_, the_ pr(_)posals of this representation
bridges nor implement any solutions to deal with the existing include a requirement for detailed transport assessment to assess the transport implications of
traffic problems on Ealev Road individual schemes and identify appropriate mitigation measures to address them. The Council

P giey ) will continue to work its neighbours and the County Council to address cross boundary
transport problems in the area. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the
relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing
operational deficiencies in public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand.
The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and
the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public
transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy

50 | Ollie Eden GB10 Please reconsider the proposals. These will have a None stated. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals are comprehensively addressed by No further modification
devastating impact on the Sectioln 3and 20. The que Strategy was informed by cumulative transport assessment that is proposed as a result

takes into account potenpal development.s in nearby areas of the County. More importantly, the | of this representation
-environment with relation to wildlife on our protected Heaths proposals include a requirement for detailed transport assessment to assess the transport
(Smarts Heath and Prey Heath) implications of individual schemes and identify appropriate mitigation measures to address
y ’ them. The Council will continue to work its neighbours and the County Council to address
. . . cross boundary transport problems in the area. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is
-infrastructure, lack of public services working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively
enhance existing operational deficiencies in public transport service provision to meet the
-the character of the historical village. increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy. The implications of the proposals on the heritage assets of the area is
comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 19.
The Council is satisfied that overall, the proposals will not undermine the character of the area.
This matter has been generally addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 23.

50 | Ollie Eden GB11 Strong objection to the proposal for housing on all of the None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification

referenced sites (GBS, GB9, GB10, GB11 and GB14). addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
Council has carried out an assessment of the capacity of the urban area to meet the of this representation
development needs of the area. There is not sufficient brownfield land to meet development
needs over the entire plan period. This particular issue is comprehensively addressed in the

. . . Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

Brownfield sites should be considered before the removal of P P

Green Belt . WBC have not verified through independent

evidence that Brownfield sites have been exhausted first

50 | Ollie Eden GB11 National Policy states that Green Belt boundaries should None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
only be altered in “exceptional circumstance” which has not addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
been proved by Woking Borough Council, especially as Council has carried out a landscape assessment and landscape sensitivity for the sites to of this representation
Policy clearly states that “housing need - including for accommodate change. The site can be developed without undermining the landscape assets

. L of the area. This particular issue is comprehensively covered in Section 7 of the Issues and
'érzﬁlglle_r sites - d.O?S SOt JlIJSt'fy thf,, h_?r:m done to(’;hsl Green Matters Topic Paper. The allocation of the sites will not also undermine the physical separation
elt by Ingpproprla _e evelopment . € propose ans between Woking and Guildford. This matter has been addressed in Section 12 of the Issues
would be inappropriate development as they act as and Matters Topic Paper.
fundamental physical separation between Woking, Mayford
and Guildford. The housing will fill in any green space
between Mayford and Woking, thereby turning Mayford into a
suburb of Woking and increasing greatly the risk of merging
of Woking and Guildford.

50 | Ollie Eden GB11 Disagree with the GBBR statement that Woking does not None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification
have a strong historical character. It has a strong history and towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition is proposed as a result
is first mentioned in the Domesday Book in 1086 Woking and its villages are not classified as historic towns. It is acknowledged that Woking has | of this representation

a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve and/or
enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
compromised by the proposed allocations. In addition, the special character of Mayford is
recognised by the Council and Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that
development will not be allowed if it will have an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential
character of the village and Green Belt.
50 | Ollie Eden GB11 The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach- it discounted and None stated. The methodology for carrying out the Green Belt boundary review is robust and has been No further modification

included land with the same constraints

consistently applied in carrying out the review. This matter has been addressed in the Councils
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 10.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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50 | Ollie Eden GB11 The GBBR excluded SPA land, specifically Prey Heath and None stated. The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the | No further modification
Smarts Heath which are SSSIs and designated by Bird Life Saved Policy NRM6 of the South East Plan. It relates to designated SPAs. Whilst it is is proposed as a result
International as “Important Bird Areas” and therefore should acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and of this representation
be subject to SPA policies. Smarts Heath as SPA, it is not yet de_&g_ryated _SPA and the SPA policy can therefore not apply.
Nevertheless, the Council attaches significant importance to the protection of SSSIs and Policy
CS7 of the Core Strategy is robust enough to enable this objective to be achieved.

Please note that they Mayford Village Society is pursuing the

inclusion of Preys Heath and Smarts Heath into the Thames

Basin Heath SPA, and if successful will result in a 400m

development buffer zone where development is not allowed.

50 | Ollie Eden GB11 The land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
and Rising Ground of Landscape Importance” (1999 Local Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 - referred to as CS24 in the Woking 2027 evidence that the release of the proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will enable a of this representation
submission. defensible boundary to be drawn that will endure over a long period of time beyond the Core

Strategy period. Where the recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report had

not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt

boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford. For sites

GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area which is well
The GBBR proposes a change of boundaries without a defined by Saunders Lane to the south and Egley Road to the east. The Green Belt boundary
Landscape Character Assessment. The validity of the to the west has been defined by site GB11 which is adjacent to the Hook Heath escarpment.
Review is questionable and suggests that areas of This will protect the purpose of the Green Belt and not undermine the integrity of the
landscape importance (e.g. Escarpments) have been escarpment. Site GB7 will continue to remain within the Green Belt and therefore the Green
ignored. Belt boundary will not change in this particular location.

50 | Ollie Eden GB11 The Green Belt Review also indicates that a school on Egley | None stated. The Council has always been clear that the Egley Road site is allocated for a school and No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area, however this residential development. The school now has the benefit of planning approval. is proposed as a result
is misleading if the school is merely a precursor to housing of this representation
on fields either side of the school later on.

50 | Ollie Eden GB11 The GBBR recommends Mayford proposals based on None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification

accessibility to Woking Town Centre. Google maps
estimates 7 minutes whereas the actual time at peak times
can be more than 30mins. The proposed construction in the
area will increase this also.

The Village is already at gridlock at peak times, a further 550
homes will exacerbate problems

Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet
future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Sections 1 and 2. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of
sites by reference to their proximity to key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline
in calculating the accessibility to local services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect
real-time conditions or peak hour journey times. Its purpose is to make sure that sites are in
sustainable locations. The Council has undertaken a Transport Assessment (TA) that assesses
the transport/traffic impacts of the proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to
inform the modelling. Any mitigation measures that will be necessary will be informed by the
Transport Assessment and not the journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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review.

50

Ollie

Eden

GBl11

Mayford was also recommended by the GBBR because of its
close proximity to the Local Centre. Questions the validity of
the Review as Mayford does not have the supporting
infrastructure inc shops, doctors, dentist, medical facilities or
schools just a Post Office and barbers.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet
future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Sections 1 and 2

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB11

Residents would be isolated in Mayford unless they have a
vehicle.

None stated.

It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local
shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre
which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)’. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. As part of Transport for
Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they
can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the
increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB11

Mayford has a very poor road network. Many roads are
narrow, unlit and few have pedestrian footpaths. The three
single lane bridges in the Village would be unable to handle
additional traffic, with or without development.

The B380 road outside the PO has repaired regularly due to
traffic, further development would see the road become
dangerous to cyclists and other vehicles

None stated.

The proposed has planning permission. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the
proposals are addressed in detail in the Council Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section
20 and 3.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB11

Public transport in Mayford is poor. Limited bus service and
Worplesdon Train Station is inaccessible by foot (unlit
pedestrian footpaths)

None stated.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested
parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is
future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention
to this representation regarding pedestrian access to Worplesdon Station to see what can be

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure
that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

50

Ollie

Eden

GB11

There appears to be no consideration to the impact on
Mayford’s infrastructure that the increased population will
result in. There are no plans to upgrade the roads, railway
bridges nor implement any solutions to deal with the existing
traffic problems on Egley Road.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet
future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Sections 1 and 2

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB11

Please reconsider the proposals. These will have a
devastating impact on the

-environment with relation to wildlife on our protected Heaths
(Smarts Heath and Prey Heath),

-infrastructure, lack of public services

-the character of the historical village.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be locally specific pressures of over
subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
standards of provision in the area. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet
future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Sections 1 and 2

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB14

Strong objection to the proposal for housing on all of the
referenced sites (GB8, GB9, GB10, GB11 and GB14).

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively
addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The
Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to meet the development needs of the
area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to meet development needs over the plan

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 11 of the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper.
Brownfield sites should be considered before the removal of
Green Belt . WBC have not verified through independent
evidence that Brownfield sites have been exhausted first

50 | Ollie Eden GB14 National Policy states that Green Belt boundaries should None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
only be altered in “exceptional circumstance” which has not addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
been proved by Woking Borough Council, especially as proposals are ungigrplnr!eq by an assessment of the landscape |mp.I|cat|ons for deve]opmg the | of this representation
Policy clearly states that “housing need - including for sm(ejs. The gouncn is sl?tls%flﬁd that the Ilantdhs.,capettcha}raclter.fgndd.sedttl?glc.)f ttr;]e %rea WI-Ill. nlot be

: S undermined as a result of the proposals. this matter is clarified in detail in the Council's Issues
Travellgr sites - dloes hot justity the; harm done to the Green and Matters Topic Paper, Section 7. The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
Belt by inappropriate development’. The proposed Plans also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
would be inappropriate development as they act as the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area
fundamental physical separation between Woking, Mayford to meet the development needs of the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to
and Guildford. The housing will fill in any green space meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in
between Mayford and Woking, thereby turning Mayford into a Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It not envisaged that the proposals
suburb of Woking and increasing greatly the risk of merging will undermine the physical separation between Mayford and Guildford. This matter is
of Woking and Guildford. addressed in detail in Section 12 of the Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper.

50 | Ollie Eden GB14 Disagree with the GBBR statement that Woking does not None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification
have a strong historical character. It has a strong history and towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition is proposed as a result
is first mentioned in the Domesday Book in 1086 Woking and its villages are not classified as historic towns. It is acknowledged that Woking has | of this representation

a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve and/or
enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
compromised by the proposed allocations. In addition, the special character of Mayford is
recognised by the Council and Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that
development will not be allowed if it will have an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential
character of the village and Green Belt.

50 | Ollie Eden GB14 The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach- it discounted and | None stated. The Council is satisfied that the methodology for carrying out the Green Belt boundary review | No further modification
included land with the same constraints is robust and consistently applied in the review. is proposed as a result

of this representation
50 | Ollie Eden GB14 The GBBR excluded SPA land, specifically Prey Heath and None stated. The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the | No further modification
Smarts Heath which are SSSlIs and designated by Bird Life Saved Policy NRM6 of the So_uth East P_Ian.' It relate_s to design_ated 'SPAs. Whilst it is is proposed as a result
International as “Important Bird Areas” and therefore should acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and of this representation
be subject to SPA policies. Smarts_ Heath as S_PS,_lt is n_ot designated and the SF_’A cannot apply. Nevertheless, t_h_e
Council attached significant importance to the protection of SSSIs and has robust policies such
as CS7 of the Core Strategy to ensure its protection.

Please note that they Mayford Village Society is pursuing the

inclusion of Preys Heath and Smarts Heath into the Thames

Basin Heath SPA, and if successful will result in a 400m

development buffer zone where development is not allowed.

50 | Ollie Eden GB14 The land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. It is not envisaged that the proposals will adversely impact on the heritage assets or No further modification
and Rising Ground of Landscape Importance” (1999 Local landscape _setting of the area._this matter has been addrqssed in the Council's Issue§ and is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 - referred to as CS24 in the Woking 2027 Matter Topic Paper. See Section 19 and 7. The key requirements of the proposals will of this representation
submission. requirement archaeological survey to be carried out to inform planning application decisions.

The Council has also carried out a Landscape Character Assessment and has robust policies
to ensure that the development of the sites do not undermine the setting of any historic or
landscape assets of the area. The Council is satisfied that the methodology for carrying out the
) ) Green Belt boundary review is robust and has been applied consistently throughout the review.
The GBBR proposes a change of boundaries without a The DPD is informed by a range of evidence. Collectively, they justify the allocation of the
Landscape Character Assessment. The validity of the sites.
Review is questionable and suggests that areas of
landscape importance (e.g. Escarpments) have been
ignored.

50 | Ollie Eden GB14 The Green Belt Review also indicates that a school on Egley | None stated. The Council has always been clear the Egley Road site GBS is allocated for a school and No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area, however this residential development. The school now has the benefit of planning approval. is proposed as a result
is misleading if the school is merely a precursor to housing of this representation
on fields either side of the school later on.

50 | Ollie Eden GB14 The GBBR recommends Mayford proposals based on None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification

accessibility to Woking Town Centre. Google maps
estimates 7 minutes whereas the actual time at peak times
can be more than 30mins. The proposed construction in the
area will increase this also.

key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local
services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect real-time conditions or peak hour
journey times. Its purpose is to make sure that sites are in sustainable locations. The Council
has undertaken a Transport Assessment (TA) that assesses the transport/traffic impacts of the

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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The Village is already at gridlock at peak times, a further 550
homes will exacerbate problems

proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
measures that will be necessary will be informed by the Transport Assessment and not the
journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary review. The traffic implications of the
proposals is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 20.

50

Ollie

Eden

GB14

Mayford was also recommended by the GBBR because of its
close proximity to the Local Centre. Questions the validity of
the Review as Mayford does not have the supporting
infrastructure inc shops, doctors, dentist, medical facilities or
schools just a Post Office and barbers.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1
and 2. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Core Strategy and the
Development Management Policies DPD has robust policies to ensure that development does
not lead to unacceptable pollution that cannot be mitigated.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB14

Residents would be isolated in Mayford unless they have a
vehicle.

None stated.

It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local
shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre
which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will help meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need
to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people. As part of Transport for
Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they
can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the
increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB14

Mayford has a very poor road network. Many roads are
narrow, unlit and few have pedestrian footpaths. The three
single lane bridges in the Village would be unable to handle
additional traffic, with or without development.

The B380 road outside the PO has repaired regularly due to
traffic, further development would see the road become
dangerous to cyclists and other vehicles

None stated.

The proposed has planning permission. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the
proposals are addressed in detail in the Council Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section
20 and 3.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB14

Public transport in Mayford is poor. Limited bus service and
Worplesdon Train Station is inaccessible by foot (unlit
pedestrian footpaths)

None stated.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested
parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is
future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected
demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention
to this representation regarding pedestrian access to Worplesdon Station to see what can be
done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

50

Ollie

Eden

GB14

There appears to be no consideration to the impact on
Mayford’s infrastructure that the increased population will
result in. There are no plans to upgrade the roads, railway
bridges nor implement any solutions to deal with the existing
traffic problems on Egley Road.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1
and 2. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Core Strategy and the
Development Management Policies DPD has robust policies to ensure that development does
not lead to unacceptable pollution that cannot be mitigated.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

50

Ollie

Eden

GB14

Please reconsider the proposals. These will have a
devastating impact on the

-environment with relation to wildlife on our protected Heaths
(Smarts Heath and Prey Heath),

-infrastructure, lack of public services

-the character of the historical village.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1
and 2. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Core Strategy and the
Development Management Policies DPD has robust policies to ensure that development does
not lead to unacceptable pollution that cannot be mitigated.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

287

Roy

Edwards

GB10

Egley Road is already heavily congested during rush hour.
The proposals would exacerbate this

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

287

Roy

Edwards

GB11

Egley Road is already heavily congested during rush hour.
The proposals would exacerbate this

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

287

Roy

Edwards

GB14

Egley Road is already heavily congested during rush hour.
The proposals would exacerbate this

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

53



E, F

Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications

287 | Roy Edwards GB14 Not necessary to remove GB14 from the GB to create green | None stated. The site formed part of a wider parcel in the Green Belt Boundary Review (GBBR). The GBBR | No further modification

infrastructure concluded that the sites within the parcel should be comprehensively planned to include is proposed as a result
various uses including green infrastructure. This site was considered suitable for green of this representation
infrastructure only due to its more prominent position at a higher point on the Escarpment of
rising ground.
Taking into account the wider parcel and the proposed site allocations, alongside the need to
ensure a clear well defined boundary. It is considered that GB14 should be removed from the
GB boundary and allocated for Green Infrastructure.

287 | Roy Edwards GB10 Object to the release of Green Belt at GB10, 11, 14. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Government policy on Green Belt is to prevent urban sprawl Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 15.0 is proposed as a result
and to keep it permanently open. The proposals are not of this representation
consistent with the purpose.

287 | Roy Edwards GB11 Object to the release of Green Belt at GB10, 11, 14. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Government policy on Green Belt is to prevent urban sprawl Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 15.0 is proposed as a result
and to keep it permanently open. The proposals are not of this representation
consistent with the purpose.

287 | Roy Edwards GB14 Object to the release of Green Belt at GB10, 11, 14. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Government policy on Green Belt is to prevent urban sprawl Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 15.0 is proposed as a result
and to keep it permanently open. The proposals are not of this representation
consistent with the purpose.

287 | Roy Edwards GB10 Land should be released in exceptional circumstances. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Exceptional circumstances have not been demonstrated for Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 2.0 is proposed as a result
Identifying sites within the Green Belt for 1200 homes post of this representation
the plan period (2027-2040).

287 | Roy Edwards GB11 Land should be released in exceptional circumstances. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Exceptional circumstances have not been demonstrated for Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 2.0 is proposed as a result
Identifying sites within the Green Belt for 1200 homes post of this representation
the plan period (2027-2040).

287 | Roy Edwards GB14 Land should be released in exceptional circumstances. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Exceptional circumstances have not been demonstrated for Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 2.0 is proposed as a result
Identifying sites within the Green Belt for 1200 homes post of this representation
the plan period (2027-2040).

287 | Roy Edwards GB10 The sites were considered favourably due to proximity to a None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
Local Centre but there is a lack of supporting infrastructure in everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
this location inevitably increase the number_ of peopl_e living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops of this representation

and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

287 | Roy Edwards GB11 The sites were considered favourably due to proximity to a None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
Local Centre but there is a lack of supporting infrastructure in everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
this location inevitably increase the number_ of peopl_e living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops of this representation

and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.
In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.
287 | Roy Edwards GB14 The sites were considered favourably due to proximity to a None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification

Local Centre but there is a lack of supporting infrastructure in
this location

everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would
inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops
and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley
Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element of
retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
travel by car.
In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.
1170 | David C. Edwards GB10 We object to the removal of GB10, GB11 and GB14 from the | None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
Green Belt and proposals to build houses on GB10 and addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
GB11 post 2027. Whilst some development is needed, the Council has carried out a Ianqlscape assessment anql landscape sgqsitivity for the sites to of this representation
sheer scale proposed lacks credibility. No exceptional need a?CﬁmmOdaﬁ.Cha”g.e' 'lrhe_ site can be de‘;‘eIOp.ed IW'thOUt u(;u_jersmum_ng t?e flatr:ds;,cape assgts
: e - of the area. This particular issue is comprehensively covered in Section 7 of the Issues an
IS proven Ju§tlfylng the additional 1,200 homes on Green Belt Matters Topic PaBer. The allocation of tfle sites Willynot also undermine the physical separation
land. Adoption of these plans would hasten urban sprawl. between Woking and Guildford. This matter has been addressed in Section 12 of the Issues
and Matters Topic Paper. The character and identity of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6 of
the Core Strategy.
1170 | David C. Edwards GB11 We object to the removal of GB10, GB11 and GB14 from the | None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
Green Belt and proposals to build houses on GB10 and addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
GB11 post 2027. Whilst some development is needed, the _safe_gua(ding of_ land to meet future development peeds between 2027 and 2040 is particularly | of this representation
sheer scale proposed lacks credibility. No exceptional need justified in Section 2 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper.
is proven justifying the additional 1,200 homes on Green Belt
land. Adoption of these plans would hasten urban sprawl.
1170 | David C. Edwards GB14 We obiject to the removal of GB10, GB11 and GB14 from the | None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
Green Belt and proposals to build houses on GB10 and addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
GB11 post 2027. Whilst some development is needed, the p.roposals are undgrpinqeq by an assessment of the landscape impllications for deve]oping the | of this representation
sheer scale proposed lacks credibility. No exceptional need S'tzs' The gouncn IS Sﬁ‘t'sff;ﬁd that the :an;jhgcapett(;hqraclte(fgn;i.seéturgg.qu ttr;]e egea W'.lll, nlot be
; e i undermined as a result of the proposals. this matter is clarified in detail in the Council's Issues
IS proven Ju.Stlfymg the additional 1,200 homes on Green Belt and Matters Topic Paper, Secgonpl The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
land. Adoption of these plans would hasten urban sprawl. also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area
to meet the development needs of the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to
meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in
Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

133 | MJ Edwin GB10 Strongly object to Green Belt being used in Saunders Lane None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
in an unsympathetic manner and the gross impact on the comprehensive!y addrgssed by the Council’'s Issues and Matters Top?c Paper. See Sections 1 is proposed as a result
environment. Saunders Lane already suffers from speeding and 2 The traffic and infrastructure of the _proposals are compr_ehenswely addressed by of this representation
issues, difficult access at all points, over the bridge, tS(Ia(ctlo_nts and 20.tTh? C?_r? dStratlegy Waf mforme(l:i) by cumuI?tt;]vect:ranspor'\t/lassessmetnt ttratth

. akes into account potential developments in nearby areas of the County. More importantly, the
crossroads at Blc_ackhorse R_oad (many accident), a narrow proposals include a requirement for detailed transport assessment to assess the transport
(often closed) bridge and blind ben at eaqh end of Black implications of individual schemes and identify appropriate mitigation measures to address
Horse Road used by Saunders Lane traffic. them. The Council will continue to work its neighbours and the County Council to address

cross boundary transport problems in the area. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is
working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively
enhance existing operational deficiencies in public transport service provision to meet the
increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy

133 | MJ Edwin GB11 Strongly object to Green Belt being used in Saunders Lane None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
in an unsympathetic manner and the gross impact on the addressed_in the Coungi_l's Issues a_nd Matters Topic Paper. Sge Sections 1, 2 _and 4.. The is proposed as a result
environment. Saunders Lane already suffers from speeding proposals include specmc_key requirements to ensure that_ satlsfa;tory access is achle\_/ed. of this representation
issues, difficult access at all points, over the bridge, These are matters of detail that are dealt W|th_ at the planning application stage. The evidence
crossroads at Blackhorse Road (many accident), a narrow suggests that satisfactory access can be achieved.

(often closed) bridge and blind ben at each end of Black
Horse Road used by Saunders Lane traffic.

133 | MJ Edwin GB10 Saunders Lane is often flooded, this will get worse. Small None stated. The flood risk implications of the proposals is addressed in detail in Section 5 of the Council's No further modification
developments (Saunders Copse) can manage these Issqes and Matters Topic Papef. The Council has carried out.a sequential test and it is not is proposed as a result
problems, but 200+ houses, 300 more cars speeding can not envisaged that the proposals will lead to unacceptable flood risk. of this representation
be safe. The whole structure of the area will be devastated -
wild life, health and safety etc.

133 | MJ Edwin GB11 Saunders Lane is often flooded, this will get worse. Small None stated. The flood risk implications of the proposals is addressed in detail in Section 5 of the Council's No further modification

developments (Saunders Copse) can manage these
problems, but 200+ houses, 300 more cars speeding can not
be safe. The whole structure of the area will be devastated -

Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a sequential test and it is not
envisaged that the proposals will lead to unacceptable flood risk.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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wild life, health and safety etc.

133

MJ

Edwin

GB8

We have to have a school but traffic is already an overload.
The add on sport facility (from Sheerwater) was not in the
original plan. The out of hours facilities are not acceptable.
Winston Churchill already has sports facilities.

None stated.

The general approach to infrastructure provision to serve the proposals, including schools is
comprehensively addressed by Section 3 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The
Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic
Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the allocated sites.
The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic over and above
the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the proposed allocated
sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic schemes to be funded by developer
contributions and other sources of funding and by site specific measures to be determined as
part of detailed Transport Assessments to support planning applications. Specific requirements
have been incorporated in the relevant proposed allocations to make sure that development
impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any
adverse impacts. The Council is working with the County Council to identify the strategic
schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and the Transport
Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area is satisfied
that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic impacts of
the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

133

MJ

Edwin

GB10

Strongly object. | have lived and taught locally since 1986
and 1995 and am appalled that development of this scale
has been considered in an already 'traffic overload' area.
Has the developers looked into the NPPF flooding sequential
tests - extreme rain pours down from the Hook Heath
footpath into my and other properties. Surface water has
always been a problem and will worsen if an estate is built.
Please consider our objections to this potentially dreadful
overload planning in wonderful Green Belt.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1
and 2. The traffic and infrastructure of the proposals are comprehensively addressed by
Section 3 and 20. The Core Strategy was informed by cumulative transport assessment that
takes into account potential developments in nearby areas of the County. More importantly, the
proposals include a requirement for detailed transport assessment to assess the transport
implications of individual schemes and identify appropriate mitigation measures to address
them. The Council will continue to work its neighbours and the County Council to address
cross boundary transport problems in the area. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is
working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively
enhance existing operational deficiencies in public transport service provision to meet the
increasing demand. The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail,
Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the
necessary public transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core
Strategy. Flooding issues are comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the Issues and
Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB7

The site is adjacent to Smarts Heath Common SSSI which is
used for leisure purposes. Development would decrease the
visual amenity and character of the area and increase the
risk to wildlife by having more domestic animals in close
proximity.

None stated.

Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the
intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have
significant adverse impacts on nearby designated sites that cannot be adequately mitigated by
the key requirements of the allocation. The Council has consulted with Natural England and no
objection has been raised over the expansion of the site and its impact on the SSSI. In
addition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey County Council and the other
Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council’s website.

There are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposal
for the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure any
adverse impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated.
The site will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will continue to
apply in addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design.

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure
an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its
ecological integrity.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB9

The site is not sustainable. The GBBR noted that if based on
sustainable locations, Option 3 would be the most
appropriate and would deliver 550 homes in the Plan period
as well as additional homes post 2027. Parcel 7 could be
included to be safeguarded but further investigation would be
needed.

None stated.

The Council considers the proposed allocated sites to be the most sustainable when compared
to reasonable alternatives. The alternative sites and their assessment against sustainability
objectives are set out in the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) and is available on the Council's
website.

Although the Council has not taken forward all of the recommendations of the Green Belt
boundary review, it has taken forward the majority of Option 3 in the report. The draft Site
Allocations DPD proposes to bring forward parcel 4 first (Site GB15 and GB16 in the DPD)
whilst safeguarding the remaining sites for development post 2027 (including site GB9). It has
not however taken forward Parcel 7. The reasons for this are set out in the SA.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1620 | A Eggington GB8 The site is not sustainable. The GBBR noted that if based on | None stated. The Council considers the proposed allocated sites to be the most sustainable when compared | No further modification
sustainable locations, Option 3 would be the most to reasonable alternatives. The alternative sites and their assessment against sustainability is proposed as a result
as well as additional homes post 2027. Parcel 7 could be website.
included to be safeguarded but further investigation would be Although the Council has not taken forward all of the recommendations of the Green Belt
needed. boundary review, it has taken forward the majority of Option 3 in the report. The draft Site

Allocations DPD proposes to bring forward parcel 4 first (Site GB15 and GB16 in the DPD)
whilst safeguarding the remaining sites for development post 2027 (including site GB8). It has
not however taken forward Parcel 7. The reasons for this are set out in the SA.

1620 | A Eggington GB8 Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Mayford and Guildford. Mayford will become a suburb of Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford, _ ) _ ) _ of this representation
against the purpose of Green Belt. There has been no lLIS recognlsle;_jI that thetﬁepgrattl_(:n beéwehen V\/tokln?,\;mdfngf(_)le Wt”Lbe r%duce_d aés a r_(tesult of

. . - e proposal. However the identity and character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is
consideration for preserving Mayford as a separate protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt.
settlement or retaining its character.

1620 | A Eggington GB9 Green Belt is fundamental to the separation of Woking, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Mayford and Guildford. Mayford will become a suburb of Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 and Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford, ) ) ) ) ) of this representation
against the purpose of Green Belt. There has been no lLls recogn|s|e|c_i| that thetl_:,epgrattlgt)n beéwehen V\Itoklnlggl\?n)c;lf ngfg)lllrd V\;Iu)be r%ducgd e(tjs a r.?.sult of

. . : e proposal. However the identity and character of Mayford will not be undermined as it is
consideration for prgse_rvmg Mayford as a separate protected by Core Strategy Policy CS6: Green Belt.
settlement or retaining its character.

1620 | A Eggington General Green Belts were formed to preserve natural beauty of the None stated. The representation regarding the principle of Green Belt development has been addressed in No further modification
countryside, all its wildlife which is an important aspect for the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0. is proposed as a result
our survival. The more we take can only lead to our downfall In addition, during the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with of this representation
gEjdegtrfglree\;ﬁg\l,einzt:;a;:jozzrfr? ;ggugre egﬁng éﬁtlons' | therefore Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the

) proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features that could not be addressed.
Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as
a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

The Council accepts that any land taken out of the Green Belt will lead to a reduction of the
amount of Green Belt land and the benefits it brings to the particular communities where the
land is situated. Whilst the Council sympathises with this concern, it has ensured through a
number of studies that any land that is released from the Green Belt will not undermine its
overall purpose and integrity. Taking into account the constraints of the Borough and the
available evidence, the proposed allocations are the most sustainable to deliver the objectives
of the Core Strategy when compared against other reasonable alternatives. The Sustainability
Appraisal Report provides the evidence to support this view.

1620 | A Eggington GBS Objects to the proposal. Mayford is semi rural in character None stated. The representation regarding the separation between Woking and Mayford has been No further modification
and mentioned in the Doomsday Book. It is an identifiable addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 12.0, in particular is proposed as a result
delight of the borough and forms part of the national identity paragraph 12.2. of this representation
of protecting small villages and hamlets. These villages are a . . . .

: o . The representation regarding the character of Mayford has been addressed in the Council's
unique aspect of Britain and makes it the envy of the world. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.
In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
1620 | A Eggington GB9 Strongly object. Mayford, since before the Doomsday Book, None stated. The representation regarding the separation between Woking and Mayford has been No further modification

has managed to retain a semi rural feel. The village forms

addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 12.0, in particular

is proposed as a result
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part of the country’s identity and is a unique aspect of Britain.

paragraph 12.2.

The representation regarding the character of Mayford has been addressed in the Council's
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.

In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB7

Object to proposals. All of Woking's Traveller sites are
concentrated in one part of the borough and Mayford already
provides a major contribution towards the Traveller
community. No justification for further expansion in Mayford.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 22.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB8

There will be an increase in traffic, pollution, noise, crime,
loss of green fields and escarpment feature. These are
additional reasons why the proposal should not take place.

None stated.

The representation regarding traffic has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 3.0.

The representation regarding flooding has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 5.0.

The environmental impact of the proposed allocation has been carefully considered by the
Council. The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) process has been used to appraise sites for
development, taking into account a wide range of environmental indicators. The appraisal
alongside the other documents within the Council's evidence base indicate that the site is
suitable for development whilst making sure that the Green Belt is not undermined in its overall
purpose and integrity.

The site is in close proximity to the existing urban area, including bus routes, cycle routes and
public footpaths, and has potential to reduce reliance on the private car, and therefore
associated vehicle emissions by promoting walking and cycling. This is noted within the key
requirements for the site which note that the provision of pedestrian and cycle facilities are
required to make sure the site is integrated into the local context.

In addition, the Development Management Policies DPD contains robust policy wording to
prevent development proposals that will have a significant negative impact on air quality
without identifying and implementing suitable mitigation measures.

The Council monitors air quality throughout the Borough to make sure pollution levels remain
below the recommended/legal limit. In terms of Planning Policy, Core Strategy Policy CS21 as
well as the Development Management Policies DPD set out a robust policy framework to make
sure that new development does not have a significant impact on air quality. Where a negative
impact is identified, the Council will require mitigation measures to be implemented. This can
only be determined at the planning application stage, when development proposals are
considered in more detail and where up to date evidence can be used to establish air quality
levels.

The impact of the proposed school at GB8 on air quality has been considered by the Council.
This is set out within the Officers Report to the Planning Committee, paragraph 137 to 140.
The impact on noise pollution has also been considered and also set out in the Officers Report.

There is no evidence to suggest that the proposed safeguarding if this site for future
development needs will result in an increase in crime or the fear of crime locally.

The Council accepts that any land taken out of the Green Belt will lead to a reduction of the
amount of Green Belt land and the benefits it brings to the particular communities where the
land is situated. Whilst the Council sympathises with this concern, it has ensured through a
number of studies that any land that is released from the Green Belt will not undermine its
overall purpose and integrity. Taking into account the constraints of the Borough and the
available evidence, the proposed allocations are the most sustainable to deliver the objectives
of the Core Strategy when compared against other reasonable alternatives. The Sustainability
Appraisal Report provides the evidence to support this view.

The representation regarding the impact of development on landscape has been addressed in
the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 7.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB9

There will be an increase in traffic, pollution, noise, crime,
loss of green fields and escarpment feature. These are
additional reasons why the proposal should not take place.

None stated.

The representation regarding traffic has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 3.0.

The representation regarding flooding has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Topic Paper. See Section 5.0.

The environmental impact of the proposed allocation has been carefully considered by the
Council. The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) process has been used to appraise sites for
development, taking into account a wide range of environmental indicators. The appraisal
alongside the other documents within the Council's evidence base indicate that the site is
suitable for development whilst making sure that the Green Belt is not undermined in its overall
purpose and integrity.

The site is in close proximity to the existing urban area, including bus routes, cycle routes and
public footpaths, and has potential to reduce reliance on the private car, and therefore
associated vehicle emissions by promoting walking and cycling. This is noted within the key
requirements for the site which note that the provision of pedestrian and cycle facilities are
required to make sure the site is integrated into the local context.

In addition, the Development Management Policies DPD contains robust policy wording to
prevent development proposals that will have a significant negative impact on air quality or
noise levels without identifying and implementing suitable mitigation measures.

The Council monitors air quality throughout the Borough to make sure pollution levels remain
below the recommended/legal limit. In terms of Planning Policy, Core Strategy Policy CS21 as
well as the Development Management Policies DPD set out a robust policy framework to make
sure that new development does not have a significant impact on air quality. Where a negative
impact is identified, the Council will require mitigation measures to be implemented. This can
only be determined at the planning application stage, when development proposals are
considered in more detail and where up to date evidence can be used to establish air quality
levels.

There is no evidence to suggest that the proposed safeguarding if this site for future
development needs will result in an increase in crime or the fear of crime locally.

The Council accepts that any land taken out of the Green Belt will lead to a reduction of the
amount of Green Belt land and the benefits it brings to the particular communities where the
land is situated. Whilst the Council sympathises with this concern, it has ensured through a
number of studies that any land that is released from the Green Belt will not undermine its
overall purpose and integrity. Taking into account the constraints of the Borough and the
available evidence, the proposed allocations are the most sustainable to deliver the objectives
of the Core Strategy when compared against other reasonable alternatives. The Sustainability
Appraisal Report provides the evidence to support this view.

The representation regarding the impact of development on landscape has been addressed in
the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 7.0.

1620

Eggington

GB8

The proposals would conflict with the NPPF, Chapter 11 para
109.

None stated.

The Council believe that the sites identified in the draft Site Allocations DPD are consistent with
both national and local planning policy. The Council's overall approach to the principle of Green
Belt development to meet housing needs is set out in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 1.0.

The Site Allocations DPD is informed by robust evidence, including, the Green Belt boundary
review, a Sustainability Appraisal Report, Habitats Regulations Assessment, Transport
Assessment and other evidence base listed in Appendix 1 of the DPD. In accordance with the
Duty to Cooperate the input of key stakeholders such as the County Council, Natural England,
and the Environment Agency have been taken into account before the DPD was published and
the Council will continue to involve them at all the key stages of the process. The Sustainability
Appraisal (SA) in particular highlights the social, environmental and economic impacts of the
proposed allocations as well as all reasonable alternative sites.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB8

Wildlife will be wiped out on the site whilst there will be an
increased risk to wildlife in protected Heathlands due to the
proximity of the development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as
a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

1620

Eggington

GB9

Wildlife will be wiped out on the site whilst there will be an
increased risk to wildlife in protected Heathlands due to the
proximity of the development.

None stated.

During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and
wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Overall the preferred sites did not
raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as
a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

None of the proposed allocated sites are within 400m of the SPAs. The Council has robust
policies, in particular Policy CS8 and an Avoidance Strategy, to make sure that development
avoids harms to the SPAs. This includes securing developer contributions towards providing
Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (SANG) and for Strategic Access Management and
Monitoring (SAMM).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB8

No independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites
have been exhausted. Brownfield sites will continue to come
forward and therefore it can not be stated that they are ever
completely exhausted. The government has proposed a
policy to building on brownfield sites and protecting Green
Belt land. Green Belt should only be used in an extreme
case and this proposal is not one.

None stated.

The representation regarding brownfield sites has been addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 11.0.

Whilst there has been further clarification on national Green Belt policy, there has been no
change of policy of material significance since the Core Strategy was adopted in 2012. More
information on this is set out on the Council website and within the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB9

No independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites
have been exhausted. Brownfield sites will continue to come
forward and therefore it can not be stated that they are ever
completely exhausted. The government has proposed a
policy to building on brownfield sites and protecting Green
Belt land. Green Belt should only be used in an extreme
case and this proposal is not one.

None stated.

The representation regarding brownfield sites has been addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 11.0.

Whilst there has been further clarification on national Green Belt policy, there has been no
change of policy of material significance since the Core Strategy was adopted in 2012. More
information on this is set out on the Council website and within the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB7

Over the years successive Planning Inspectors have refused
applications on this site because they reduce the openness
of a Green Belt area.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1620

Eggington

GB8

Please reconsider the plans as it will have a devastating
impact on Mayford as a village. Mayford is unique and
mentioned in the Domesday Book.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1620 | A Eggington GB9 Please reconsider the plans as it will have a devastating None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
impact on Mayford as a village. Mayford is unique and Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. N ) ) ) ) of this representation

In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6:
Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have an
unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

1620 | A Eggington GB8 Egley Road is the last remaining field of local agricultural None stated. As part of the site selection process, the Council ruled out potential development on land No further modification
history and it is hoped that it will be used for agriculture once classified as being of high agricultural quality. This site is not classified as high quality is proposed as a result
species. To lose it would be a crime and strip Mayford of its food production, it should be noted that this particular site is of low soil quality.
identity. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife

Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features that could not be addressed.

Nevertheless a number of the proposed allocations will require a detailed ecological survey as
a key requirement to assess and address any site specific ecological issues.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development.

Through the measures set out above as well as the existing policy and guidance regarding
biodiversity and green infrastructure, the Council believe that the allocation of this site will not
have a significant harmful impact on this element of Mayford's character.

1620 | A Eggington GB8 No consideration to the impact on infrastructure that the None stated. The representation regarding infrastructure requirements has been addressed in the Council's | No further modification
increased population will result in. There will be more cars Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and traffic. There are no plans to upgrade the roads or o . ) ) . ) ) of this representation
bridges or any solutions to deal with the existing traffic Thg Cr)ynmfl W|tII dtr:wtthe Cour?tyt/ Cougcnds attetntlodndto thltshreprgstgntat!r)n r_egarrglng uOr|1_I|t "

P pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
prOblemS o_n Egley Road. Houses can not be built Wlth(.)Ut allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
sgpportlng infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon Station easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
will be dangerous as there are no pavements. and public transport where feasible.

1620 | A Eggington GB9 No consideration to the impact on infrastructure that the None stated. The representation regarding infrastructure requirements has been addressed in the Council's | No further modification
increased population will result in. There will be more cars Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and traffic. There are no plans to upgrade the roads or o o . ) ) . ) of this representation
bridges or any solutions to deal with the existing traffic Thg Cr:n_mcrl wrll dtr:wtthe Courr:tr Cour;cnlds attet:ntlc:jndto thlf,hrepr_est(_entat!r)n r_egarlglng uOrll_Ilt "

o . : pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the
pr.ObIemS on Egley .Road' Additional homes in the Wllder area allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
W!" make the S'Fuat_'on worse. Houses can not be built easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
without supporting infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon and public transport where feasible.

Station will be dangerous as there are no pavements.

1620 | A Eggington GB8 Woking has the worst farming statistics in Surrey with a None stated. As part of the site selection process, the Council ruled out potential development on land No further modification
disregard to support farming_ Removind Green Belt land will classified as being of high agricultural quality. This site is not classified as high quality is proposed as a result
reduce the opportunity to farm in the future and the visual agricultural land by DEFRA. Whilst it is agreed that agricultural land is important for sustainable | of this representation
amenity benefits of farming. food production, it should be noted that this particular site is of low soil quality.

1620 | A Eggington GB9 Woking has the worst farming statistics in Surrey with a None stated. As part of the site selection process, the Council ruled out potential development on land No further modification
disregard to support farming. Removing Green Belt land will classified as being of high agricultural quality. This site is not classified as high quality is proposed as a result
reduce the opportunity to farm in the future and the visual agricultural Ignd py DEFRA. Whilst it is ag.reed that agri.cul.tural land i§ important for sustainable | of this representation
amenity benefits of farming. food production, it should be noted that this particular site is of low soil quality.

1620 | A Eggington GB8 Woking has less Green Belt land than neighbouring None stated. It is factually correct that there is less Green Belt in Woking Borough than some neighbouring No further modification

boroughs.

authorities. Nevertheless the Green Belt is a strategic planning designation that washes over
administrative boundaries in order to fulfil its purpose which is clearly set out within the NPPF.

Overall the Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 3.46% of Green Belt land from across the
Borough, including Byfleet, West Byfleet, Pyrford, Mayford and Brookwood. This is to meet
development needs up to 2040 and the amount of land being proposed to be released is

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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therefore relatively modest.
This representation has also been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
See Section 1.0.
1620 | A Eggington GB9 Woking has less Green Belt land than neighbouring None stated. It is factually correct that there is less Green Belt in Woking Borough than some neighbouring No further modification
boroughs. authorities. Nevertheless the Green Belt is a strategic planning designation that washes over is proposed as a result
administrative boundaries in order to fulfil its purpose which is clearly set out within the NPPF. of this representation
Overall the Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 3.46% of Green Belt land from across the
Borough, including Byfleet, West Byfleet, Pyrford, Mayford and Brookwood. This is to meet
development needs up to 2040 and the amount of land being proposed to be released is
therefore relatively modest.
This representation has also been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
See Section 1.0.

1620 | A Eggington GB8 Woking has a higher population density than neighbouring None stated. As set out in the Core Strategy, well designed high density development will be encouraged, in | No further modification

boroughs and the 108th highest in the UK. particular in the Town Centre. High density development supports sustainable communities is proposed as a result
where people have good access to housing, services, transport and infrastructure in close of this representation
proximity. Therefore it is misinformed that high density settlements are a negative
characteristic of urban environments.
It should also be noted that lower density development across the Borough could require the
Council to identify more Green Belt land to meet the identified housing need.

1620 | A Eggington GB9 Woking is the 108th densest district in the UK. People living None stated. As set out in the Core Strategy, well designed high density development will be encouraged, in | No further modification
in this environment need access to green space for heath particular in the Town Centre. High density development supports sustainable communities is proposed as a result
and wellbeing. WBC should be seeking brownfield sites to where people have good access to housing, services, transport and infrastructure in close of this representation
development rather than Green Bel. proximity. T_herefore itis m_|smformed that high density settlements are a negative

characteristic of urban environments.
It should also be noted that lower density development across the Borough could require the
Council to identify more Green Belt land to meet the identified housing need.

1576 | D.W. Eggins GB12 The proposals will result in the destruction of the village and | None stated. The Council's response to the principle of Green Belt development and safeguarding land for No further modification

local Green Belt. future development needs is set out in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 is proposed as a result
and Section 2.0. of this representation
The representation regarding the impact on the character of the village has been addressed in
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.

1576 | D.W. Eggins GB13 The proposals will result in the destruction of the village and | None stated. The Council's response to the principle of Green Belt development and safeguarding land for No further modification

local Green Belt. future development needs is set out in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 is proposed as a result
and Section 2.0. of this representation
The representation regarding the impact on the character of the village has been addressed in
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 23.0.

1576 | D.W. Eggins GB12 What is the point of Green Belt if local politicians can None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
approve for it to be developed. Objects to development Topic Paper. See Section 1.0. is proposed as a result
proposals in Pyrford. of this representation

1576 | D.W. Eggins GB13 What is the point of Green Belt if local politicians can None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
approve for it to be developed. Objects to development Topic Paper. See Section 1.0. is proposed as a result
proposals in Pyrford. of this representation

1212 | Paul Egginton GB7 Ten Acre Farm is adjacent to Smarts Heath Common SSSI Woking's Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification
used by residents of Mayford for leisure purposes. Increased | Traveller sites | intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have is proposed as a result
use of the site would decrease visual amenity and character are significant a(_jverse impacts on nea_rby designated _sites that cannot l:_)e adequately mitigated by | of this representation
of the area and increase risk to wildlife due to increased concentrated the key requirements of the allocation. The Council has consulted with Natural England and no

number of domestic animals in close proximity. Over the
years successive Planning Inspectors have refused
applications on this site because they reduce the openness
of a Green Belt area.

in one part of
the Borough —
Hatchingtan,
Burdenshott
Road (one
mile from Ten
Acre Farm),
Ten Acre
Farm,
Mayford, and
Brookwood

objection has been raised over the expansion of the site and its impact on the SSSI. In
addition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey County Council and the other
Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council’'s website.

There are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposal
for the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure any
adverse impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated.
The site will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will continue to
apply in addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design.
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Lye (three
miles from Ten
Acre Farm)

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure
an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its
ecological integrity.

1212

Paul

Egginton

GB7

Ten Acre Farm is adjacent to Smarts Heath Common SSSI
used by residents of Mayford for leisure purposes. Increased
use of the site would decrease visual amenity and character
of the area and increase risk to wildlife due to increased
number of domestic animals in close proximity. Over the
years successive Planning Inspectors have refused
applications on this site because they reduce the openness
of a Green Belt area.

None stated.

Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the
intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have
significant adverse impacts on nearby designated sites that cannot be adequately mitigated by
the key requirements of the allocation. The Council has consulted with Natural England and no
objection has been raised over the expansion of the site and its impact on the SSSI. In
addition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey County Council and the other
Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape
Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council's website.

There are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposal
for the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure any
adverse impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated.
The site will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will continue to
apply in addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design.

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure
an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its
ecological integrity.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1212

Paul

Egginton

GB8

| strongly object to GB8 and GB9 being removed from the
Green Belt. Mayford has had a semi rural feel despite urban
sprawl of Woking. It is a delight, part of our national identity
of protecting small villages/hamlets. GB8 is the last
remaining insight into local farming history and hope of its
return. It is a wildlife haven supporting a number of protected
species, deer, birds, bats, reptiles; a remarkable environment
so close to a town. A crime to lose this.

In the report
Peter Brett set
out 3 options
in which it
stated: ‘If the
council wishes
to give priority
to the most
sustainable
location for
new
development,
the report
recommends
Option 3 to be
the most
appropriate.’ j
Option3. Bring
forward parcel
4 first. This
would provide
550 dwellings
on its own,
with 42
additional
dwellings
which would
need to be
provided after
2027. All the
remaining
parcels and
sites would
then be
safeguarded
for the period

The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively
addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The
proposals are underpinned by an assessment of the landscape implications for developing the
sites. The Council is satisfied that the landscape character and setting of the area will not be
undermined as a result of the proposals. this matter is clarified in detail in the Council's Issues
and Matters Topic Paper, Section 7. The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area
to meet the development needs of the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to
meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in
Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It is not envisaged that the
proposal will compromise the physical separation between Woking and Guildford or lead to
significant urban sprawl. This matter is addressed in detail in Section 12 of the Council's Issues
and Matters Topic Paper. The character of Mayford is protected by Policy CS6 of the Core
Strategy. The proposals will not impact on the most versatile agricultural land in the area.
During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife
Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features. The Council is committed to conserving and
protecting existing biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of designated important
sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new development to make positive contribution
to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites
to create a local and regional biodiversity network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure.
This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In
addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity organisations including
Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning application stage as well
as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to provide information on
species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the
effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to approval of the
development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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2027 — 2040.

Parcel 7 could

be included

within the

safeguarded

area to ensure

deliverability

and provide

flexibility, but

investigations

would need to

be undertaken

in regard to its

potential

availability.

1212 | Paul Egginton GB8 | strongly object to GB8 and GB9 being removed from the None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Green Belt. Mayford has had a semi rural feel despite urban comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 | is proposed as a result
sprawl of Woking. It is a delight, part of our national identity and 2. The Green Belt boundary review does not ignore the importance of landscape as a of this representation
of protecting small vlages/hamiets. GE is the [as
remalnlng |nS|ght .mto local farmmg.hlsmry and hope of its bggn comprehensivelygaddressed inpthe Crl)ouncil‘s Issues andngtters Topic Paper. See
return. Itisa W"‘?”'fe haven SUPPOVU”Q a number of protected Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review also provides evidence to suggest that the
species, deer, birds, bats, reptiles; a remarkable environment proposed allocations north of Saunders Lane can be released from the Green Belt and
so close to a town. A crime to lose this. developed without undermining the integrity of the escarpment. During the preparation of the

Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to
It would not align with Government directives regarding the: discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not
planning system's contribution to and enhancement of the raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity
natural and local environment, including valued landscapes, fe'atl'Jres. The Council is gommitted_ to cons_erving and protecting e>_<isting biodivers!ty e_tssets
geological conservation interests, soils, the wider benefits of within the Borough. Outside of deS|gnated_|_mportant_ sﬂgs and hab_ltats,_ the Council will _
ecosystem services; encourage new development to makc_a positive contrlbutl_on to biodiversity through tht_a creation
AR - - . . of green spaces and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional
net gains in biodiversity, resilient biodiversity networks, soil, biodiversity network of wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core
air, water or noise pollution and land instability. Development Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will
would fill in any green space between Mayford and Woking, consult with the relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural
turning Mayford into a suburb of Woking and increasing the England during the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry
risk of merging Woking and Guildford, contrary to Green Belt out prior assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in
policy. No consideration given to preserving the site specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of
Mayford as a separate settlement or impact on its character. any adverse effects prio_r to approval of the development. 'I_'h_ere are robust policie_s in the Core
Strategy and the emerging Development Management Policies DPD to control noise and water
pollution as a result of any development. The development can be undertaken without
undermining the physical separation between Woking and Guildford. This matter has been
addressed in Section 12 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
1212 | Paul Egginton GB9 | strongly object to GB8 and GB9 being removed from the None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification

Green Belt. Mayford has had a semi rural feel despite urban
sprawl of Woking. It is a delight, part of our national identity
of protecting small villages/hamlets. GB8 is the last
remaining insight into local farming history and hope of its
return. It is a wildlife haven supporting a number of protected
species, deer, birds, bats, reptiles; a remarkable environment
so close to a town. A crime to lose this.

It would not align with Government directives regarding the:
planning system's contribution to and enhancement of the
natural and local environment, including valued landscapes,
geological conservation interests, soils, the wider benefits of
ecosystem services; net gains in biodiversity, resilient
biodiversity networks, soil, air, water or noise pollution and
land instability. Development would fill in any green space
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb
of Woking and increasing the risk of merging Woking and
Guildford, contrary to Green Belt policy. No consideration
given to preserving Mayford as a separate settlement or
impact on its character.

comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1
and 2. The Green Belt boundary review does not ignore the importance of landscape as a
consideration in the site selection process. Indeed, the Council has applied the appropriate
approach for assessing the landscape implications for developing the sites. This matter has
been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 7. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey
Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed
sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or
Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. The Council is committed to
conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the Borough. Outside of
designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new development to make
positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces and the creation of
linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of wildlife corridors
and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7: Biodiversity and
nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the relevant biodiversity
organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during the detailed planning
application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior assessments of the site to
provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site specific Key Requirements.
This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any adverse effects prior to
approval of the development. The Core Strategy and the emerging DM Policies DPD includes
robust policies to manage noise, water pollution of any development that will come forward.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1212 | Paul Egginton GB7 | strongly object. All of Woking's Traveller sites are Woking's The DPD has not led to an increase in the number of Traveller sites in the Borough. It will No further modification

concentrated in one part of the borough and Mayford already | Traveller sites | however be intensifying the use of existing sites, and the Council accepts that this will leadto | s proposed as a result
provides a major contribution towards the Traveller are an increase in thg r]umper of pitches and consequently Travellers popglation in. thi§ pgrt of the of this representation
community. No justification for further expansion in Mayford. concentrated Borough. Thg existing sites have so far been we_II_ managed and there_ is every indication that

in one part of they will continue to be well managed when additional pitches are delivered. Based on the

sequential approach, the Council believes that the proposed site allocations relatively offer the

the quOUQh ~ | most sustainable locations to meet Travellers accommodation needs when compared against

Hatchingtan, other alternatives.

Burdenshott

Road (one

mile from Ten

Acre Farm),

Ten Acre

Farm,

Mayford, and

Brookwood

Lye (three

miles from Ten

Acre Farm)

1212 | Paul Egginton GB8 The Peter Brett report recommended their option 3. None stated. The Council has used a range of evidence base to inform the Site Allocations DPD, including No further modification
the Green Belt boundary review report. The Council believes that the Green Belt boundary is proposed as a result
review report is robust to provide reliable information to inform the DPD. However it is one of of this representation
many for the Council to take into account. This matter is addressed in detail in Sections 10 and
17 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Collectively, the evidence justifies the
allocation of the sites.

1212 | Paul Egginton GB9 The Peter Brett report recommended their option 3. None stated. The Council has used a range of evidence base to inform the Site Allocations DPD, including No further modification
the Green Belt boundary review report. The Council believes that the Green Belt boundary is proposed as a result
review report is robust to provide reliable information to inform the DPD. However it is one of of this representation
many for the Council to take into account. This matter is addressed in detail in Sections 10 and
17 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Collectively, the evidence justifies the
allocation of the sites.

1212 | Paul Egginton GB8 Increase in traffic, pollution, flooding, noise, crime, loss of In the report It is not envisaged that the proposals will adversely impact on the heritage assets or No further modification

Green fields and escarpment feature are more reasons why
it should remain in Green Belt and development should not
go ahead. Green Belt is to preserve the natural beauty of
countryside, its wildlife; the more we take can only lead to
our downfall, and for future generations. | object.

Peter Brett set
out 3 options
in which it
stated: ‘If the
council wishes
to give priority
to the most
sustainable
location for
new
development,
the report
recommends
Option 3 to be
the most
appropriate.’ j
Option3. Bring
forward parcel
4 first. This
would provide
550 dwellings
on its own,
with 42
additional
dwellings
which would
need to be
provided after
2027. All the
remaining

landscape setting of the area. this matter has been addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matter Topic Paper. See Section 19 and 7. The key requirements of the proposals will
requirement archaeological survey to be carried out to inform planning application decisions.
The Council has also carried out a Landscape Character Assessment and has robust policies
to ensure that the development of the sites do not undermine the setting of any historic or
landscape assets of the area. The Council is satisfied that the methodology for carrying out the
Green Belt boundary review is robust and has been applied consistently throughout the review.
The DPD is informed by a range of evidence. Collectively, they justify the allocation of the
sites. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed
in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. Flooding issues is
addressed in Section 5. There are various robust policies in the Core Strategy and the
emerging Development Management Policies DPD to control pollution as a result of
development.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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parcels and
sites would
then be
safeguarded
for the period
2027 — 2040.
Parcel 7 could
be included
within the
safeguarded
area to ensure
deliverability
and provide
flexibility, but
investigations
would need to
be undertaken
in regard to its
potential
availability.

1212 | Paul Egginton GB8 Increase in traffic, pollution, flooding, noise, crime, loss of None stated. It is not envisaged that the proposals will adversely impact on the heritage assets or No further modification
Green fields and escarpment feature are more reasons why landscape setting of the area. this matter has been addressed in the Council's Issues and is proposed as a result
it should remain in Green Belt and development should not Matter Topic Paper. See Section 19 and 7. The key requirements of the proposals will of this representation
go ahead. Green Bt s to preserve the natural ety of
countryside, its wildlife; the more we take can only lead to to ensure that the development of the sites do not undermine the setting of any historic or
our downfall, and for future generations. | object. landscape assets of the area. The Council is satisfied that the methodology for carrying out the

Green Belt boundary review is robust and has been applied consistently throughout the review.
The DPD is informed by a range of evidence. Collectively, they justify the allocation of the
sites. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed
in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. Flooding issues is
addressed in Section 5. There are various robust policies in the Core Strategy and the
emerging Development Management Policies DPD to control pollution as a result of
development.

1212 | Paul Egginton GB9 Increase in traffic, pollution, flooding, noise, crime, loss of None stated. It is not envisaged that the proposals will adversely impact on the heritage assets or No further modification
Green fields and escarpment feature are more reasons why landscape setting of the area. this matter has been addressed in the Council's Issues and is proposed as a result
it should remain in Green Belt and development should not Matter Topic Paper. See Section 19 and 7. The key requirements of the proposals will of this representation
g0 ahead. Green Bel s (0 preserve fh natural beauty of
countryside, its wildlife; the more W? take car_1 only lead to to ensure that the development of the sites do not undermine the setting of any historic or
our downfall, and for future generations. | object. landscape assets of the area. The Council is satisfied that the methodology for carrying out the

Green Belt boundary review is robust and has been applied consistently throughout the review.
The DPD is informed by a range of evidence. Collectively, they justify the allocation of the
sites. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed
in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. Flooding issues is
addressed in Section 5. There are various robust policies in the Core Strategy and the
emerging Development Management Policies DPD to control pollution as a result of
development.
1212 | Paul Egginton GBS It would not align with Government directives regarding the: In the report It is not envisaged that the proposals will adversely impact on the heritage assets or No further modification

planning system's contribution to and enhancement of the
natural and local environment, including valued landscapes,
geological conservation interests, soils, the wider benefits of
ecosystem services; net gains in biodiversity, resilient
biodiversity networks, soil, air, water or noise pollution and
land instability. Development would fill in any green space
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb
of Woking and increasing the risk of merging Woking and
Guildford, contrary to Green Belt policy. No consideration
given to preserving Mayford as a separate settlement or
impact on its character.

Peter Brett set
out 3 options
in which it
stated: ‘If the
council wishes
to give priority
to the most
sustainable
location for
new
development,
the report
recommends
Option 3 to be

landscape setting of the area. this matter has been addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matter Topic Paper. See Section 19 and 7. The key requirements of the proposals will ensure
that water, biodiversity and noise implication any development that comes forward are
comprehensively addressed. There are robust policies in the Core Strategy and the emerging
Development Management Policies DPD to achieve these objectives. The character of
Mayford is protected by Policy CS6 of the Core Strategy. The identity of Mayford will therefore
be retained.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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the most
appropriate.’
Option3. Bring
forward parcel
4 first. This
would provide
550 dwellings
on its own,
with 42
additional
dwellings
which would
need to be
provided after
2027. All the
remaining
parcels and
sites would
then be
safeguarded
for the period
2027 — 2040.
Parcel 7 could
be included
within the
safeguarded
area to ensure
deliverability
and provide
flexibility, but
investigations
would need to
be undertaken
in regard to its
potential
availability.

1212

Paul

Egginton

GB8

No independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites
have been exhausted.

None stated.

The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to meet the development needs of
the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to meet development needs over the
plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 11 of the Council's Issues
and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1212

Paul

Egginton

GBS8

No independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites
have been exhausted.

In the report
Peter Brett set
out 3 options
in which it
stated: ‘If the
council wishes
to give priority
to the most
sustainable
location for
new
development,
the report
recommends
Option 3 to be
the most
appropriate.’ j
Option3. Bring
forward parcel
4 first. This
would provide

The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to meet the development needs of
the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to meet development needs over the

plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 11 of the Council's Issues

and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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550 dwellings
on its own,
with 42
additional
dwellings
which would
need to be
provided after
2027. All the
remaining
parcels and
sites would
then be
safeguarded
for the period
2027 — 2040.
Parcel 7 could
be included
within the
safeguarded
area to ensure
deliverability
and provide
flexibility, but
investigations
would need to
be undertaken
in regard to its
potential
availability.

1212

Paul

Egginton

General

Please see GB8 and GB9 comments.

Woking's
Traveller sites
are
concentrated
in one part of
the Borough —
Hatchingtan,
Burdenshott
Road (one
mile from Ten
Acre Farm),
Ten Acre
Farm,
Mayford, and
Brookwood
Lye (three
miles from Ten
Acre Farm)

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1
and 2.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1212

Paul

Egginton

GB7

| strongly object. All of Woking's Traveller sites are
concentrated in one part of the borough and Mayford already
provides a major contribution towards the Traveller
community. No justification for further expansion in Mayford.

None stated.

The DPD has not led to an increase in the number of Traveller sites in the Borough. It will
however be intensifying the use of existing sites, and the Council accepts that this will lead to
an increase in the number of pitches and consequently Travellers population in this part of the
Borough. The existing sites have so far been well managed and there is every indication that
they will continue to be well managed when additional pitches are delivered. Based on the
sequential approach, the Council believes that the proposed site allocations relatively offer the
most sustainable locations to meet Travellers accommodation needs when compared against
other alternatives.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1212

Paul

Egginton

GB8

No consideration to the impact on infrastructure that the
increased population will result in. There will be more cars
and traffic. There are no plans to upgrade the roads or
bridges or any solutions to deal with the existing traffic
problems on Egley Road. Additional homes in the wider area

In the report
Peter Brett set
out 3 options
in which it
stated: ‘If the

The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site
Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20.

As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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will make the situation worse. Houses can not be built council wishes | public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
without supporting infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon to give priority with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
Station will be dangerous as there are no pavements. to the most that thgre is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastrgcture to meet
wildlife will be wiped out as well as an increased risk to sustainable :Eetprtcuected (tjct'-,;:nanc_i on dthe b;’m'é‘;f the Core tStrategty. The lllnérastrugtgr?hDeévery Phla\r}vrr‘ﬂtis
- - . - . at at present there is adequate rovision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whils
W!Id“fe o.n the Heaths as t-hey a.re in close .proxmltY' Wildlife location for this is trk)le case, it is also ac?:epted th;)t there might be locally specific pressures of o?/er
W'" be W_'pe_d QUt on the site whilst there will be an 'ncr_ea_sed new subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet
risk to wildlife in protected Heathlands due to the proximity of | development, | projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see
the development. the report how well provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable
Please reconsider the plans as it will have a devastating recommends standards of provision in the area. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the
impact on Mayford, a historic, unique village. Please also Option 3 to be | Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity
refer to the response by the Mayford Village Society who | the most value of each of the proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from
am happy also to represent my views. appropriate.” j Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features.
]%R;[\IIZ?S' pg?cne% The Council is _committeq to con_serving and_ protecting e_xisting biodivers_ity assets within the
. . Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
4 first. Th's_ development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
would provide | and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
550 dwellings | wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
on its own, Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
with 42 relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
additional the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
dwellings assessments of th_e site to prov_ide _information on spet_:ies an(_:i habitats, as set _out_in the site
which would specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
need to be adverse effects prior to approval of the development.
provided after
2027. All the
remaining
parcels and
sites would
then be
safeguarded
for the period
2027 — 2040.
Parcel 7 could
be included
within the
safeguarded
area to ensure
deliverability
and provide
flexibility, but
investigations
would need to
be undertaken
in regard to its
potential
availability.
1212 | Paul Egginton GBS No consideration to the impact on infrastructure that the None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification

increased population will result in. There will be more cars
and traffic. There are no plans to upgrade the roads or
bridges or any solutions to deal with the existing traffic
problems on Egley Road. Additional homes in the wider area
will make the situation worse. Houses can not be built
without supporting infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon
Station will be dangerous as there are no pavements.
Wildlife will be wiped out as well as an increased risk to
wildlife on the Heaths as they are in close proximity. Wildlife
will be wiped out on the site whilst there will be an increased
risk to wildlife in protected Heathlands due to the proximity of
the development.

Please reconsider the plans as it will have a devastating

Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way
that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the
Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The
proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local
people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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impact on Mayford, a historic, unique village. Please also As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
refer to the response by the Mayford Village Society who | provjders to see how best thgy can coIIectiver enhar}ce existing operational quiciencies in
am happy also to represent my views. public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working

with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

1212 | Paul Egginton GB9 No consideration to the impact on infrastructure that the None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
increased population will result in. There will be more cars Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way is proposed as a result
and traffic. There are no plans to upgrade the roads or that the traffic impacts qf the proposals are assessed is cpmprehensiyely addressed in the of this representation
bridges or any solutions to deal with the existing traffic Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Sge Section 20. The existing shops in Mayforq .form the
problems on Egley Road. Additional homes in the wider area Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The

. : . ) . proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living

W!" make the SIFuat'IOH worse. Houses can not be built locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the

without supporting infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes

Station will be dangerous as there are no pavements. that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance

Wildlife will be wiped out on the site whilst there will be an the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly

increased risk to wildlife in protected Heathlands due to the small provision of retail and/or community development will meet the day to day needs of local

proximity of the development. people and therefore help to reduce the need to travel by car.

Please reconsider the plans as it will have a devastating In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and

L?fiﬁé?t? elvrlzggoc:g’s: Q}I[S:ﬁgch'/l;;;g?: \\//illlllggglspolizsts \;avlsg | leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision

. of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

am happy also to represent my views. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

1212 | Paul Egginton GBS Woking Borough Council has some of the worst Green Belt In the report The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification

statistics (as a proportion) of all local boroughs (detailed
statistics provided). Also the worst for population density and
farming. Removing Green Belt prevents future generations
from benefitting from local produce and seeing local farming.
It will stop farming ever returning to the Borough.

Peter Brett set
out 3 options
in which it
stated: ‘If the
council wishes
to give priority
to the most
sustainable
location for
new
development,
the report
recommends
Option 3 to be
the most
appropriate.’ j
Option3. Bring
forward parcel
4 first. This
would provide
550 dwellings
on its own,
with 42
additional
dwellings
which would
need to be
provided after
2027. All the
remaining
parcels and
sites would
then be
safeguarded

addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. It is not
envisaged that the proposals will adversely impact on the most versatile agricultural land in the
area. The Council believes that the proposals will ultimately ensure the enduring permanence
of the Green Belt.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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for the period
2027 — 2040.
Parcel 7 could
be included
within the
safeguarded
area to ensure
deliverability
and provide
flexibility, but
investigations
would need to
be undertaken
in regard to its
potential
availability.

1212 | Paul Egginton GBS Woking Borough Council has some of the worst Green Belt None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
statistics (as a proportion) of all local boroughs (detailed addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. It is not is proposed as a result
statistics provided). Also the worst for population density and envisaged that the prqposals will adversely impgct on the most versatile agric.ultural land in the | of this representation
farming. Removing Green Belt prevents future generations area. The Council believes that the proposals will ultimately ensure the enduring permanence
from benefitting from local produce and seeing local farming. of the Green Belt.

It will stop farming ever returning to the Borough. It is very
clear the proposals removal of Green Belt is not sustainable.

1212 | Paul Egginton GB9 Woking Borough Council has some of the worst Green Belt None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
statistics (as a proportion) of all local boroughs (detailed addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. It is not is proposed as a result
statistics provided). Also the worst for population density and envisaged that the proposals will significantly impact on the most versatile agricultural land in of this representation
farming. Removing Green Belt prevents future generations the area.
from benefitting from local produce and seeing local farming.

It will stop farming ever returning to the Borough. It is very
clear the proposals removal of Green Belt is not sustainable.

1212 | Paul Egginton SA Table Woking's Traveller sites are concentrated in one part of the Woking's This matter is comprehensively addressed in Section 22 of the Council's Issues and Matter No further modification
Green Belt Borough. Traveller sites | Topic Paper. is proposed as a result
sites are of this representation

concentrated
in one part of
the Borough —
Hatchingtan,
Burdenshott
Road (one
mile from Ten
Acre Farm),
Ten Acre
Farm,
Mayford, and
Brookwood
Lye (three
miles from Ten
Acre Farm)

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB8 The GB is fundamental to ensuring Woking, Mayford and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Guildford remain separate. Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result

of this representation

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB9 The GB is fundamental to ensuring Woking, Mayford and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Guildford remain separate. Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result

of this representation

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB10 The GB is fundamental to ensuring Woking, Mayford and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
Guildford remain separate. Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result

of this representation

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB11 The GB is fundamental to ensuring Woking, Mayford and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

Guildford remain separate.

Topic Paper. See Section 12.0

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1285 | F.J. Ekins GB14 The GB is fundamental to ensuring Woking, Mayford and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
Guildford remain separate Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result

of this representation

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB7 Mayford resident, Objects to an increase of Traveller pitches | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
on the site. Topic Paper. See Section 22.0 is proposed as a result
Believes that Traveller sites are concentrated in one part of of this representation
the Borough. Therefore Mayford already makes a major
contribution towards the traveller community and there is no
justification for further expansion here.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB8 The proposal will fill in the green space between Mayford None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
and Woking, increasing the likelihood of Woking and Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result
Guildford merging. No consideration has been given to of this representation
preserving the character or keeping the areas separate.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB9 The proposal will fill in the green space between Mayford None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
and Woking, increasing the likelihood of Woking and Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result
Guildford merging. No consideration has been given to of this representation
preserving the character or keeping the areas separate.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB10 The proposal will fill in the green space between Mayford None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
and Woking, increasing the likelihood of Woking and Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result
Guildford merging. No consideration has been given to of this representation
preserving the character or keeping the areas separate.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB11 The proposal will fill in the green space between Mayford None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
and Woking, increasing the likelihood of Woking and Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result
Guildford merging. No consideration has been given to of this representation
preserving the character or keeping the areas separate.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB14 The proposal will fill in the green space between Mayford None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
and Woking, increasing the likelihood of Woking and Topic Paper. See Section 12.0 is proposed as a result
Guildford merging. No consideration has been given to of this representation
preserving the character or keeping the areas separate.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB7 A significant increase in Traveller pitches will reduce the None stated. Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification
visual amenity of the area and increase risk to wildlife on the intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have is proposed as a result
adjoining SSSI. significant ac_lverse impacts on nea_rby designated _sites that cannot k_)e adequately mitigated by | of this representation
e o e e oAl o S ani e o S "
permission on the site as it would reduce the openness of adeition, the Council has been working in partnership with Surrey CF:)ounty Council and the other
the GB Surrey districts and boroughs over time to prepare a detailed Borough-wide Landscape

Character Assessment. There is nothing in the document that would have led the Council to
different conclusions about the selection of Ten Acre Farm for expansion on landscape
grounds. The Landscape Character Assessment is available on the Council’s website.

There are robust Development Plan policies and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposal
for the development of Ten Acre Farm takes a sensitive design approach to ensure any
adverse impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated.
The site will continue to remain within the Green Belt and Green Belt policies will continue to
apply in addition to design guidance and Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design.

The Council will continue to work with the operators of the site and local stakeholders to ensure
an effective management of the operations on and of the site, including the control of domestic
animals. The ecological significance of the SSSI will continue to be conserved and taken into
account in the consideration of any development that could have potential impacts on its
ecological integrity.

1285 | E.J. Ekins GBS National Policy factors None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
National policy states that the GB should only be altered in Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4. is proposed as a result
"exceptional circumstances” and that housing need- of this representation
including for Traveller sites does not justify the harm done to
the GB by inappropriate development.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB9 National Policy factors None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

National policy states that the GB should only be altered in
"exceptional circumstances” and that housing need-
including for Traveller sites does not justify the harm done to
the GB by inappropriate development.

Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4.

is proposed as a result
of this representation

72



E, F

Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB10 National Policy factors None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
National policy states that the GB should only be altered in Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4. is proposed as a result
"exceptional circumstances" and that housing need- of this representation
including for Traveller sites does not justify the harm done to
the GB by inappropriate development.
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB11 National Policy factors None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
National policy states that the GB should only be altered in Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4. is proposed as a result
"exceptional circumstances" and that housing need- of this representation
including for Traveller sites does not justify the harm done to
the GB by inappropriate development.
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB14 National Policy factors None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
National policy states that the GB should only be altered in Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraph 1.9-1.12 and Section 4.0, paragraph 4.4. is proposed as a result
"exceptional circumstances" and that housing need- of this representation
including for Traveller sites does not justify the harm done to
the GB by inappropriate development.
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB8 No evidence has been produced to demonstrate that all None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
brownfield sites have been exhausted. Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2 is proposed as a result
of this representation
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB11 No evidence has been produced to demonstrate that all None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
brownfield sites have been exhausted. Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2 is proposed as a result
of this representation
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB9 No evidence has been produced to demonstrate that all None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
brownfield sites have been exhausted. Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2 is proposed as a result
of this representation
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB10 No evidence has been produced to demonstrate that all None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
brownfield sites have been exhausted. Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2 is proposed as a result
of this representation
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB14 No evidence has been produced to demonstrate that all None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
brownfield sites have been exhausted. Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2 is proposed as a result
of this representation
1285 | F.J. Ekins GBS Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas with increased None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
risk to the protected Heaths (Smarts Heath and Prey Heath) Topic Paper. See Section 14.0 is proposed as a result
SSSI. - ) ) ] ) ) ) of this representation
Reconsider plans. In addltlor_1, c_iurlng the preparation of the Site Allocatlons DI_DD_the C_:ouncn consulted with
Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the
proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council
recognise that individual sites can provide important habitats for local wildlife.
The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB9 Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas with increased None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

risk to the protected Heaths (Smarts Heath and Prey Heath)
SSSI.
Reconsider plans.

Topic Paper. See Section 14.0

In addition, during the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with
Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the
proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council
recognise that individual sites can provide important habitats for local wildlife.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

1285

F.J.

Ekins

GB10

Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas with increased
risk to the protected Heaths (Smarts Heath and Prey Heath)
SSSI.

Reconsider plans.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 14.0

In addition, during the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with
Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the
proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council
recognise that individual sites can provide important habitats for local wildlife.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1285

F.J.

Ekins

GB11

Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas with increased
risk to the protected Heaths (Smarts Heath and Prey Heath)
SSSI.

Reconsider plans.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 14.0

In addition, during the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with
Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the
proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council
recognise that individual sites can provide important habitats for local wildlife.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1285

F.J.

Ekins

GB14

Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas with increased
risk to the protected Heaths (Smarts Heath and Prey Heath)
SSSI.

Reconsider plans.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 14.0

In addition, during the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with
Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the
proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council
recognise that individual sites can provide important habitats for local wildlife.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1285 | F.J. Ekins GB8 Reconsider plans. The proposals will have a devastating None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
impact on Mayford village. Mayford is unique and is and/or enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be | js proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB9 Reconsider plans. The proposals will have a devastating None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
impact on Mayford village. Mayford is unique and is and/or enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be | js proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB10 Reconsider plans. The proposals will have a devastating None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
impact on Mayford village. Mayford is unique and is and/or enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be | js proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB11 Reconsider plans. The proposals will have a devastating None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
impact on Mayford village. Mayford is unique and is and/or enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets willbe | js proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB14 Reconsider plans. The proposals will have a devastating None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
impact on Mayford village. Mayford is unique and is and/or enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be | js proposed as a result
mentioned in the Domesday Book. compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB14 Mayford is mentioned in the Domesday book and has strong | None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification
historical connections. The GBBR was incorrect to dismiss towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition is proposed as a result
the consideration of sites against GB purpose ‘to preserve Woking and its villages are not classified as historic towns. It is acknowledged that Woking has | of this representation
the setting and special character of historic towns’ as it did a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve and/or
. . . . . enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
not consider Woking to have a particularly strong historic compromised by the proposed allocations.
character.
In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
1285 | F.J. Ekins GB8 Mayford is mentioned in the Domesday book and has strong | None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification

historical connections. The GBBR was incorrect to dismiss
the consideration of sites against GB purpose ‘to preserve
the setting and special character of historic towns’ as it did
not consider Woking to have a particularly strong historic
character.

and/or enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
compromised by the proposed allocations.

In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB9 Mayford is mentioned in the Domesday book and has strong | None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
historical connections. The GBBR was incorrect to dismiss and/or en_hance these assets. Itis not_envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be | jg proposed as a result
the consideration of sites against GB purpose ‘to preserve compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
th tting an ial character of historic towns’ as it di i . . . .
noet (S:Ensige? V?/SIZ?IZ ?oC;1;vsgi)a?ticuTa?lycst?ongshiassitori((j: d In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy

h Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
character. an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB10 Mayford is mentioned in the Domesday book and has strong | None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
historical connections. The GBBR was incorrect to dismiss and/or en‘hance these assets. Itis not_envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be | js proposed as a result
the consideration of sites against GB purpose ‘to preserve compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
:]h; ig:gg earr:/?/;fi(ra];l?(l)Chh:vr:CatT)ra?Ii:&T;?I@Csicr)(\;\;lngsh?sst (I)triild In qddition, the special chara.c.ter of I\(Iayford is recognised by the _Council and Core_ S.trat_egy

h Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
character. an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB11 Mayford is mentioned in the Domesday book and has strong | None stated. Woking has a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve | No further modification
historical connections. The GBBR was incorrect to dismiss and/or en‘hance these assets. It is not_envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be | jg proposed as a result
the consideration of sites against GB purpose ‘to preserve compromised by the proposed allocations. of this representation
the setting and special character of historic towns’ as it did . . . . .

. . . : . In addition, the special character of Mayford is recognised by the Council and Core Strategy
”ﬁt consider Woking to have a particularly strong historic Policy CS6: Green Belt specifically highlights that development will not be allowed if it will have
character. an unacceptable effect on the primarily residential character of the village and Green Belt.
Please also refer to the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 19.0 and paragraph
7.5

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB8 There appears to be no consideration of Mayford's None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
infrastructure. More people will put more strain on Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11 and Section 24.0. The draft allocation also is proposed as a result
infrastructure and no upgrades or improvement works are sets out in the key requirements for the site that development must contribute to the provision of this representation
planned of essential transport infrastructure related to the mitigation of the impacts of the development

) al oo of the site. The exact nature of these site specific requirements will be identified through pre-
gg:zes;sa?;r; ?Sostubei t;l:lelta\\Ncl:ancl:gr?]ug%Org)lggelgtfrrii\itrruo(jzer?c.) application discussions, informed by a Transport Assessment.

Worplesdon Station. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated
sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy
access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and
public transport where feasible.

1285 | E.J. Ekins GB9 There appears to be no consideration of Mayford's None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
infrastructure. More people will put more strain on Section 3.0, in particula_r paragraph 3.6 a_nd 3.11 and Section 24.0. The Qraft allocation a|§(? is proposed as a result
infrastructure and no upgrades or improvement works are sets out in the key requirements for the site that de\_/glop_ment must contribute to the provision of this representation
planned of essential transport infrastructure related to the mitigation of the impacts of the development
Houses .Can not be built with no supporting infrastructure of the site. The exact nature of these site specific requirements will be identified through pre-

Road safety issues are a concern g% pegestrian route t(.) application discussions, informed by a Transport Assessment.

Worplesdon Station. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated
sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy
access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and
public transport where feasible.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB10 There appears to be no consideration of Mayford's None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification

infrastructure. More people will put more strain on
infrastructure and no upgrades or improvement works are
planned.

Houses can not be built with no supporting infrastructure.
Road safety issues are a concern e.g. pedestrian route to
Worplesdon Station.

Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11 and Section 24.0. The draft allocation also
sets out in the key requirements for the site that development must contribute to the provision
of essential transport infrastructure related to the mitigation of the impacts of the development
of the site. The exact nature of these site specific requirements will be identified through pre-
application discussions, informed by a Transport Assessment.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated
sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and
public transport where feasible.

1285 | F.J. Ekins GB11 There appears to be no consideration of Mayford's None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
infrastructure. More people will put more strain on Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11 and Section 24.0. The draft allocation also is proposed as a result
infrastructure and no upgrades or improvement works are sets out in the key req_uirements for the site that de\_/elop_ment must contribute to the provision of this representation
planned. ot the ate. The exact nature of these site spcitc requrements will be dentiied through pre-

. Lo 0 . -
gggzessa?:t?/ insc;tubei t;l:gt;v(l;t:nrggriugg?rgggég{:%ﬁ%ﬁg; application discussions, informed by a Transport Assessment.

Worplesdon Station. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated
sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy
access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and
public transport where feasible.

1285 | E.J. Ekins GB14 There appears to be no consideration of Mayford's None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
infrastructure. More people will put more strain on Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11 and Section 24.0. The draft allocation also is proposed as a result
infrastructure and no upgrades or improvement works are sets out in the key requirements for the site that de\./elop.ment must contribute to the provision of this representation
of essene anspor fasructue elated o he migalon of e pact of e developmen
gg;ge;a?;r; insostute i t;lrjelta\:vcl:t(?nr(]:griug_%(_)rsgcgj]e:lgtfrri{:\itrrli)ﬁtuer?e application discussions, informed by a Transport Assessment.

Worplesdon Station. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated
sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy
access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and
public transport where feasible.

129 | Alex Elbourn General Like many Pyrford residents we choose to live here because | None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
of the semi-rural nature of the village which is surrounded by comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, | is proposed as a result
beautiful countryside. It would be a tragedy if the character of 2 and 23. The asse_ssment of the transport a_md infrastrL!cture imp_lications of the proposals is_ of this representation
the village is lost through the vast building plans proposed. addressed by Sections 20 and 3 of the Topic Paper. It is not envisaged that the proposals will
The community would not be able to sustain the huge influx affect property prices in the area.
of people and cars within the current infrastructure.

Coldharbour Road is already over-congested with non-
Pyrford residents whose children attend the local school,
which would only get worse. Many people would be also be
concerned about property depreciation if this building is
allowed to happen.

129 | Alex Elbourn General Hope the Council will take into consideration the character None stated. The Council has carried out a number of studies and have included a series of key No further modification
and feel of Pyrford village and how precious this is to requirements as part of the allocations to make sure that the character of the area is not is proposed as a result
residents in any future decisions. significantly undermined. See Sections 8 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. of this representation

1380 | Alex Elbourn GB12 Hopes the Council will consider the character and feel of None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
Pyrford village, and how precious this is to local residents in Section 23.0 is proposed as a result
decision about our future. of this representation

1380 | Alex Elbourn GB13 Hopes the Council will consider the character and feel of None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
Pyrford village, and how precious this is to local residents in Section 23.0 is proposed as a result
decision about our future. of this representation

1380 | Alex Elbourn GB12 Chose to live in Pyrford because of its semi-rural nature, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
surrounded by beautiful countryside. It would be a tragedy if Topic Paper. See Section 7.0 and 23.0. is proposed as a result
our village lost its character due to the proposals. ] ) ] ] of this representation

The Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design, the Design Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)
and Outlook, Amenity, Privacy and Daylight SPD and the emerging Development Management
Policies DPD include robust policies and guidance to make sure that development does not
have unacceptable impacts on the environment and requires development to be built to high
design standards.
1380 | Alex Elbourn GB13 Chose to live in Pyrford because of its semi-rural nature, None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

surrounded by beautiful countryside. It would be a tragedy if
our village lost its character due to the proposals.

Topic Paper. See Section 7.0 and 23.0.

The Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design, the Design Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)
and Outlook, Amenity, Privacy and Daylight SPD and the emerging Development Management
Policies DPD include robust policies and guidance to make sure that development does not
have unacceptable impacts on the environment and requires development to be built to high
design standards.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1380 | Alex Elbourn GB12 Concerned about depreciation of property values if building None stated. Whilst the Council sympathises with these concerns, the impact on property values in not a No further modification
is allowed. planning issue. is proposed as a result

The Council is confident that it has robust policies to ensure proposals will be of a high quality of this representation
design and construction and is sympathetic to the character of the surrounding area.

1380 | Alex Elbourn GB13 Concerned about depreciation of property values if building None stated. Whilst the Council sympathises with these concerns, the impact on property values in not a No further modification
is allowed. planning issue. is proposed as a result

The Council is confident that it has robust policies to ensure proposals will be of a high quality of this representation
design and construction and is sympathetic to the character of the surrounding area.

1380 | Alex Elbourn GB12 The community would not be able to sustain itself due to the | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
impact of the huge influx of people and cars on the roads Section 3.0, particularly paragraphs 3.6, 3.8 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and local school. of this representation

1380 | Alex Elbourn GB13 The community would not be able to sustain itself due to the | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
impact of the huge influx of people and cars on the roads Section 3.0, particularly paragraphs 3.6, 3.8 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
and local school. of this representation

269 | C Elford GBS Keep Green Belt for the purpose it was intended for. To None stated. The Council attaches great importance to the Green Belt in line with Government priorities. The | No further modification
protect the countryside, wildlife and for future generations reason for the proposed release of small areas within the Green Belt has been is proposed as a result
comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 of this representation
269 | C Elford GBS Concerned about increased traffic None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 particularly 3.6 and Section 20.0 is proposed as a result
of this representation
269 | C Elford GBS Concerned about loss of green fields and landscape features | None stated. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient evidence that the release of the No further modification
(Escarpments) proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will enable a defensible boundary to be drawn is proposed as a result
that will endure over a long period of time beyond the Core Strategy period. Where the of this representation
recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report had not been accepted by the
Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt boundary has been drawn to
follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford. For sites GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14
there will be a continuation of the existing urban area which is well defined by Saunders Lane
to the south and Egley Road to the east. The Green Belt boundary to the west has been
defined by site GB11 which is adjacent to the Hook Heath escarpment. This will protect the
purpose of the Green Belt and not undermine the integrity of the escarpment.
Please also see Section 7.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper
269 | C Elford GB8 Objects to removal of land from Green Belt Don't remove The Council sympathises with these objections however it is necessary for the Council to No further modification
land from the identify sites within the Green Belt to deliver sufficient housing in the Borough to meet the is proposed as a result
Green Belt identified housing need. This has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and | of this representation
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0
269 | C Elford GBS Concerned about increased pollution None stated. Any proposals that come forward will need to comply with other development plan policies No further modification
such as Policy CS21: Design of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of the site to is proposed as a result
minimise any adverse impacts on amenity and local character. The Council also has draft of this representation
policies in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination
in February 2016) to ensure a healthy built environment, including Policies DM5-DM8 to
mitigate against various types of pollution.
The Council is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure that the
development of the site is sustainable.
Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 21.0
269 | C Elford GBS Concerned about loss of wildlife None stated. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification

Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites.
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural
England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council recognise that
individual sites can provide important habitats for local wildlife.

The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the
Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces
and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of
wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:
Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the
relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during
the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior
assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site
specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1166

Suzanna

Eliot

GB12

| oppose the proposed housing developments. We have
seen the area change - not for the better. | have been
shocked at the increase in cars at school drop off and pick
up time, causing real issues along Coldharbour Road.
Parking often inconsiderate, road rage and speeding
apparent. Only a matter of time before a child fatality occurs.

None stated.

The Council has a responsibility to meet the development needs of the area as already justified
in the Core Strategy. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet the
development needs of the future is comprehensively addressed in Sections 1, 2 and 4 of the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the infrastructure needed
to support the development. This matter is addressed in detail in Section 3 of the Issues and
Matter Topic Paper. The Council has a Parking Standards SPD which sets out specific
requirements for parking for new development. The SPD will be applied when development
comes forward. In addition, Core Strategy Policy CS18 allows a number of factors to be taken
into account in applying the standard, including proximity to public transport and existing traffic
congestion. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity
Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the
allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic
over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the
proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic schemes to be
funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding and by site specific measures
to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to support planning applications.
Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant proposed allocations to make
sure that development impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site specific measures are
identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council is working with the County Council to
identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and
the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area
is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic
impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms. The
Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1166

Suzanna

Eliot

GB13

| oppose the proposed housing developments. We have
seen the area change - not for the better. | have been
shocked at the increase in cars at school drop off and pick
up time, causing real issues along Coldharbour Road.
Parking often inconsiderate, road rage and speeding
apparent. Only a matter of time before a child fatality occurs.

None stated.

The Council has a responsibility to meet the development needs of the area as already justified
in the Core Strategy. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet the
development needs of the future is comprehensively addressed in Sections 1, 2 and 4 of the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the infrastructure needed
to support the development. This matter is addressed in detail in Section 3 of the Issues and
Matter Topic Paper. The Council has a Parking Standards SPD which sets out specific
requirements for parking for new development. The SPD will be applied when development
comes forward. In addition, Core Strategy Policy CS18 allows a number of factors to be taken
into account in applying the standard, including proximity to public transport and existing traffic
congestion. The Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity
Test — Strategic Transport Assessment (TA) (2015) to assess the transport implications of the
allocated sites. The TA acknowledges that there will be a net but marginal increase in traffic
over and above the existing situation, which could be mitigated to enable the delivery of the
proposed allocated sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic schemes to be
funded by developer contributions and other sources of funding and by site specific measures
to be determined as part of detailed Transport Assessments to support planning applications.
Specific requirements have been incorporated in the relevant proposed allocations to make
sure that development impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site specific measures are
identified to address any adverse impacts. The Council is working with the County Council to
identify the strategic schemes. This will also be used to inform the future review of the IDP and
the Transport Strategy and Programme. The County Council as Highway Authority for the area
is satisfied that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic
impacts of the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1166

Suzanna

Eliot

GB12

Important to maintain Pyrford’s charm and character. It is a
unique place with lots of lovely green areas in walking
distance, abundance of footpaths and nature on their
doorstep. This will all change, we look to the future with
trepidation. | want to make sure our opinion is being listened
to and taken into account.

None stated.

The Council acknowledge the distinctive character of Pyrford and has the necessary robust
policies to protect that. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the
overall purpose of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is
not envisaged that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of
people and/or the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform
the DPD is set out in Section of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The justification
for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is comprehensively
addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. In
particular, the Council has assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the
proposals. It is satisfied the landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected.
This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper.
The sites have been assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt including preventing
neighbouring town from merging into one another and are satisfied that the physical separation
between Woking and Guildford will not be compromised. This particular issues is addressed in
detail in Section 12 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The traffic and infrastructure

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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implications of the proposals are comprehensively addressed by Section 3 and 20. The
Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area. It is important to note
that the Council has a responsibility to plan to meet the development needs of the area.

1166

Suzanna

Eliot

GB13

Important to maintain Pyrford’s charm and character. It is a
unique place with lots of lovely green areas in walking
distance, abundance of footpaths and nature on their
doorstep. This will all change, we look to the future with
trepidation. | want to make sure our opinion is being listened
to and taken into account.

None stated.

The Council acknowledge the distinctive character of Pyrford and has the necessary robust
policies to protect that. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the
overall purpose of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is
not envisaged that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of
people and/or the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform
the DPD is set out in Section of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The justification
for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is comprehensively
addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. In
particular, the Council has assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the
proposals. It is satisfied the landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected.
This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper.
The sites have been assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt including preventing
neighbouring town from merging into one another and are satisfied that the physical separation
between Woking and Guildford will not be compromised. This particular issues is addressed in
detail in Section 12 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The traffic and infrastructure
implications of the proposals are comprehensively addressed by Section 3 and 20. The
Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet
overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally
health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work with the
Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the proposed
development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area. It is important to note
that the Council has a responsibility to plan to meet the development needs of the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1166

Suzanna

Eliot

GB12

400 new homes will make this situation entirely worse. The
village can not cope with the additional people and the
infrastructure and ecology will not support it. Absolutely
ludicrous. Quality of life will be impacted by congestion and
gridlock, it will be unsafe. These quiet and safe villages are
slowly being eroded. Any further deep change will destroy
this irrevocably.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively
addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1 and 2. The traffic and
infrastructure implications of the proposals are comprehensively addressed by Section 3 and
20. The Core Strategy was informed by cumulative transport assessment that takes into
account potential developments in nearby areas of the County. More importantly, the proposals
include a requirement for detailed transport assessment to assess the transport implications of
individual schemes and identify appropriate mitigation measures to address them. The Council
will continue to work its neighbours and the County Council to address cross boundary
transport problems in the area. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the
relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing
operational deficiencies in public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand.
The Council is also working with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and
the County Council to ensure that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public
transport infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. Based
on the evidence, the Council is satisfied that the character of the area will not be significantly
undermined by the proposals.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1166

Suzanna

Eliot

GB13

400 new homes will make this situation entirely worse. The
village can not cope with the additional people and the
infrastructure and ecology will not support it. Absolutely
ludicrous. Quality of life will be impacted by congestion and
gridlock, it will be unsafe. These quiet and safe villages are
slowly being eroded. Any further deep change will destroy
this irrevocably.

None stated.

The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet development needs is
comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1
and 2. The Council is satisfied that the site can be development without significantly
undermining the overall character of the area. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the
proposals are comprehensively addressed by Section 3 and 20. The Core Strategy was
informed by cumulative transport assessment that takes into account potential developments in
nearby areas of the County. More importantly, the proposals include a requirement for detailed
transport assessment to assess the transport implications of individual schemes and identify
appropriate mitigation measures to address them. The Council will continue to work its
neighbours and the County Council to address cross boundary transport problems in the area.
As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and
providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. It is not envisaged that the proposals
will significantly impact on wildlife in the area. During the preparation of the Site Allocations
DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England to discover the
biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any
objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the

Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new

development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces

and the creation of linkages between sites to create a local and regional biodiversity network of

wildlife corridors and green infrastructure. This is clearly set out in Core Strategy Policy CS7:

Biodiversity and nature conservation. In addition to this the Council will consult with the

relevant biodiversity organisations including Surrey Wildlife Trust and Natural England during

the detailed planning application stage as well as require applicants to carry out prior

assessments of the site to provide information on species and habitats, as set out in the site

specific Key Requirements. This will ensure the effective avoidance and/or mitigation of any

adverse effects prior to approval of the development.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB4 The current infrastructure (education, health, drains and None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, No further modification
roads) is inadequate and must be rectified before any Section 3.0. In addition, on health s_e_rvices the Infrastructure DeI_ivery Plan notes tha_lt at is proposed as a result
development is considered. Road are already very present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is of this representation
congested at rush hours. the case, it is also accepted that.there m!ght be locally speglflc pressures of over sybscrlptlon

that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet projected
demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see how well
provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable standards of
provision in the area. The Core Strategy Policy CS16: Infrastructure Delivery outlines the
Council's approach with regard to the timing of infrastructure.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB5 The current infrastructure (education, health, drains and None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, No further modification
roads) is inadequate and must be rectified before any Section 3.0. In addition, on health §grvices the Infrastructure DeI‘ivery Plan notes tha}t at is proposed as a result
congested at rush hours. the case, it is also accepted that.there m!ght be locally speglflc pressures of over sybscrlptlon

that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally health provision reacts to meet projected
demand, the Council is seeking to work with the Clinical Commission Groups to see how well
provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable standards of
provision in the area. The Core Strategy Policy CS16: Infrastructure Delivery outlines the
Council's approach with regard to the timing of infrastructure.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB4 The land and much of Byfleet is prone to flooding and further | None stated. The Council attaches great importance to Flood Risk and this is comprehensively addressed in | No further modification
building would potential worsen flood risk. Understand the the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 5.0. The Council is aware of the flood is proposed as a result
Environment Agency is not presently considering doing much incidents in the Byfleet area and can advise th_at _the Environment Agency are workin_g With_ of this representation
to protect Byfleet from flooding in future. relevant partner_s to develop future FIood_AIIewatlon Scheme_s' along the River Wey (including

around Byfleet) in order to reduce flood risk to local communities.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB5 The land and much of Byfleet is prone to flooding and further | None stated. The Council attaches great importance to Flood Risk and this is comprehensively addressed in | No further modification
building would potential worsen flood risk. Understand the the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper Section 5.0. The Council is aware of the flood is proposed as a result
Environment Agency is not presently considering doing much incidents in the Byfleet area and can advise thgt _the Environment Agency are workln_g W|th_ of this representation
to protect Byfleet from flooding in future. relevant partner_s to develop future FIood_AIIewatlon Scheme_s' along the River Wey (including

around Byfleet) in order to reduce flood risk to local communities.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB4 Asks why a petition from 2,500 villagers against previous None stated. The Byfleet Petition states ‘we the undersigned residents of Byfleet, strongly object to any No further modification
attempts to develop the Green Belt in Byfleet have been further erosion of our Green Belt, especially in the area surrounding Murrays Lane. We is proposed as a result
ignored. There is a need for serious consideration of the therefore ask Woking Bo_rougﬁ Council to do their utmost to preserve this last small area of of this representation
above points before development of Green Belt land takes country3|de.around the wllagg . The Council has taken the petition into account as a
place representation to the Regulation 18 consultation and has formally responded under

) Representor ID 1524.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB5 Asks why a petition from 2,500 villagers against previous None stated. The Byfleet Petition states ‘we the undersigned residents of Byfleet, strongly object to any No further modification
attempts to develop the Green Belt in Byfleet have been further erosion of our Green Belt, espgcially in th_e area surrounding Murrays Lane. We is proposed as a result
ignored. There is a need for serious consideration of the therefore_ ask Woking Bo_rough’ Council to d_o their utmost to preserve this last small area of of this representation
above points before development of Green Belt land takes country3|de.around the wllagg . The Council has taken the petition into account as a
place representation to the Regulation 18 consultation and has formally responded under

' Representor ID 1524.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB4 Objects to the plans. | understand there is possibly None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
brownfield land available elsewhere in the Borough that Topic Paper. See Sections 9.0 and 11.0. is proposed as a result
could be considered for development instead of these Green of this representation
Belt sites.

1506 | P.S. Elkin GB5 Objects to the plans. | understand there is possibly None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters No further modification
brownfield land available elsewhere in the Borough that Topic Paper. See Sections 9.0 and 11.0. is proposed as a result
could be considered for development instead of these Green of this representation
Belt sites.

113 | G Elliot GB12 Residents of Pyrford who value the character of it. They had | None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision is addressed in detail in Section 3 of the No further modification

previously objected to proposals years ago for development
on either side of Upshot Road and reiterated their concerns.

Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a range of studies to
demonstrate that the overall purpose of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal.
Consequently, it is not envisaged that the proposals will have significant adverse impacts on
the quality of life of people and/or the general character of the area. Details of the range of
studies used to inform the DPD is set out in Section of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic

is proposed as a result
of this representation

81



Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
Paper. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is
The existing infrastructure including roads, drains, schools comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1,
etc. cannot cope with new houses. 2 and 4. In particular, the Council has assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to
accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the landscape character of the area will not be
significantly affected. This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and
Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt
including preventing neighbouring town from merging into one another and are satisfied that
the physical separation between Woking and Guildford will not be compromised. The traffic
and infrastructure implications of the proposals are comprehensively addressed by Section 3
and 20. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision
to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there
might be locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst
traditionally health provision reacts to meet projected demand, the Council is seeking to work
with the Clinical Commission Groups to see how well provision could be aligned to the
proposed development to avoid unacceptable standards of provision in the area. It is important
to note that the Council has a responsibility to plan to meet the development needs of the area.

113 | G Elliot GB13 Residents of Pyrford who value the character of it. They had | None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals is addressed No further modification

previously objected to proposals years ago for development comprehensively in Section 3 of the Council's Issues qnd Matters Topic Paper. |.t is expeclted is proposed as a result
out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose of the Green Belt will not be
undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is not envisaged that the proposals will have
significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and/or the general character of the

o . . . area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set out in Section of the

The existing infrastructure including roads, drains, schools Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to

etc. cannot cope with new houses. meet future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the Council’'s Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. In particular, the Council has assessed the
sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the landscape
character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is addressed in
detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper

641 | Emma Elliott UA32 Concentrate on the areas which need redevelopment: the Concentrate Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns, the site is identified to be within a Priority No further modification
flats above the shops and other blocks of flats on the estate, | on the areas Place in the Core Strategy CS5. This identifies the area to benefit from and undergo significant | is proposed as a result
which WBC have been aware of for many years. The rest of | which need regeneration to contribute to future development needs, in particular housing. of this representation
the estate does not need regeneration, houses are solidly redevelopment
built and there is no justification for them to be bulldozed. : the flats

above the
shops and
other blocks of
flats on the
estate, which
WBC have
been aware of
for many
years. The rest
of the estate
does not need
regeneration.

641 | Emma Elliott UA32 With regard to the DPD's intent on the detailed transport None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
assessment to determine site specific transport measures, Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. Furthermore the collection of_th_e Community | js proposed as a result
that proposed development in the vicinity of the site should Infrastructure Levy as part of development allows fun to be put towards strategic infrastructure | of this representation
be accounted for and Highways improvements may be _cli_(ra]l_lvery, V\l;hICh V\tIOLfJ|$]ta|c(:e acc_clJuné of vxlndt_er dg/gllqptmen:ja?qlm;r_astructure r;]egd?)s Tﬂa:n area.

- - o is may be part of the Council's Regulation ist, as detailed in paragraph 3.3 of the
requweq, states that traffic through the estate \_NlII increase Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
dramatically, particularly at rush hours. There is already
traffic up to and occasionally beyond Bishop David Brown
school in the morning.
641 | Emma Elliott UA32 In terms of the mitigation measures for noise and light None stated. This is set out as a 'key requirement’ and will need to be met. No further modification

pollution along 