Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
1014 | Simon Lacey GB11 Site contains bridle paths and public rights of way. None stated. The key requirements for the site in the Site Allocations DPD sets out that Public Rights of Way | No further modification
Susie must be safeguarded and existing footpaths should be retained. This would be considered in is proposed as a result
further detail at the Development Management stage. Nevertheless the Council believe that the | of this representation
wording of the key requirements in the DPD will ensure that the existing footpaths and rights of
way are protected.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB10 Disregards with CS24 objective to conserve escarpments None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
Susie and heathlands. Section 7.0. is proposed as a result
) ) o of this representation
In landscape terms, most of the allocations have the capacity to accommodate change. This is
set out within the Green Belt Boundary Review. Development can be achieved on this site
without undermining the landscape character of the area. Core Strategy Policies CS21 and
CS24 will be taken into account at the Development Management stage.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB11 Disregards with CS24 objective to conserve escarpments None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
Susie and heathlands. Section 7.0. is proposed as a result
) ) o of this representation
In landscape terms, most of the allocations have the capacity to accommodate change. This is
set out within the Green Belt Boundary Review. Development can be achieved on this site
without undermining the landscape character of the area. Core Strategy Policies CS21 and
CS24 will be taken into account at the Development Management stage.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB14 Reclassification does not satisfy exceptional circumstances. | None stated. As noted within the draft Site Allocations DPD reasoned justification, the site is proposed to be | No further modification
Susie released from the Green Belt in assist in ensuring a strong defensible Green Belt boundary in is proposed as a result
the future. The GBBR concluded that the sites within the parcel should be comprehensively of this representation
planned to include various uses including green infrastructure. This site was considered
suitable for green infrastructure only due to its more prominent position at a higher point on the
Escarpment of rising ground. If sites GB8 (Nursery Land adjacent to Egley Road) and GB10
(Land to the north east of Saunders Lane) are removed from the Green Belt post-2027, site
GB14 will be surrounded by land designated as urban area. This isolated pocket of Green Belt
land would therefore not create a strong defensible Green Belt boundary in the future.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB10 The road floods routinely in winter. Water runs the hill from None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Susie GB14 until it was blocked by the rail line. Development west Topic Paper. See Section 5.0 is proposed as a result
of the rail line will increase run-off and make the road more of this representation
dangerous.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB11 The road floods routinely in winter. Water runs the hill from None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Susie GB14 until it was blocked by the rail line. Development west Topic Paper. See Section 5.0 is proposed as a result
of the rail line will increase run-off and make the road more of this representation
dangerous.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB14 The road floods routinely in winter. Water runs the hill from None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Susie GB14 until it was blocked by the rail line. Development west Topic Paper. See Section 5.0 is proposed as a result
of the rail line will increase run-off and make the road more of this representation
dangerous.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB14 Unclear about intentions for the site. None stated. As noted in the Site Allocations DPD key requirements, when the site comes forward for green | No further modification
Susie Sole entry to the site is accessed from Hook Hill Lane. This infrastructure purposes the provision of improved accessibility will be required. This includes is proposed as a result
is a narrow and busy road, with single track rail bridge pedestrian and cycle links. This level of detail would be cons?dered at the De\_/elopment of this representation
restriction therefore the area unsuitable for general public M_anagemer_u stage, where matters such as access a_nd any impacts on the highways net_work
access. will be considered by both the Local Planning Authority and the County Highways Authority.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB10 Local infrastructure cannot support such as large population | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
sSusie increase. There is 0n|y a post office and barbers. everyday needs of those Iiving IocaIIy. 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.
1014 | Simon Lacey GB11 Local infrastructure cannot support such as large population | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
Susie increase. There is only a post office and barbers. 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
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
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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.

1014

Simon
Susie

Lacey

GB10

Proposed density is higher than surrounding areas, in conflict
with the Council's Core Strategy policy CS24 object to
conserve and where possible enhance character.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 18.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1014

Simon
Susie

Lacey

GB11

Proposed density is higher than surrounding areas, in conflict
with the Council's Core Strategy policy CS24 object to
conserve and where possible enhance character.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 18.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1014

Simon
Susie

Lacey

GB10

The road network is already at capacity and further
development will make the situation worse. The area is used
by drivers as rat-runs to the three rail crossings.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths and safety 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

1014

Simon
Susie

Lacey

GB11

The road network is already at capacity and further
development will make the situation worse. The area is used
by drivers as rat-runs to the three rail crossings.

Hook Hill Lane is dangerous for pedestrian and cyclists,
people have to walk in the road with blind corners and
narrow width. Will become a rat-run because of its directness
to the site.

Recent roadworks on Triggs Lane caused gridlock.

Rail crossings need to been improved as the area is
saturated.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths and safety 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.

1014

Simon
Susie

Lacey

GB14

The road network is already at capacity and further
development will make the situation worse. The area is used
by drivers as rat-runs to the three rail crossings.

Hook Hill Lane is dangerous for pedestrian and cyclists,
people have to walk in the road with blind corners and
narrow width. Will become a rat-run because of its directness
to the site.

Recent roadworks on Triggs Lane caused gridlock.

Rail crossings need to been improved as the area is
saturated.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding pedestrian
footpaths and safety 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

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB12

Concerned about the impact on 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. 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




Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
1401 | Louis, Lai GB13 Concerned about the impact on wildlife. None stated. During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification
Jalpa Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites. is proposed as a result
Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural of this representation
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.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB12 Concerned about the increase in traffic, when roads into None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
Jalpa West Byfleet are already very congested. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.3, 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
of this representation
1401 | Louis, Lai GB13 Concerned about the increase in traffic, when roads into None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
Jalpa West Byfleet are already very congested. Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.3, 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
of this representation
1401 | Louis, Lai GB12 Concerned about the extra load on already oversubscribed None stated. The Council is committed to conserving and protecting existing biodiversity assets within the No further modification
Jalpa health centres and schools. Borough. Outside of designated important sites and habitats, the Council will encourage new is proposed as a result
development to make positive contribution to biodiversity through the creation of green spaces | of this representation
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.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB13 Concerned about the extra load on already oversubscribed None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
Jalpa health centres and schools. overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally of this representation
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 representation is
also addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraph 3.8.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB12 Concerned that giving up the Green Belt, which we thought The natural This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters | No further modification
Jalpa was protected from mass urbanisation, will lead to the landscape Topic Paper. See Section 7.0, 21.0 and 23.0. is proposed as a result
destruction of trees, footpaths and irreversibly spoil the rural | should be of this representation
setting and charming landscape of Pyrford. This should be preserved.
preserved. Pyrford is an asset to the Borough.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB13 Concerned that giving up the Green Belt, which we thought The natural This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Jalpa was protected from mass urbanisation, will lead to the landscape Topic Paper. See Section 7.0, 21.0 and 23.0. is proposed as a result
destruction of trees, footpaths and irreversibly spoil the rural | should be of this representation
setting and charming landscape of Pyrford. This should be preserved.
preserved. Pyrford is an asset to the Borough.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB3 Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across | None stated. While retirement homes, and more widely homes for older people are needed in the Borough, No further modification
Jalpa Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves they are planned for in other allocations in this plan (specifically sites GB4 and GB16) and are | is proposed as a result
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the a:so ”0(; ?reC'UdEd b)f’ the_ges'de_”t'af' E”OC?‘“O”S of other sétes-d"'omes for %'ld;"r geoplg canbe | of this representation
: planned for as part of a wider mix of housing, as promoted and encouraged by Core Strategy
gﬁgdﬂgt ?E:Z?gefl?/ dv\];ﬁ; rliﬁ:;?;?;é:goggg?t;gleif be Policies CS11 and CS13. The Council has a duty to meet identified need for traveller pitches,
. and this site is considered suitable to meet this need in comparison to reasonable alternatives
retirement homes? sites.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB1 Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across | None stated. This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be No further modification
Jalpa Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21 is proposed as a result

the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. While it is agreed that there is need
for housing for elderly people, there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and
market homes. This is outlined in more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. It should be noted that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically
includes housing to meet the needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13
supports development of accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet
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may be considered a suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of
shops and services in West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential
development would be considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which
encourages a suitable mix of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may
be encouraged as part of a suitable mix of development.

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB2

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. While it is agreed that there is need
for housing for elderly people, there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and
market homes. This is outlined in more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. It should be noted that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically
includes housing to meet the needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13
supports development of accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet
may be considered a suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of
shops and services in West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential
development would be considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which
encourages a suitable mix of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may
be encouraged as part of a suitable mix of development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB4

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. While it is agreed that there is need
for housing for elderly people, there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and
market homes. This is outlined in more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. It should be noted that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically
includes housing to meet the needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13
supports development of accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet
may be considered a suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of
shops and services in West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential
development would be considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which
encourages a suitable mix of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may
be encouraged as part of a suitable mix of development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GBS

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. While it is agreed that there is need
for housing for elderly people, there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and
market homes. This is outlined in more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. It should be noted that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically
includes housing to meet the needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13
supports development of accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet
may be considered a suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of
shops and services in West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential
development would be considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which
encourages a suitable mix of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may
be encouraged as part of a suitable mix of development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB7

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. 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. While it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people,
there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and market homes. This is outlined in
more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It should be noted
that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically includes housing to meet the
needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of
a suitable mix of development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB8

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. 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. While it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people,
there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and market homes. This is outlined in

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It should be noted
that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically includes housing to meet the
needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of
a suitable mix of development.

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB9

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. 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. While it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people,
there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and market homes. This is outlined in
more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It should be noted
that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically includes housing to meet the
needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of
a suitable mix of development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB10

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. 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. While it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people,
there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and market homes. This is outlined in
more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It should be noted
that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically includes housing to meet the
needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of
a suitable mix of development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB11

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be
protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21
Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. 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. While it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people,
there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and market homes. This is outlined in
more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It should be noted
that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically includes housing to meet the
needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of
a suitable mix of development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1401

Louis,
Jalpa

Lai

GB12

Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across
Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of
retirement homes?

None stated.

This comment is noted, and while it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people,
there is also much wider housing need, for affordable and market homes. This is outlined in
more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It should be noted
that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically includes housing to meet the
needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation




Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
a suitable mix of development.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB13 Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across | None stated. This comment is noted, and while it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people, | No further modification
Ja|pa Wokmg by re|easing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves there is also much _wider housing need,_ for affordable and market _homes. This is outlined in is proposed as a result
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the more detail in Sectlor_1 1._0 of the Councn's_ Issues and Mqtﬁ[ers T_oplc Paper. It_should be noted of this representation
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be that the Broadoaks site in West Byflget (site GB16) speC|_f|caIIy includes housing to meet the
aimed at the elderly who currently fa(;e a shortage of needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
. > accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
retirement homes” suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of
a suitable mix of development.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB14 Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across | None stated. This comment is noted, and while it is agreed that there is need for housing for elderly people, | No further modification
Jalpa Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves there is al§o_ much _vvider housing need,_ for affordable and market _homes. This is outlined in is proposed as a result
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the more detail in Sectlorj 1:0 of the Councn's.lssues and Ma}t.ters Tpplc Paper. It.should be noted of this representation
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be that the Broadoaks site in West Byﬂget (site GB16) spemﬂcally includes housing to meet the
aimed at the elderly who currently faée a shortage of needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13 supports development of
. accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet may be considered a
retirement homes? suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of shops and services in
West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential development would be
considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which encourages a suitable mix
of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may be encouraged as part of
a suitable mix of development.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB15 Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across | None stated. This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be No further modification
Jalpa Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21 is proposed as a result
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. While it is agreed that there is need | of this representation
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be for hkogsr:ng for eTlﬂ‘?”.y pec;lple,dthere 1S a(ljsc; r.rl“.JChSW'?.er hlogSI??hnegd, for_lafflordable ang tt
. market homes. This is outlined in more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters
a'”."ed atthe elder’l)y who currently face a shortage of Topic Paper. It should be noted that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically
retirement homes” includes housing to meet the needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13
supports development of accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet
may be considered a suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of
shops and services in West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential
development would be considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which
encourages a suitable mix of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may
be encouraged as part of a suitable mix of development.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB16 Objects to development of housing and traveller sites across | None stated. This comment is noted. The character of the areas where development is proposed will be No further modification
Jalpa Woking by releasing Green Belt. Moved to Pyrford and loves protected through the key requirements of development, and Core Strategy Policies CS21 is proposed as a result
the village feel and rural setting. While understanding the Design and CS24 Woking's Landscape and Townscape. While it is agreed that there is need | of this representation
need for change and for new houses, shouldn't these be for housing for eld_erl_y people, there is also r_nl_Jch W|d_er housing need, for_ affordable and
aimed at the elderly who currently face a shortage of market homes. This is outlined in more detail in Section 1.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters
. > Topic Paper. It should be noted that the Broadoaks site in West Byfleet (site GB16) specifically
retirement homes” includes housing to meet the needs of the elderly, and the Council's Core Strategy Policy CS13
supports development of accommodation for older people in suitable locations. West Byfleet
may be considered a suitable location for such development, with its proximity to a range of
shops and services in West Byfleet District Centre. However, all sites for residential
development would be considered with regard to Policy CS13 and also Policy CS11, which
encourages a suitable mix of dwellings to address local need, and homes for older people may
be encouraged as part of a suitable mix of development.
1401 | Louis, Lai GB12 Hopes we will take on board the feedback and consider the None stated. All representations and feedback to this consultation will be given due consideration with No further modification
Jalpa feelings of Pyrford residents. regard to the Council's Statement of Community Involvement and the relevant planning is proposed as a result
regulations. of this representation
1401 | Louis, Lai GB13 Hopes we will take on board the feedback and consider the None stated. All representations and feedback to this consultation will be given due consideration with No further modification
Jalpa feelings of Pyrford residents. regard to the Council's Statement of Community Involvement and the relevant planning is proposed as a result
regulations. of this representation
964 | Jonathan | Lambert GB12 Concerned the Council have gone against advice from None stated. The representation has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
independent GBR. Section 17.0. is proposed as a result
of this representation
964 | Jonathan | Lambert GB13 Concerned the Council have gone against advice from None stated. The representation has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
independent GBR. Section 17.0. is proposed as a result
of this representation
964 | Jonathan | Lambert GB12 Object to development proposals in Pyrford. None stated. The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the No further modification

Existing plans in Guildford borough and Byfleet will have

road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

is proposed as a result
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significant impacts on congestion, safety and infrastructure in
Pyrford.

The trains are overcrowded and additional residents will
make this worse.

The distance of the development sites will lead to residents
driving to the station. The station car park is already full
therefore infrastructure investment would be required.

The road network is already congested and further
development will make the situation worse.

Traffic from the development sites will pass outside the
Pyrford school. A school child was hit by a car earlier this
year.

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 and
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.

It is agreed that peak hour trains are operating at or above capacity. This has been noted
within the Network Rail Wessex Route Plan which states that ‘Commuter travel in the peaks
continues to grow leading to frequent overcrowding with some passengers having to stand on
journeys to London from as far away as Andover and Winchester'. Within the same report,
Network Rail has published its future investment programme to improve the rail infrastructure
in the Borough. This includes a grade separated flyover at Woking Station to increase capacity
on the network. This particular infrastructure proposal has included within Site Allocation UA23.
Any further rail investment programmes will be used in inform the next review of the Woking
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP).

of this representation

964

Jonathan

Lambert

GB13

Object to development proposals in Pyrford.

Existing plans in Guildford borough and Byfleet will have
significant impacts on congestion, safety and infrastructure in
Pyrford.

The trains are overcrowded and additional residents will
make this worse.

The distance of the development sites will lead to residents
driving to the station. The station car park is already full
therefore infrastructure investment would be required.

The road network is already congested and further
development will make the situation worse.

Traffic from the development sites will pass outside the
Pyrford school. A school child was hit by a car earlier this
year.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

It is agreed that peak hour trains are operating at or above capacity. This has been noted

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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within the Network Rail Wessex Route Plan which states that ‘Commuter travel in the peaks

continues to grow leading to frequent overcrowding with some passengers having to stand on

journeys to London from as far away as Andover and Winchester'. Within the same report,

Network Rail has published its future investment programme to improve the rail infrastructure

in the Borough. This includes a grade separated flyover at Woking Station to increase capacity

on the network. This particular infrastructure proposal has included within Site Allocation UA23.

Any further rail investment programmes will be used in inform the next review of the Woking

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP).

52 | Amy Lambkin GB12 Deep concern of the proposed development areas Pyrford None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to serve the proposals, including schools is No further modification

Lovelace Drive and Upshot Lane. comprehensively addressed by Section 3 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. is proposed as a result
The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose of the of this representation
Moved back due to the peaceful setting with amazing school Green Blelt v_\ﬂllhnot be_ ur?]‘(_jerminzd by th_e proposal. r(ltonseth_uen;ll)_/f, it i? not elnvisa(tj%ed Lhat the
: o . proposals will have significant adverse impacts on the quality of life of people and/or the
and cIo_se links to Lon_don and local amenltles_ to hand in a general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform the DPD is set out
sma_ll village commum_ty. Compared to Weybridge where in Section of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The justification for the release of
traffic and congestion is far worse and regularly affected by Green Belt land to meet future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the
the M25, what used to be a peaceful town is now struggling Council’'s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. In particular, the Council
with schools and the NHS being strained. Pyrford is a small has assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the proposals. It is satisfied the
caring community with many local clubs and has direct landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected. This particular issue is
access to the countryside within a 5 minute walk. The addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper. The sites have been
outstanding school is already heavily oversubscribed. Chose assessed against the purposes of the Green Belt including preventing neighbouring town from
this area around Woking because of the green space and ge_rlglfngc;ntgilone lr;mother and _aredsgrtgsfledf;hat ﬂlie' pfhysmal sepe}ratllc_m b_etweefngNoklng an:nl
; . ; . uildford will not be compromised. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals
direct country5|de_ access and b_elng E.lble to br_eathe C'ea‘_‘ ar are comprehensively addressed by Section 3 and 20. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
and g0 for walks in the countryside without using the car is that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst
very important. 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.

52 | Amy Lambkin GB12 Terrified the Council will make a mistake and regret the None stated. The Council has a responsibility to identify sufficient land to meet the development needs of No further modification
consequences. Aware of Government requirements for the area and the proposals will make a contribution towards that and also ensure the enduring is proposed as a result
providing housing and the choices that have to be made with permanence of the Green Belt boundary. The Council acknowledge that Pyrford has a of this representation
planning. But the housing proposals in Pyrford would cause cartied out & range of S166 1o demonairate hat the overall purpose of the Green Belt il ot
irreparable da_mage to the local Commu_nlty which would not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is not envisaged that the proposals will have
be resolved with such a small community. 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

The roads are used as cut through to Ripley and Woking. Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to

Putting 423 new houses into an area where single track meet future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and

roads are a common will result in residents not being able to Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. In particular, the Council has assessed the

use the roads and confined to their homes. 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 and it is not expected that the purpose and integrity of
the Green Belt will be undermined by the proposals. 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.

52 | Amy Lambkin GB12 423 new houses will mean: 800+ cars, 1000's of children and | None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to serve the proposals, including schools is No further modification
Pyrford School is already at breaking point. comprehensively addressed by Section 3 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. is proposed as a result

of this representation

52 | Amy Lambkin GB12 How will homes be made affordable? House prices in Pyrford | None stated. The Council has an affordable housing policy, Policy CS12 of the Core Strategy to make sure No further modification
are already unattainable for the average family. Will builders that a proportion of housing development is affordable. is proposed as a result
be forced to keep their prices low? The Help to Buy option of this representation
won't help people to buy in an area that has seen
considerable price increases in the past 9 years.

52 | Amy Lambkin GB12 There are many things wrong with the proposals. Shame on Reconsider Land ownership has not influenced the selection of sites. this matter is addressed in the No further modification
the landowner who will benefit from selling this land and these plans. Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 13. The justification for the release of is proposed as a result
inflict unnecessary misery on many families that have Green Belt land to meet future development needs is comprehensively addressed by the of this representation
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supported the Conservatives. Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 and 2.
Please reconsider these plans.

52 | Amy Lambkin GB13 Deep concern of the proposed development areas Pyrford None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision to serve the proposals, including schools is No further modification

Lovelace Drive and Upshot Lane. comprehensively addressed by Section 3 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The | js proposed as a result
Council has carried out a revised Green Belt Boundary Review Sensitivity Test — Strategic of this representation
Moved back due to the peaceful setting with amazing school Transport Assessment (TA) (2015).to assess the transport ?mplicatiqns of t.he allocated sites.
and close links to London and local amenities to hand in a 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

smqll village communl'ty. Compared to Weybridge where sites. The mitigation measures will comprise both strategic schemes to be funded by developer
traffic and congestion is far worse and regglarly affected.by contributions and other sources of funding and by site specific measures to be determined as
the M25, what used to be a peaceful town is now struggling part of detailed Transport Assessments to support planning applications. Specific requirements
with schools and the NHS being strained. Pyrford is a small have been incorporated in the relevant proposed allocations to make sure that development
caring community with many local clubs and has direct impacts are fully assessed and appropriate site specific measures are identified to address any
access to the countryside within a 5 minute walk. The adverse impacts. The Council is working with the County Council to identify the strategic
this area around Woking because of the green space and Shtrat?]gy and Prohgramr.n.e. The Cokunt{) Cc;]un(c:ll as Ij:lgr.}\l/vay Au.thonty fo:jthe area :c? sgtlsfled f

: . ; . that the approach to mitigation taken by the Council will minimise any adverse traffic impacts o
direct countryS|de_ access and b_elng e_lble to br_eathe clear_1 ar the DPD to enable development to be acceptable in transport terms.
and go for walks in the countryside without using the car is
very important.

52 | Amy Lambkin GB13 Terrified the Council will make a mistake and regret the None stated. The Council acknowledge the distinctive character of Pyrford and has the necessary robust No further modification
conseguences. Aware of Government requirements for policies to protect that. The Council_has carried out arange of studies to demonstrate tha_t t_he is proposed as a result
providing housing and the choices that have to be made with overall purpose of the Green Belt will not be undermined by the proposal. Consequently, it is of this representation
planning. But the housing proposals in Pyrford would cause not e|nV|sa§]/ed ttrf:at the prcl)pﬁsals '\:NI|| k:‘at\ée S|gn|f|(|:3antt ﬁtdvirtie |mpactsfontt2¢ quallt)é (t)f I_m;; of
; ; . people and/or the general character of the area. Details of the range of studies used to inform
irreparable damage to the local Commu.mty which would not the DPD is set out in Section of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The justification
be resolved with such a small community. 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
The roads are used a cut through to Ripley and Woking. particular, the Council has assessed the sensitivity of the landscape to accommodate the
Putting 423 new houses into an area where single track proposals. It is satisfied the landscape character of the area will not be significantly affected.
roads are a common will result in residents not being able to This particular issue is addressed in detail in Section 7 of the Issues and Matter Topic Paper.
use the roads and confined to their homes. 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.

52 | Amy Lambkin GB13 423 new houses will mean: 800+ cars, 1000's of children and | None stated. The infrastructure provision to support the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section | No further modification
Pyrford School is already at breaking point. 3 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. is proposed as a result

of this representation

52 | Amy Lambkin GB13 How will homes be made affordable? House prices in Pyrford | None stated. The Council has an Affordable housing policy, Policy CS12 of the Core Strategy to make sure | No further modification
are already unattainable for the average family. Will builders that a proportion of housing development is affordable. is proposed as a result
be forced to keep their prices low? The Help to Buy option of this representation
won't help people to buy in an area that has seen
considerable price increases in the past 9 years.

52 | Amy Lambkin GB13 There are many things wrong with the proposals. Shame on | Reconsider Land ownership has not influenced the selection of sites. this matter is addressed in the No further modification
the landowner who will benefit from selling this land and these plans. Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 13. The justification for the release of | s proposed as a result
inflict unnecessary misery on many families that have Green.E‘ieIt land to meet future deyelopment needs is comprehensively addressed by the of this representation
supported the Conservatives. Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 and 2.

Please reconsider these plans.
1263 | Andrew Land GB10 The evidence in various reports demonstrate how None stated. The available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation are in sustainable No further modification

inappropriate the sites are for development. There are

locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green
Belt.

is proposed as a result

10
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significant constraints that would require a long list of of this representation
mitigation factors. 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.
Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 paragraph
1.13,8.0,9.0and 10.0
1263 | Andrew Land GB11 The evidence in various reports demonstrate how None stated. The available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation are in sustainable No further modification
inappropriate the sites are for development. There are locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green | is proposed as a result
significant constraints that would require a long list of Belt. of this representation
mitigation factors. 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.
Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 paragraph
1.13,8.0,9.0 and 10.0
1263 | Andrew Land GB10 The site is not suitable for high density development. Any The parcel The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the No further modification
proposal for the site will create serious traffic issues into should be road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See is proposed as a result
Woking Centre. excluded. Section 3.0, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 24.0 of this representation
There are inconsistencies in assessment in the GBBR for WBC should The representation regarding the evidence base has been addressed in the Council’s Issues
GB10 and Parc.eI.ZO. When conS|de.red alone, GB10 SCO“?S exhaus't and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 8.0, 10.0 and 17.0
poorly. The decision to include the site was because the site | brownfield
is available and suitable. _ _ S sites With regards to the representation on GB release, this has been comprehensively addressed in
The reasons for releasing the site from the GB is not justified the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0
and is likely to attract a legal challenge. The parcel should be
excluded and WBC should ensure brownfield sites have The representation regarding the brownfield land has been comprehensively addressed in the
been exhausted first Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 9.0, 11.0 and 16.0
1263 | Andrew Land GB11 The site is not suitable for high density development. Any The parcel The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the No further modification
proposal for the site will create serious traffic issues into should be road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See is proposed as a result
Woking Centre. excluded. Section 3.0, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 24.0 of this representation
There are inconsistencies in assessment in the GBBR for WBC should The representation regarding the evidence base has been addressed in the Council’s Issues
GB10 and ParC(.eI.ZO. When con3|dered alone, GB10 Scores eXhaus.t and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 8.0, 10.0 and 17.0
poorly. The decision to include the site was because the site | brownfield
is available and suitable. _ _ o sites With regards to the representation on GB release, this has been comprehensively addressed in
The reasons for releasing the site from the GB is not justified the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0
and is likely to attract a legal challenge. The parcel should be
excluded and WBC should ensure brownfield sites have The representation regarding the brownfield land has been comprehensively addressed in the
been exhausted first Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 9.0, 11.0 and 16.0
137 | PA Lane General Object to proposed level of housing development in Hook None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Heath and Mayford. Whilst exceptionally Green Belt land comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. see Section 1 is proposed as a result
may be released for housing, the level proposed is far too and 2. Whilst the scale of the proposals are acknowledged, there are sufficient requirements of this representation
high and will start to change :[he character of these areas and included in the allocations to ensure that their development will not undermine the character of
lead to further urban sprawl. the area.
137 | PA Lane General Road network could not cope with such population growth None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
and its effect on transportation issues. Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. is proposed as a result
of this representation
137 | PA Lane General Such major changes should be discussed in a public None stated. The Council has fully engaged with the public in preparing the DPD. The Regulation 18 No further modification
consultation when housing density, supporting infrastructure consultation is a demonstration of that. This matter has been comprehensively addressed in is proposed as a result
and protection of the local landscape must be fully evaluated. tEe COU”C”’S_'S?UGS ano: Matters Topic lpaPer- See Seﬁtion EI" The Cr?unc” will be publishing | of this representation
WE MUST PROTECT THE Green Belt. the DPD again for Regulation 19 consultation to give the public another opportunity to
us OTEC Green Belt comment on the DPD before it is submitted to the Secretary of State for Examination.
1200 | Sharon Lane GB10 | strongly object to the proposed housing on GB7, GB8, GB9, | Please This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic No further modification
GB10 and GB11 and destruction of the Green Belt. reconsider Paper. See Section 1, 2 and 4. The character of Mayford is protected by policy CS6 of the is proposed as a result
Development will result in Mayford becoming a suburb of your plans. Core Strategy. The Council believes that the proposals will not undermine the overall character | of this representation

Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford,
against the purpose of Green Belt. Development would
destroy natural habitats for wildlife.

Living here is about going for walks enjoying the countryside.

of the area. Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin
Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the importance of protecting environmentally
sensitive sites. Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied that the sites can be developed for the
proposed uses without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This
conclusion is supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations
Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and the Landscape Character Assessment. None of the
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National policy states that Green Belt boundaries should only
be altered in exceptional circumstances. This has not been
proven by the Council, especially as Policy states that
housing need including for Traveller sites does not justify the
harm done to the Green Belt by inappropriate development.

relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England have objected to the use of the sites
on the basis of its potential significant impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The sites do
not fall within any of the areas identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA
as absolute constraints. The proposed allocations include a list of key requirements to be met
to make the development of the sites 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 sites minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and
the landscape setting of 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.

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB11

| strongly object to the proposed housing on GB7, GB8, GB9,
GB10 and GB11 and destruction of the Green Belt.
Development will result in Mayford becoming a suburb of
Woking and increasing the risk of merging with Guildford,
against the purpose of Green Belt. Development would
destroy natural habitats for wildlife. National policy states that
Green Belt boundaries should only be altered in exceptional
circumstances. This has not been proven by the Council,
especially as Policy states that housing need including for
Traveller sites does not justify the harm done to the Green
Belt by inappropriate development.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 1, 2 and 4. The character of Mayford is protected by policy CS6 of the
Core Strategy. The Council believes that the proposals will not undermine the overall character
of the area. Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin
Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the importance of protecting environmentally
sensitive sites. Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied that the sites can be developed for the
proposed uses without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This
conclusion is supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations
Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and the Landscape Character Assessment. None of the
relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England have objected to the use of the sites
on the basis of its potential significant impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The sites do
not fall within any of the areas identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA
as absolute constraints. The proposed allocations include a list of key requirements to be met
to make the development of the sites 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 sites minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and
the landscape setting of 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

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB14

| strongly object to proposed housing on GB8, GB9, GB10,
GB11 and GB14 on Green Belt grounds. Building on this
land will make Mayford a suburb of Woking and risk merging
Woking and Guildford. Development would destroy
Mayford’s village status and the natural habitat of wild
animals. We enjoy walking in the countryside. Green Belt
boundaries should only be altered in “exceptional
circumstances”, these are not proven. Housing need —
including for Traveller sites — does not justify harm to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 1, 2 and 4. The character of Mayford is protected by policy CS6 of the
Core Strategy. The Council believes that the proposals will not undermine the overall character
of the area. Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin
Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the importance of protecting environmentally
sensitive sites. Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied that the sites can be developed for the
proposed uses without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This
conclusion is supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations
Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and the Landscape Character Assessment. None of the
relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England have objected to the use of the sites
on the basis of its potential significant impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The sites do
not fall within any of the areas identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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as absolute constraints. The proposed allocations include a list of key requirements to be met
to make the development of the sites 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 sites minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and
the landscape setting of 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.

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB7

| strongly object to proposed housing on GB8, GB9, GB10,
GB11 and GB14 on Green Belt grounds. Building on this
land will make Mayford a suburb of Woking and risk merging
Woking and Guildford. Development would destroy
Mayford’s village status and the natural habitat of wild
animals. We enjoy walking in the countryside. Green Belt
boundaries should only be altered in “exceptional
circumstances”, these are not proven. Housing need —
including for Traveller sites — does not justify harm to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 1, 2 and 4. The character of Mayford is protected by policy CS6 of the
Core Strategy. The Council believes that the proposals will not undermine the overall character
of the area. Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin
Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the importance of protecting environmentally
sensitive sites. Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied that the sites can be developed for the
proposed uses without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This
conclusion is supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations
Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and the Landscape Character Assessment. None of the
relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England have objected to the use of the sites
on the basis of its potential significant impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The sites do
not fall within any of the areas identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA
as absolute constraints. The proposed allocations include a list of key requirements to be met
to make the development of the sites 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 sites minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and
the landscape setting of 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

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB8

| strongly object to proposed housing on GB8, GB9, GB10,
GB11 and GB14 on Green Belt grounds. Building on this
land will make Mayford a suburb of Woking and risk merging
Woking and Guildford. Development would destroy
Mayford’s village status and the natural habitat of wild
animals. We enjoy walking in the countryside. Green Belt
boundaries should only be altered in “exceptional
circumstances”, these are not proven. Housing need —
including for Traveller sites — does not justify harm to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 1, 2 and 4. The character of Mayford is protected by policy CS6 of the
Core Strategy. The Council believes that the proposals will not undermine the overall character
of the area. Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin
Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the importance of protecting environmentally
sensitive sites. Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied that the sites can be developed for the
proposed uses without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This
conclusion is supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations
Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and the Landscape Character Assessment. None of the
relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England have objected to the use of the sites
on the basis of its potential significant impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The sites do
not fall within any of the areas identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA
as absolute constraints. The proposed allocations include a list of key requirements to be met
to make the development of the sites acceptable. This includes making sure that site specific
matters such as biodiversity are fully assessed and where necessary mitigation measures

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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identified to address adverse impacts. The requirements will also ensure that the siting, layout
and design of the sites minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and
the landscape setting of 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.

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB9

| strongly object to proposed housing on GB8, GB9, GB10,
GB11 and GB14 on Green Belt grounds. Building on this
land will make Mayford a suburb of Woking and risk merging
Woking and Guildford. Development would destroy
Mayford’s village status and the natural habitat of wild
animals. We enjoy walking in the countryside. Green Belt
boundaries should only be altered in “exceptional
circumstances”, these are not proven. Housing need —
including for Traveller sites — does not justify harm to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 1, 2 and 4. The character of Mayford is protected by policy CS6 of the
Core Strategy. The Council believes that the proposals will not undermine the overall character
of the area. Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin
Heaths Special Protection Areas reiterates the importance of protecting environmentally
sensitive sites. Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied that the sites can be developed for the
proposed uses without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This
conclusion is supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations
Assessment, Sustainability Appraisal and the Landscape Character Assessment. None of the
relevant environmental bodies such as Natural England have objected to the use of the sites
on the basis of its potential significant impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The sites do
not fall within any of the areas identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA
as absolute constraints. The proposed allocations include a list of key requirements to be met
to make the development of the sites 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 sites minimises any adverse impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and
the landscape setting of 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

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB7

Mayford lacks the road infrastructure to support the houses
proposed. The roads are narrow, busy at peak times, with
speeding vehicles and some lack footpaths. The proposed
developments would increase the traffic and risks to
pedestrians. Mayford has limited supporting infrastructure.
Worplesdon train station would be unable to cope with more
commuters: there is already standing room only, the car park
is extremely busy and there is now a waiting list to get a Car
Park Season Ticket. The Moor Lane development will make
it busier.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

The approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals is comprehensively
addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3. 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 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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

1200 | Sharon Lane GB10 Mayford lacks the road infrastructure to support the houses Please The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
proposed. The roads are narrow, busy at peak times, with reconsider Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way is proposed as a result
speeding vehicles and some lack footpaths. The proposed | your plans. that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the of this representation
developments would increase the traffic and risks to Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Se_e Section 20. The existing shops in Mayfor_d _form the
pedestrians. Mayford has limited supporting infrastructure Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the everyday needs of those living locally. The

Co . . ’ proposed allocations set around Mayford would inevitably increase the number of people living
Worplesdon train S_tatlon would be_unable to cope with more locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
commuters: there is already standing room only, the car park Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
is extremely busy and there is now a waiting list to get a Car that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
Park Season Ticket. The Moor Lane development will make the rather dispersed provision currently in the Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly
it busier. 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

1200 | Sharon Lane GBS Mayford lacks the road infrastructure to support the houses Please The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
proposed. The roads are narrow, busy at peak times, with reconsider Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way is proposed as a result
speeding vehicles and some lack footpaths. The proposed | your plans. that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the of this representation
developments would increase the traffic and risks to Ess l;)zsrtac)r:‘dT'r\gitéEfrt-l;gfl\i/Zlfzirr)lzr.tﬁg%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ?szv(\)brking with the relevant operators and
pedestrians. Mf:_lyford _has limited supporting mfrastrl_Jcture. providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing operational deficiencies in
Worplesdon train s_tatlon would be_unable to cope with more public transport service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is also working
commuters: there is already standing room only, the car park with interested parties such as Network Rail, Enterprise M3 and the County Council to ensure
is extremely busy and there is now a waiting list to get a Car that there is future investment to deliver the necessary public transport infrastructure to meet
Park Season Ticket. The Moor Lane development will make the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes
it busier. 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.

1200 | Sharon Lane GB9 Mayford lacks the road infrastructure to support the houses Please The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet development needs is No further modification
proposed. The roads are narrow, busy at peak times, with reconsider comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, | js proposed as a result
speeding vehicles and some lack footpaths. The proposed your plans. 2 and 4.The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site of this representation

developments would increase the traffic and risks to
pedestrians. Mayford has limited supporting infrastructure.
Worplesdon train station would be unable to cope with more
commuters: there is already standing room only, the car park
is extremely busy and there is now a waiting list to get a Car
Park Season Ticket. The Moor Lane development will make
it busier.

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.
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1200

Sharon

Lane

GBl11

Mayford lacks the road infrastructure to support the houses
proposed. The roads are narrow, busy at peak times, with
speeding vehicles and some lack footpaths. The proposed
developments would increase the traffic and risks to
pedestrians. Mayford has limited supporting infrastructure.
Worplesdon train station would be unable to cope with more
commuters: there is already standing room only, the car park
is extremely busy and there is now a waiting list to get a Car
Park Season Ticket. The Moor Lane development will make
it busier.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

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

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB14

Mayford lacks the road infrastructure to support the houses
proposed. The roads are narrow, busy at peak times, with
speeding vehicles and some lack footpaths. The proposed
developments would increase the traffic and risks to
pedestrians. Mayford has limited supporting infrastructure.
Worplesdon train station would be unable to cope with more
commuters: there is already standing room only, the car park
is extremely busy and there is now a waiting list to get a Car
Park Season Ticket. The Moor Lane development will make
it busier.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

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. 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

1200

Sharon

Lane

GBl11

Mayford is key area for absorption of rainwater to alleviate
flooding; development will increase surface water and flood
risk to surrounding properties.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

Flooding implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues
and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 5.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1200

Sharon

Lane

GB7

Mayford is a key area for the absorption of rainwater to
alleviate flooding. Developing on the land will increase
surface water and increase flood risk to surrounding
properties.

Please
reconsider
your plans.

The flood risk implications of the proposals is addressed in detail in Section 5 of the Council's
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 to occupants or exacerbate
flood risk elsewhere.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed

ID DPD Modifications Modifications

1200 | Sharon Lane GB9 Mayford is key area for absorption of rainwater to alleviate Please The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the No further modification
flooding; development will increase surface water and flood reconsider Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a sequential test to is proposed as a result
risk to surrounding properties. your plans. inform.the selection of sites and is satisfied t.hat the proposals will not lead to unacceptable of this representation

flood risk to occupants or exacerbate flood risk elsewhere.

1200 | Sharon Lane GB8 Mayford is a key area for the absorption of rainwater to Please The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the Issues and No further modification
alleviate flooding. Developing on the land will increase reconsider Matters Topic Paper. See Section 5. is proposed as a result
surface water and increase flood risk to surrounding your plans. of this representation
properties.

1200 | Sharon Lane GB10 Mayford is a key area for the absorption of rainwater to Please The implication of the proposals on flooding is comprehensively addressed in the Council's No further modification
alleviate flooding. Developing on the land will increase reconsider Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 5. is proposed as a result
surface water and increase flood risk to surrounding your plans. of this representation
properties.

1200 | Sharon Lane GB14 Mayford is a key area for the absorption of rainwater to Please The implications of the proposals on flood risk is comprehensively addressed in the Council's No further modification
alleviate flooding. Developing on the land will increase reconsider Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 5. is proposed as a result
surface water and increase flood risk to surrounding your plans. of this representation
properties.

1200 | Sharon Lane GB7 | strongly object. All of Woking's Traveller sites are Please This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic No further modification
concentrated in one part of the borough and Mayford already | reconsider Paper. See Section 4. is proposed as a result
provides a major contribution towards the Traveller your plans. of this representation
community. No justification for further expansion in Mayford.

764 | R Lang GB7 The site is adjacent to Smarts Heath Common SSSI which is | None stated. Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification
used for leisure purposes. Development would decrease the intensification of the use of the site to include by an additional 12 pitches will not have is proposed as a result
visual amenity and character of the area and increase the significant ac_iverse impacts on nea_rby designated _sites that cannot k_)e adequately mitigated by | of this representation
risk to wildlife by having more domestic animals in close thg key requirements pf the allocation. The. Council ha}s consgltgd with Natural England and no

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

proximity. 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.

764 | R Lang GBS Not totally against the redevelopment but concerned that the | None stated. Support for the principle of development is noted. No further modification
current proposals have not been thought through. is proposed as a result

The Council has c_onsidered the impgc_t of the_ proposed developmen@ of the site on the road of this representation
network and local infrastructure provision. This has been addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0.

764 | R Lang GB7 Object to proposal. All of Woking's Traveller sites are None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
concentrated in one part of the borough and Mayford already Topic Paper. See Section 22.0 is proposed as a result
provides a major contribution towards the Traveller of this representation
community. No justification for further expansion in Mayford.

764 | R Lang GB7 Over the years successive Planning Inspectors have refused | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
applications on this site because they reduce the openness Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.3 is proposed as a result
of a Green Belt area. of this representation

764 | R Lang GB7 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
mentioned in the Domesday Book. Please also refer to the
response by the Mayford Village Society who | am happy
also to represent my views.

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.

The response to the Mayford Village Society can be found under Representor 1D 563.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
764 | R Lang GB8 Weekend sports events and noise will impact local residents. | None stated. As noted in the Officer's Report to the Planning Committee for the proposed school and leisure | No further modification
facilities, the proposed scheme will not have an adverse impact on residential properties. This is proposed as a result
is due to the separation distances between the proposed land uses and the adjacent of this representation
residential properties and the Planning Conditions attached to the planning permission.

764 | R Lang GB8 The track and stadium would generate a lot of traffic that the | None stated. The key requirements for the allocation note a number of site specific infrastructure No further modification
local roads can not cope with. It will also add to pollution. improvements that will need to be carried out before the site becomes operational. The is proposed as a result
Saunders Lane can not cope with extra traffic and can not be proposed school has carried out detailed transport studies in order to mitigate the impact of the | ¢ this representation
widened. Works are carried out on local roads and accidents deyelopment on the local ir!frastructurle network..This has begn consiqergd appropriate and
occur, both causing havoc suitable by the Lopal Plann[r!g Authority as the site has planning permission for a new school

’ ’ and associated leisure facilities.
The Development Management Policies DPD and Core Strategy provide a policy framework to
ensure new development does not have a significant impact on air quality.
The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the
road network has also been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

764 | R Lang GB8 Travelling by bus to Woking is difficult due to the frequency None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification
of services. This results in people using their cars and adding relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing is proposed as a result
to congestion and pollution. operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is of this representation

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.

567 | David Langfield GB12 The Council should consider a new category "Green field site | None stated. The Council agrees that further clarification could be made to the DPD to distinguish between | Amend Appendix 3 to
until we decide otherwise". the aII_ocated sites and the safeguarded sites. This will be reflected on future presentation highlight the

material and maps. safeguarded sites.

567 | David Langfield GB13 The Council should consider a new category "Green field site | None stated. The Council agrees that further clarification could be made to the DPD to distinguish between Amend Appendix 3 to
until we decide otherwise". the allocated sites and the safeguarded sites. This will be reflected on future presentation highlight the

material and maps. safeguarded sites.

567 | David Langfield GB12 The site is greenfield, so should be both green and a field. It | None stated. The Council is fully aware that the site is both greenfield and Green Belt. The definition for No further modification
will be neither of these when developers are finished with it. greenfield land can be found within the Council's Affordable Housing SPD, see Figure 2. is proposed as a result
What is the point of designating an area as a green field site ) ) o ) of this representation
if it can be easily changed. Many people believe a green field The repres_?ntatlon regarding the prln_C|pIe of Green Belt'development has been addressed in
site is exactly what it says and plan their decisions on where the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and 2.0.
to live accordingly.

567 | David Langfield GB13 The site is greenfield, so should be both green and a field. It | None stated. The Council is fully aware that the site is both greenfield and Green Belt. The definition for No further modification
will be neither of these when developers are finished with it. greenfield land can be found within the Council’s Affordable Housing SPD, see Figure 2. is proposed as a result
What is the point of designating an area as a green field site ) ) o _ of this representation
if it can be easily changed. Many people believe a green field The repres_tlantatlon regarding the pnn_cnple of Green Belt_development has been addressed in
site is exactly what it says and plan their decisions on where the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 and 2.0.
to live accordingly.

567 | David Langfield GB12 Objects to the proposal to build hundreds of houses on fields | None stated. The landscape and townscape character of Pyrford is acknowledged and well documented in No further modification
in the beautiful village of Pyrford. The site is inappropriate for the Heritage of Woking and Woking Character Study. There is no doubt that the development | is proposed as a result
high density development. of the sites will increase the population of Pyrford. However, it is expected that development of this representation

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. This representation has been further addressed in
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 18.0.
567 | David Langfield GB13 Objects to the proposal to build hundreds of houses on fields | None stated. The landscape and townscape character of Pyrford is acknowledged and well documented in No further modification

in the beautiful village of Pyrford. The site is inappropriate for
high density development.

the Heritage of Woking and Woking Character Study. 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

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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improvements or new green infrastructure. This representation has been further addressed in
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 18.0.

514

Karen

Langford

GB15

Objects to the proposal due to the impact on infrastructure,
particularly traffic and parking in West Byfleet. It would also
impact on the health centre, which is already oversubscribed,
and on trains unless more frequent services are provided.

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. On parking, the Council sets specific
requirements within its Parking Supplementary Planning Guidance, and has a policy framework
for car parking (with regard to the locational characteristics of a site) in Core Strategy CS18.
The Council's Parking Services Section also works to address specific car parking issues, to
ensure there is adequate provision to meet the needs of visitors, shoppers, commuters and
businesses in West Byfleet. With regard to train capacity, the point made is fully
acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant
operators and providers to see best how 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. 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1530

Aldo,
Lynn

Lanzetta

UA28

Object to proposal as it would affect privacy at the rear of our
property and reduce its future sales value.

None stated.

The Council has a robust policy framework to ensure that new development achieves a
satisfactory relationship with neighbouring properties. This includes the Core Strategy Policy
CS21: Design, the Design SPD and the Outlook, Amenity, Privacy and Daylight SPD.

Through good design the proposed allocations are not expected to reduce land/or property
values in the wider area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB12

The Greenbelt is a cheap and quick fix solution compared to
brownfield sites but has long term implications.

Continuing to develop Greenbelt will result no green spaces
and fresh air for future generations.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 in particular paragraph 1.7-1.9, Section 9.0, 11.0, 16.0 and 21.0.

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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB13

The Greenbelt is a cheap and quick fix solution compared to
brownfield sites but has long term implications.

Continuing to develop Greenbelt will result no green spaces
and fresh air for future generations.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 1.0 in particular paragraph 1.7-1.9, Section 9.0, 11.0, 16.0 and 21.0.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB12

Objects to development proposals on the Green Belt.
Green Belt was created to prevent urban sprawl and to
preserve the countryside for future generations.

Views over the Pyrford Escarpment will be endangered.

None stated.

The representation regarding the principle of Green Belt development and urban sprawl has
been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, Section 2.0
and Section 15.0.

The representation regarding landscape has been addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 7.0.

In landscape terms, most of the allocations have the capacity to accommodate change. This is
set out within the Green Belt Boundary Review. Development can be achieved on this site
without undermining the landscape character of the area. Core Strategy Policies CS21 and
CS24 will be taken into account at the Development Management stage, in particular
protecting important views.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB13

Objects to development proposals on the Green Belt.
Green Belt was created to prevent urban sprawl and to
preserve the countryside for future generations.

Views over the Pyrford Escarpment will be endangered.

None stated.

The representation regarding the principle of Green Belt development and urban sprawl has
been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, Section 2.0
and Section 15.0.

The representation regarding landscape has been addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 7.0.

In landscape terms, most of the allocations have the capacity to accommodate change. This is
set out within the Green Belt Boundary Review. Development can be achieved on this site
without undermining the landscape character of the area. Core Strategy Policies CS21 and
CS24 will be taken into account at the Development Management stage, in particular
protecting important views.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB13

Site not recommended in GBR, why have the Council gone
against this advice?

The views of Pyrford Neighbourhood Forum have not been
taken into account.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 17.0.

As noted at the Executive Meeting of the Council on 4 June 2015, the Council's Monitoring
Officer recommended to the Executive that the draft Site Allocations DPD met the
requirements of national policy and EU Directives, and had been informed by robust evidence.
Therefore the issues raised by LDA Design on behalf of the Pyrford Neighbourhood Forum
should be considered as part of the Regulation 18 consultation. The Council has taken the
response by LDA Design into account as a representation to the Regulation 18 consultation
and has formally responded under Representor ID 19.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB12

Site not recommended in GBR, why have the Council gone
against this advice?

The views of Pyrford Neighbourhood Forum have not been
taken into account.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 17.0.

As noted at the Executive Meeting of the Council on 4 June 2015, the Council's Monitoring
Officer recommended to the Executive that the draft Site Allocations DPD met the
requirements of national policy and EU Directives, and had been informed by robust evidence.
Therefore the issues raised by LDA Design on behalf of the Pyrford Neighbourhood Forum
should be considered as part of the Regulation 18 consultation. The Council has taken the
response by LDA Design into account as a representation to the Regulation 18 consultation
and has formally responded under Representor ID 19.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB12

Pyrford has a very poor road network and traffic is
gridlocked. Additional homes in the local area will make this
much worse.

Pyrford School is at capacity and further development will
make the situation worse.

None stated.

Surrey County Council is the main provider of Education in the area. It provided detailed
assessment of education needs to support the Core Strategy. It is satisfied that the
combination of expanding capacity at existing schools and the allocation of the specific site for
a secondary school in the DPD will meet the education needs of the area. In addition, there is
the likelihood of further education provision coming forward on the back of the Government’s
free school initiative if the need can be justified.

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 Local
Planning Authority would recommend that the existing parking issues noted in the
representation are highlighted to Woking Borough Council Parking Services as well as Surrey
County Council who are the Highways Authority for the Borough.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Section 3.0, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

956

Sarah

Lardner

GB13

Pyrford has a very poor road network and traffic is
gridlocked. Additional homes in the local area will make this
much worse.

Pyrford School is at capacity and further development will
make the situation worse.

None stated.

Surrey County Council is the main provider of Education in the area. It provided detailed
assessment of education needs to support the Core Strategy. It is satisfied that the
combination of expanding capacity at existing schools and the allocation of the specific site for
a secondary school in the DPD will meet the education needs of the area. In addition, there is
the likelihood of further education provision coming forward on the back of the Government’s
free school initiative if the need can be justified.

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 Local
Planning Authority would recommend that the existing parking issues noted in the
representation are highlighted to Woking Borough Council Parking Services as well as Surrey
County Council who are the Highways Authority for the Borough.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.
956 | Sarah Lardner GB12 The village of Pyrford has unspoilt countryside, historic None stated. Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated. Consequently, it is envisaged | No further modification
buildings and CAs which are borough assets. that planning to meet that need should not undermine the overall social fabric of the area. is proposed as a result
There is no doubt that the development of the sites will increase the population of some of this representation
areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate
infrastructure 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 standards in
accordance with the environmental/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.
In addition, the Council has a robust policy framework in place to ensure that heritage assets
are protected from harm. This is set out in the Core Strategy and the Development
Management Policies DPD. This is also set out in the NPPF.
956 | Sarah Lardner GB13 The village of Pyrford has unspoilt countryside, historic None stated. Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated. Consequently, it is envisaged | No further modification
buildings and CAs which are borough assets. that planning to meet that need should not undermine the overall social fabric of the area. is proposed as a result
There is no doubt that the development of the sites will increase the population of some of this representation
areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate
infrastructure 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 standards in
accordance with the environmental/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.
In addition, the Council has a robust policy framework in place to ensure that heritage assets
are protected from harm. This is set out in the Core Strategy and the Development
Management Policies DPD. This is also set out in the NPPF.
263 | Peter F Larrington GB8 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
263 | Peter F Larrington GB8 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
263 | Peter F Larrington 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
263 | Peter F Larrington GB8 Concerned there is no footway along railway and most of None stated. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding the lack of | No further modification
Egley Road footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. is proposed as a result
of this representation
263 | Peter F Larrington GBS 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
263 | Peter F Larrington 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
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, 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

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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263

Peter F

Larrington

GB8

Suggests consideration of other brownfield sites

Consider
alternative
brownfield
sites

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 16.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

263

Peter F

Larrington

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. 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

263

Peter F

Larrington

GB8

Concerned about the merging of Woking and Mayford

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 12.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

974

Lawrence

GB12

Object to development proposals in Pyrford.
Would change the nature of the village.
Necessary road infrastructure will not be made.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

Tt 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 some areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by
adequate infrastructure to minimise any social, environmental and infrastructure pressures in
the area as a result of the development.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

974

Lawrence

GB12

Object to development proposals in Pyrford.
Would change the nature of the village.
Necessary road infrastructure will not be made.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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 and
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.

Tt 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 some areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by
adequate infrastructure to minimise any social, environmental and infrastructure pressures in
the area as a result of the development.

974

Lawrence

GB12

Will turn the village into a dense urban area.
Concerned supporting infrastructure will not be put into
place.

Will have a damaging effect on the local jobs market.
Will negative affect the lives of current residents.

None stated.

The representation regarding 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, paragraph
3.1to 3.6. In addition, the representation regarding infrastructure in general and funding has
been addressed overall in Section 3.0.

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 and
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.

Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated. Consequently, it is envisaged
that planning to meet that 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 some
areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate
infrastructure 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 standards in
accordance with the environmental/climate change requirements of the Core Strategy. Overall,
the Council is satisfied that the social, environmental and economic character of the area will

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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not be significantly undermined.

974

Lawrence

GB12

Will turn the village into a dense urban area.
Concerned supporting infrastructure will not be put into
place.

Will have a damaging effect on the local jobs market.
Will negative affect the lives of current residents.

None stated.

The representation regarding 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, paragraph
3.1to 3.6. In addition, the representation regarding infrastructure in general and funding has
been addressed overall in Section 3.0.

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 and
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.

Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated. Consequently, it is envisaged
that planning to meet that 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 some
areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate
infrastructure 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 standards in
accordance with the environmental/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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

974

Lawrence

GB12

Large environmental effect on local wildlife.
Will impact Pyrford Common.

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 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

974

Lawrence

GB12

Large environmental effect on local wildlife.
Will impact Pyrford Common.

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 that could not be addressed.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.
992 | Carol Lawrence GB10 Object to housing development on the sites as they will alter | YOU MUST This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
the character of Mayford village. RECONSIDER | Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS . ) ) ) ) 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.
992 | Carol Lawrence GB11 Object to housing development on the sites as they will alter | YOU MUST This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
the character of Mayford village. RECONSIDER | Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS . ) ) ) ) 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.
992 | Carol Lawrence GB14 Object to housing development on the sites as they will alter | YOU MUST This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
the character of Mayford village. RECONSIDER | Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS . . _ _ _ 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.
992 | Carol Lawrence GB7 Object to increasing the number of Traveller pitches on this YOU MUST This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
site. Traveller sites are concentrated in Mayford and RECONSIDER | Topic Paper. See Section 22.0. is proposed as a result
Brookwood Lye, providing a major contribution to the YOUR PLANS of this representation
Traveller community. There is no justification for further
expansion in Mayford.
992 | Carol Lawrence GB9 Object to developing this site. This will mean no Green Belt YOU MUST This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
area would be left between Woking and Mayford. RECONSIDER | Topic Paper. See Section 12.0. is proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS ] ) ) ) ) of this representation
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.
992 | Carol Lawrence GB8 Object to developing this site. This will mean no Green Belt YOU MUST This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
area would be left between Woking and Mayford. RECONSIDER | Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS 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.
992 | Carol Lawrence GB10 Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas. Increased risk YOU MUST During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification
to wildlife in nearby protected Heaths. RECONSIDER | Trustand Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and | js proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS | 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.

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
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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).

992 | Carol Lawrence GB11 Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas. Increased risk | YOU MUST During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification
to wildlife in nearby protected Heaths. RECONSIDER | Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and is proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS | wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or 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.

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).

992 | Carol Lawrence GB14 Wildlife will be wiped out in developed areas. Increased risk YOU MUST During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification
to wildlife in nearby protected Heaths. RECONSIDER | Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites and is proposed as a result
YOUR PLANS | Wider area. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or 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.

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).

992 | Carol Lawrence GBS Please also refer to the response by the Mayford Village YOU MUST The representation from Mayford Village Society has been responded to under Representor ID | No further modification
Society who | am happy also to represent my views. RECONSIDER | 563. is proposed as a result

YOUR PLANS of this representation
992 | Carol Lawrence GB9 Please also refer to the response by the Mayford Village YOU MUST 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. RECONSIDER is proposed as a result

YOUR PLANS of this representation
992 | Carol Lawrence GB10 Increased population is unsustainable for infrastructure YOU MUST This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
which is already at capacity. There will be more cars and RECONSIDER | Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result

traffic. There are no plans to upgrade the roads or bridges or | YOUR PLANS of this representation

The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation regarding unlit

any solutions to deal with the existing traffic problems on pedestrian footpaths to see what can be done to address the existing situation. Regarding the

Egley Road.. Houses can not be built without supporting




Rep
ID

Name

Surname

Section of
DPD

Summary Of Comment

Proposal
Modifications

Officer Response

Officer Proposed
Modifications

infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon Station will be
dangerous as there are no pavements.

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.

992

Carol

Lawrence

GB11

Increased population is unsustainable for infrastructure
which is already at capacity. 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.. Houses can not be built without supporting
infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon Station will be
dangerous as there are no pavements.

YOU MUST
RECONSIDER
YOUR PLANS

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.

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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

992

Carol

Lawrence

GB14

Increased population is unsustainable for infrastructure
which is already at capacity. 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.. Houses can not be built without supporting
infrastructure. The road to Worplesdon Station will be
dangerous as there are no pavements.

YOU MUST
RECONSIDER
YOUR PLANS

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.

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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

992

Carol

Lawrence

GB8

Proposals will increase traffic and pedestrians on narrow
streets. This will lead to fatalities on the roads. Reconsider
the plans as they will have a devastating impact on the
residents. Mayford was mentioned in the Domesday Book
and will end up becoming a gridlocked suburb.

YOU MUST
RECONSIDER
YOUR PLANS

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

The representation regarding narrow streets and pavements will be highlighted to the County
Highways Authority to see what can be done to address the current 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.

Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated. Consequently, it is envisaged
that planning to meet that 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 some
areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate
infrastructure 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 standards in
accordance with the environmental/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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

992

Carol

Lawrence

GB9

Proposals will increase traffic and pedestrians on narrow
streets. This will lead to fatalities on the roads. Reconsider

YOU MUST
RECONSIDER

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

No further modification
is proposed as a result

28
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the plans as they will have a devastating impact on the
residents. Mayford was mentioned in the Domesday Book
and will end up becoming a gridlocked suburb.

YOUR PLANS

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 and
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.

The representation regarding narrow streets and pavements will be highlighted to the County
Highways Authority to see what can be done to address the current 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.

Most of the housing need for the Borough is internally generated. Consequently, it is envisaged
that planning to meet that 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 some
areas/war. However, it is expected that development will be supported by adequate
infrastructure 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 standards in
accordance with the environmental/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.

of this representation

992

Carol

Lawrence

GB7

Increased pitches would decrease the visual amenity and
character of the area. Increased risk to wildlife due to
increased domestic animals.

YOU MUST
RECONSIDER
YOUR PLANS

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

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB12

Primary Heath services locally could not cope with an extra
1000+ patients.

None stated.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB13

Primary Heath services locally could not cope with an extra
1000+ patients.

None stated.

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

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB12

The proposals at Pyrford will render Ladyplace Farm less
viable as a commercial enterprise

None stated.

The need to identify Green Belt land to meet future housing need has been comprehensively
explained in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0.

In general, the impact of proposals on commercial enterprises in the vicinity is not a planning
matter unless there are relevant policies that require the protection of the use in that particular
area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB13

The proposals at Pyrford will render Ladyplace Farm less
viable as a commercial enterprise

None stated.

The need to identify Green Belt land to meet future housing need has been comprehensively
explained in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0.

In general, the impact of proposals on commercial enterprises in the vicinity is not a planning
matter unless there are relevant policies that require the protection of the use in that particular
area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB12

Proposals will result in the loss of historic views to and from
Pyrford Escarpment

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 7.0

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.

In addition, the Council is confident that there are sufficient and robust policies including Core
Strategy policy CS24 and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposals for the development
take a sensitive design approach to ensure any adverse impacts on the character and
landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated, including the conservation and
enhancement of important views.

The key requirements note that proposals should conduct landscape assessment/ecological
survey/ tree survey to determine levels of biodiversity and valuable landscape features. There
is also the requirement that proposals should have regard to the nearby Escarpment landscape
and heritage assets.

Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 19.0 and Section
23.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB13

Proposals will result in the loss of historic views to and from
Pyrford Escarpment

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 7.0

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.

In addition, the Council is confident that there are sufficient and robust policies including Core
Strategy policy CS24 and a Design SPD to make sure that any proposals for the development
take a sensitive design approach to ensure any adverse impacts on the character and
landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated, including the conservation and
enhancement of important views.

The key requirements note that proposals should conduct landscape assessment/ecological
survey/ tree survey to determine levels of biodiversity and valuable landscape features. There
is also the requirement that proposals should have regard to the nearby Escarpment landscape
and heritage assets.

Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 19.0 and Section
23.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

30
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1365

RS

Lawrence

GB12

The loss of Green Belt would affect the character of the area

None stated.

Whilst this representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper
Section 7.0, 21.0 and 23.0. Most of the proposed allocations were considered to have capacity
to accommodate change based on the landscape character as assessed in the Green Belt
Boundary review. In addition, the Council is confident that there are sufficient and robust
policies including Core Strategy policy CS24 and a Design SPD to make sure that any
proposals for the development take a sensitive design approach to ensure any adverse
impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated, including
the conservation and enhancement of important views.

The key requirements also note that proposals should conduct landscape
assessment/ecological survey/ tree survey to determine levels of biodiversity and valuable
landscape features

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB13

The loss of Green Belt would affect the character of the area

None stated.

Whilst this representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper
Section 7.0, 21.0 and 23.0. Most of the proposed allocations were considered to have capacity
to accommodate change based on the landscape character as assessed in the Green Belt
Boundary review. In addition, the Council is confident that there are sufficient and robust
policies including Core Strategy policy CS24 and a Design SPD to make sure that any
proposals for the development take a sensitive design approach to ensure any adverse
impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated, including
the conservation and enhancement of important views.

The key requirements also note that proposals should conduct landscape
assessment/ecological survey/ tree survey to determine levels of biodiversity and valuable
landscape features

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB12

The road infrastructure in the area will not cope with the
increase in housing numbers

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 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
Pyrford Common Road and/or Upshott Lane. 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1365

RS

Lawrence

GB13

The road infrastructure in the area will not cope with the
increase in housing numbers

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 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
adjacent roads. 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.
1365 | RS Lawrence GB12 There is no capacity in the local schools. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
of this representation
1365 | RS Lawrence GB13 There is no capacity in the local schools. None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
of this representation

457 | Robert Layton GB12 The proposed development fails to meet the Government's None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
five purposes of the Green Belt, as set out in the NPPF, and Topic Paper, Sections 1.0 and 2.0. is proposed as a result
directly contrary to the first four. As such, the development of of this representation
the fields adjoining Upshot Lane should be rejected.

457 | Robert Layton GB13 The proposed development fails to meet the Government's None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
five purposes of the Green Belt, as set out in the NPPF, and Topic Paper, Sections 1.0 and 2.0. is proposed as a result
directly contrary to the first four. As such, the development of of this representation
the fields adjoining Upshot Lane should be rejected.

457 | Robert Layton GB12 The proposed additional housing would put an impossible None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
burden on overstretched local health services, including overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
doctors, dentists and hospitals. The question would arise as locally spec_iﬁc pressures of over sgbscription that needs to b_e _addres_sed. Whilst trgditionally of this representation
to where the necessary buildings would be put. he_al_th provision reacts to meet projected demand_, t_he Council is s_eeklng 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. A similar approach
would be taken with the relevant organisations in terms of dentists and hospital provision.

457 | Robert Layton GB13 The proposed additional housing would put an impossible None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
burden on overstretched local health services, including overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
doctors, dentists and hospitals. The question would arise as locally spec_if!c pressures of over sgbscription that needs to b_e f’;\ddres_sed. Whilst trgditionally of this representation
to where the necessary buildings would be put. he_al_th provision reacts to meet projected demand_, t_he Council is §eeklng 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.

457 | Robert Layton GB12 Completely opposes proposals to build 423 new houses from | None stated. Objection noted. No further modification
2027 to 2040 on fields either side of Upshot Lane. is proposed as a result

of this representation

457 | Robert Layton GB13 Completely opposes proposals to build 423 new houses from | None stated. Objection noted. No further modification
2027 to 2040 on fields either side of Upshot Lane. is proposed as a result

of this representation

457 | Robert Layton GB12 Building 423 houses would exacerbate existing commuter None stated. The Council sets specific requirements within its Parking Supplementary Planning Guidance, No further modification
parking problems at and around West Byfleet station. and has a policy framework for car parking (with regard to the locational characteristics of a is proposed as a result

site) in Core Strategy CS18. The Council's Parking Services Section also works to address of this representation
specific car parking issues, to ensure there is adequate provision to meet the needs of visitors,
shoppers, commuters and businesses in West Byfleet.
457 | Robert Layton GB13 Building 423 houses would exacerbate existing commuter None stated. The Council sets specific requirements within its Parking Supplementary Planning Guidance, No further modification
parking problems at and around West Byfleet station. and has a policy framework for car parking (with regard to the locational characteristics of a is proposed as a result
site) in Core Strategy CS18. The Council's Parking Services Section also works to address of this representation
specific car parking issues, to ensure there is adequate provision to meet the needs of visitors,
shoppers, commuters and businesses in West Byfleet.
457 | Robert Layton GB12 Amazed that the proposal has got this far as it counters: -the | None stated. The proposed allocations are put forward in response to need identified in the Council's Core No further modification

conclusion of the Planning Inspector on the application to
build on nearby Randall's field in 1989; -the Government's
five stated purposes of Green Belt land; - the
recommendations of planning consultants PBA in the Green

Strategy (adopted 2012) and supply of land, and through the plan-making (as opposed to
development management) process. Therefore, circumstances are quite different to those in
1989. This representation is further addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Section 1.0, and particularly paragraphs 1.9 - 1.12.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Belt Review.

457 | Robert Layton GB13 Amazed that the proposal has got this far as it counters: -the | None stated. The proposed allocations are put forward in response to need identified in the Council's Core No further modification
conclusion of the Planning Inspector on the application to Strategy (adopted 2012) and supply of land, and through the plan-making (as opposed to is proposed as a result
build on nearby Randall's field in 1989; -the Government's development managemen@) process. Therefore_, circumstanc_es are quite different to thqse in of this representation
five stated purposes of Green Belt land; - the 1989. This representation |s_further addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
recommendations of planning consultants PBA in the Green Paper, Section 1.0, and particularly paragraphs 1.9 - 1.12.

Belt Review.

457 | Robert Layton GB12 Proposals give rise to further issues, including ensuring None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
sufficient capacity of primary school places for the existing Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, paragraph 3.8. is proposed as a result
and future population. It would be impossible to expand the of this representation
existing primary school, and so a further school would be
needed, with potential for further encroachment on to the
Green Belt. This would be a planning failure, particularly
given the recent demolition of a private school for a luxury
housing development.

457 | Robert Layton GB13 Proposals give rise to further issues, including ensuring None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
sufficient capacity of primary school places for the existing Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, paragraph 3.8. is proposed as a result
and future population. It would be impossible to expand the of this representation
existing primary school, and so a further school would be
needed, with potential for further encroachment on to the
Green Belt. This would be a planning failure, particularly
given the recent demolition of a private school for a luxury
housing development.

457 | Robert Layton GB12 Agreeing the proposals would make it more difficult to resist None stated. The key requirements for the site also note that the site must provide open space and include No further modification
future applications, which are likely to destroy Pyrford as a improvements or new green infrastructure. is proposed as a result
village and widen urban sprawl from London. Existing and of this representation
future residents are not likely to want this.

457 | Robert Layton GB13 Agreeing the proposals would make it more difficult to resist | None stated. This is not the case, as the proposed sites are proposed to be released from Green Belt No further modification
future applications, which are likely to destroy Pyrford as a through the plan making, rather than development management process, which are distinct. is proposed as a result
village and widen urban sprawl from London. Existing and Nattli'onzl 'gutir(]jarl]\lcet'on trglfeVi?W ?af ?rean belt bou;daric;a_s t?rough :hhe pl?ﬁ-_mhakint? processis | of this representation

: : ; outlined in the National Planning Policy Framework, and in terms of how this has been

future residents are not likely to want this. followed, please see paragraphs 1.9-1.12 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. In
terms of the impact on Pyrford, the village's character 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 standards in accordance with the environmental/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.

457 | Robert Layton GB12 The proposals would irrevocably change Pyrford, eroding its | None stated. The character of Pyrford is acknowledged and well documented in the Heritage of Woking and | No further modification
semi-rural nature and resu|ting in the loss of valuable Woking_Character Study. !t is en\_/isaged that planning_ to meet local housing need should not is proposed as a result
agricultural land, at a time when population demands for food u_rldermlrl_e the overall social febrlc of the area. There is no doubt that the development c_)f the of this representation
are increasing. sites will increase the p(_)pulatlon of Pyrford. I—_|oweyer, itis expected that development W|II_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
standards in accordance with the environmental/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. In addition, 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.

457 | Robert Layton GB13 The proposals would irrevocably change Pyrford, eroding its | None stated. The character of Pyrford is acknowledged and well documented in the Heritage of Woking and | No further modification

semi-rural nature and resulting in the loss of valuable
agricultural land, at a time when population demands for food

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

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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are increasing. 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

standards in accordance with the environmental/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. In addition, 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.

457 | Robert Layton GB12 The proposed additional housing would worsen existing None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
traffic problems, at Coldharbour Road, Old Woking Road and Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
West Byfleet. of this representation

457 | Robert Layton GB13 The proposed additional housing would worsen existing None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
traffic problems, at Coldharbour Road, Old Woking Road and Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
West Byfleet. of this representation

457 | Robert Layton GB12 Building 423 houses would necessitate further work to None stated. The Council's Infrastructure Delivery Plan sets out that utility providers, including water and gas | No further modification
ensure already problematic water and gas pressures are providers, will respond to demand from additional development, as set in the Council's is proposed as a result
improved. Development Plan. The Council will also continue to engage with them as this and future plans | of this representation

develop. More detail on provision of water can be found in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraphs 3.9 and 3.10.

457 | Robert Layton GB13 Building 423 houses would necessitate further work to None stated. The Council's Infrastructure Delivery Plan sets out that utility providers, including water and gas | No further modification
ensure already problematic water and gas pressures are providers, will respond to demand from additional development, as set in the Council's is proposed as a result
improved. Development Plan. The Council will also continue to engage with them as this and future plans | of this representation

develop. More detail on provision of water can be found in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraphs 3.9 and 3.10.
301 | Carol Le Bez GB4 Local schools are at capacity, how will new residents with None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
children be accommodated? Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 particularly paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
. _ o . o of this representation
In addition, the planning application for the proposed private school and residential
development is a developer led scheme that is separate from the proposals in the draft Site
Allocation DPD. In the draft Site Allocation DPD, the Council is seeking to allocate the site for
an employment-led mixed use development to include quality offices and research premises
and residential including affordable housing and housing to meet the accommodation needs of
the elderly.
The planning application is being considered in advance of the Site Allocation DPD for the site
and therefore will be assessed on its own merits.
301 | Carol Le Bez GB5 Local schools are at capacity, how will new residents with None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
children be accommodated? Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 particularly paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
N ] o ) ) ] of this representation
In addition, the planning application for the proposed private school and residential
development is a developer led scheme that is separate from the proposals in the draft Site
Allocation DPD. In the draft Site Allocation DPD, the Council is seeking to allocate the site for
an employment-led mixed use development to include quality offices and research premises
and residential including affordable housing and housing to meet the accommodation needs of
the elderly.
The planning application is being considered in advance of the Site Allocation DPD for the site
and therefore will be assessed on its own merits.

301 | Carol Le Bez GB4 Development is on flood plain land which will exacerbate None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
flood problems in the area. Topic Paper. See Section 5.0, particularly paragraph 5.4 and 5.5 is proposed as a result

of this representation

301 | Carol Le Bez GB5 Development is on flood plain land which will exacerbate None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
flood problems in the area. Topic Paper. See Section 5.0, particularly paragraph 5.4 and 5.5 is proposed as a result

of this representation

301 | Carol Le Bez GB4 There is no Local doctors in Byfleet, the closest area is West | Recommends | The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
Byfleet and this is at capacity. These existing facilities that Byfleet overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
struggle with more people. has its own locally speqlf!c pressures of over sgbscrlptlon that needs to bg gddresged. Whilst trgdltlonally of this representation
Recommends that Byfleet has its own surgery surgery 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.
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301

Carol

Le Bez

GBS

There is no Local doctors in Byfleet, the closest area is West
Byfleet and this is at capacity. These existing facilities
struggle with more people.

Recommends that Byfleet has its own surgery

Recommends
that Byfleet
has its own
surgery

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

301

Carol

Le Bez

GB4

Parvis Road suffers from severe congestion, noise and
fumes

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 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
adjacent roads. 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

301

Carol

Le Bez

GB5

Parvis Road suffers from severe congestion, noise and
fumes

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 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
adjacent roads. 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.

With regards to the representation on pollution, the Core Strategy e.g. Policy CS21: Design,
the Design Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) and Outlook, Amenity, Privacy, Daylight

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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SPD and emerging policies in the Development Management Policies DPD, include robust
policies and guidance to make sure that development proposals avoid any significant harm to
the environment including significant harm to air and water quality or harm resulting from light
and noise pollution.

The key requirements also notes specific on site requirements in relation to potential on site
pollution including noise. The exact nature of these site specific requirements will be identified
through pre-application discussions, informed by relevant technical studies.

The Council is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure that the
development of the site is sustainable.

301

Carol

Le Bez

GB4

It is unreasonable to build on GB land in Byfleet. Much of it
has been eroded and the remaining areas are precious to its
character

None stated.

The Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread
across the Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of
constraints and the need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable
locations when compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the
Council has to make sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not
undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites
proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable locations and can be released for
development without compromising the purpose of the Green Belt. The Site Allocations DPD
proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of Byfleet. Excluding site
GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used as publically accessible open
space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in Byfleet is 7.3%
(10.26ha).

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.

With respect to conserving the character of the village, the representation has been
comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section
23.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

301

Carol

Le Bez

GBS

It is unreasonable to build on GB land in Byfleet. Much of it
has been eroded and the remaining areas are precious to its
character

None stated.

Whilst this has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper. See Section 3.0 and Section 23.0

The Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread
across the Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of
constraints and the need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable
locations when compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the
Council has to make sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not
undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites
proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable locations and can be released for
development without compromising the purpose of the Green Belt. The Site Allocations DPD
proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of Byfleet. Excluding site
GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used as publically accessible open
space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in Byfleet is 7.3%
(10.26ha).

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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

301

Carol

Le Bez

GB4

Residents have the right to live in a village that has good
local infrastructure including roads, schools, health facilities.
More houses cannot be considered until existing problems
have been rectified.

None stated.

The representation regarding local infrastructure has been addressed in the Council’s Issues
and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

301

Carol

Le Bez

GB5

Residents have the right to live in a village that have a good
local infrastructure including roads, schools, health facilities.
More houses cannot be considered until existing problems
have been rectified.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, paragraph 4.10 and Section 5.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

301

Carol

Le Bez

GB4

Refers to a petition signed by Byfleet residents submitted to
the Council

None stated.

The Byfleet Petition states ‘we the undersigned residents of Byfleet, strongly object to any
further erosion of our Green Belt, especially in the area surrounding Murrays Lane. We
therefore ask Woking Borough Council to do their utmost to preserve this last small area of
countryside around the village’. The Council has taken the petition into account as a
representation to the Regulation 18 consultation and has formally responded under
Representor ID 1524.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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301 | Carol Le Bez GB5 Refers to a petition signed by Byfleet residents submitted to None stated. The Byfleet Petition states ‘we the undersigned residents of Byfleet, strongly object to any No further modification

the Council further erosion of our Green Belt, espgcially in the area surrounding Murrays Lane. We is proposed as a result
thereforg ask Woking Borough Council to d'o their utmost to preserve this last small area of of this representation
countryside around the village'. The Council has taken the petition into account as a
representation to the Regulation 18 consultation and has formally responded under
Representor ID 1524.

914 | A Le Blanc General Promoting GBBR site 24 on the grounds of: bias towards None stated. The Council notes the suggested site and the reasons put forward to allocate the site for No further modification
areas in the south of Woking; more overall housing units development needs. is proposed as a result
should be considered; provision of social housing; different o ) o ) ) of this representation
area to live; no impact on local woods; proximity to Local of Green Belt 1 of cral mportance 10 hree Green Belt purposes. It contrbutes o the -

. . . (o) | 1T | u . 10U

Centres:, dt?velopment 'on site; no ﬂo.Od_mg .Or. environmental containment of the well-defined urban area, the separation between neighbouring urban areas

constraints; C'e,af_')/ defined boundaries; adJOIHS non Green (in this case Knaphill and Bisley which are less than 0.8km apart) and assisting in safeguarding

Belt land, possibility of Warbury Lane being closed; no local the attractive rural countryside from encroachment beyond the well defined urban edge. The

farmers. landscape setting of the area is also considered to be very sensitive to change.
The Council has to make sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not
undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites
proposed for allocation are in sustainable locations and can be released for development
without compromising the purpose of the Green Belt.

1197 | Simone Le Lievre GB12 We moved to Pyrford because it has a sense of space, does | Both sites The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose of the No further modification

not feel overly populated, has beautiful green/open space
nearby, good amenities and schools. Traffic is already a
significant concern. | can not see how the road network and
schools will cope. What type of housing is planned - will it be
in keeping with the area? | do not see how with so many
houses planned for the size of site.

Upshot Lane
and Lovelace
Drive should
not be
considered for
dwellings. My
preference is
strongly that
neither are
built on but
given it's
unlikely the
council will
actually listen
to public
opinion and
build anyway,
only one of the
sites should be
considered,
definitely not
both. It's
inherently
wrong to build
on any kind of
greenbelt I'm
not sure |
understand the
purpose of
designating
greenbelt
areas which
are considered
‘untouchable’ if
the council can
go ahead and
build on them
anyway? |
thought this
land was
sacred and

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. 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. The Council will ensure that the houses that
will be built will reflect the nature and type of housing needed in the Borough. 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. 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.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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should
absolutely
remain that
way without
guestion

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Sequential approach has not been undertaken - The council | The removal of | The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to accommodate the development No further modification
has chosen to set aside the GBR recommendations, GB7 Ten Acre | needs of the area. This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues is proposed as a result
selecting the lowest priority rating of 4b when proposing to Farm and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 11. Sufﬁcient sites could not. be identified. iln the urban of this representation
expand the exising Ste i Ten Acre Farm by Up o twelve | proposed | 21¢2 [0 meetdeveopmen needs over e enre Core Stategy perio. The ustfcaton o tre
additional pitches. No independently verlfled e"'der?ce has expan@on of Sections 1, 2 and 4 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The }éouncil has also
been produced to Qemqnstrate that Woklng Council has . the prlvate. carried out a Sustainability Appraisal of alternative sites in the urban area and in the Green
exhausted Brownfield sites for Traveller site developmentin | Traveller site Belt. The proposed allocations are considered the most sustainable when compared against
its Plan, nor as to why sites identified in the Council’'s Green by up to 12 the alternatives considered.

Belt Review as available and viable have not been included, | pitches from
whilst sites specifically excluded (Ten Acre Farm, Smarts the DPD.
Heath Road) and Five Acres (Brookwood Lye) are the ONLY

sites put forward.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
The proposal is inappropriate development in the Green Belt | GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 1 and 4. Whilst Policy CS6 of the Core Strategy seeks to protect the | js proposed as a result
and contrary to Policy CS6 and Section 9 of the NPPF. Farm purpose of the Grepn Belt, it also commits the Council to releage Green Belt land to meet of this representation

proposed deyelopment requirements of the Core Strategy. The proposal is therefore not contrary to
- Policy CS6 or the NPPF.

expansion of

the private

Traveller site

by up to 12

pitches from

the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The site is partly within Flood Zone 3a and Flood Zone 2. The removal of | The justification for releasing Green Land for development and to meet the accommodation No further modification
This will result in development being closer to the road which | GB7 Ten Acre | needs for Travellers has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | js proposed as a result
will have unacceptable adverse impacts on the visual Farm Topic Paper. See Seqtions 1 and 4. Ten Acre Farm is about 3.36ha. 72.05% c_)f the site .is in of this representation
amenity, openness and character of the area. proposed Flood Zon_e 1. 6.52%_ in I_:Iood Zone 2 and _5.51% in Flood Zone 3. The_CouncH has carried out

expansion of a sequential tests to Ju_stn‘y_the use of the site to meet the aqcom_modatlon nee_zds of Trav_eller_s.
. Development on the site will be directed to the area of the site with the least risk of flooding, i.e.
the pnvate_ Flood Zone 1. The is considered an enforceable approach that will be clarified in the allocation.
Traveller site The allocation also includes key requirement to ensure that detailed flood risk assessment is
by up to 12 carried out to inform the planning application process for any scheme that will come forward for
pitches from the delivery of the site. With the specifications set out in the key requirements of the allocation,
the DPD. the Council is satisfied that the site can be developed without significant flood risk to occupiers.
It is also not envisaged that the development will exacerbate flood risk elsewhere. The site can
be developed with no significant adverse impacts on the visual amenity of the area and nearby
residents. There are robust policies in the Core Strategy to ensure that this is achieved,

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The GBR considered other options to meet future need for The removal of | This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic No further modification
pitches including WOKO001 and WOKOQO06. There are also GB7 Ten Acre | Paper. See Section 4. is proposed as a result
sites with capacity to deliver 15 pitches each combined (land | Farm of this representation
at West Hall WGB004a/SHLAAWBO019b and south of High proposed
Road WGB006a/SHLAABY043). These are omitted from the | expansion of
DPD with little explanation. the private

Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Electricity supply to the site runs across my property. The None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
Supp|y is extreme|y frag"e and would be inadequate for the Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
proposed expansion. undern_wi_ning t_he_ overall chargct_er of the area and/or Fhe herita_ge assets of the area. The _ of this representation

Council is satisfied that the site is developable and will be available for development. The site
can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
site. Over 70% of the site is in Flood Zone 1 where the development will be focused.
162 | Diana Lea GB7 An increase in Traveller caravans would decrease visual None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’'s Issues and Matters No further modification

amenity and character of the area and increase risk to
wildlife. Over the years successive Planning Inspectors have
refused applications on this site because they reduce the
openness of a Green Belt area.

Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without
undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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162 | Diana Lea GB7 There is a lack of Very Special Circumstances to justify The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
developing the site for Travellers accommodation, including | GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. is proposed as a result
the argument for unmet need. This is highlighted in the Farm of this representation
comments made by B Lewis MP. proposed

expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Ten Acre Farm does not have the required accessibility, The removal of | Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. This matter has been No further modification
contrary to Woking Core Strategy and SHLAA. Traveller sites | GB7 Ten Acre | comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 4. is proposed as a result
should have safe and reasonable access to schools and Farm ng_t_COU’l‘Ci!tishsa“STfLed that th? use Ca”hstus_tafi”att"y t;e intensified t(t) accom":‘igate f””herl _ | of this representation

- ; additional pitches. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in
?etzi(lai;i:aos?al\l/lfyﬁ‘g::jei ainr;]gr;i;'peoittihng?ri‘?z;:tpu(?tﬁlrg?%é% r 2;?)2?153?3 n of the Site Alﬁ)cations DPI% is addrepsl?sed in the Issues and Mgltters Topic nger (Sec?ionp:%.O).
public transport, and provision of a communal building would | the private
not positively enhance the environment, increase openness Traveller site
or contribute to existing character. by up to 12

pitches from
the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The site has little or no infrastructure or services on site at The removal of | Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the No further modification
present and will require a substantial investment to connect | GB7 Ten Acre | use can sustainably be intensified to accommodate further additional pitches. The general is proposed as a result
the site to essential services. Acoustic barriers will also be Farm approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site Allocations DPD is of this representation
required to mitigate the noise pollution from the railway line. | proposed gd?rﬁ‘:‘ﬁzds'.;‘et&‘?léi?:%z arE)dPh[A)atgﬁrrs,eTo!c:g: Etaepere(saer;tt'.gg :;?3' Inoacri]gltlo:,kalltgfbt:i:tges dsgt ,

. . . utl I 1ons Wi uire si I | rou WOrKS I u

The CO.St.S of preparing the site is likely to be in excess of expansion of prior to development taking place. De?)ending orr)1 tr?e recent andghistoric uses of the site, its

£1.5 million. the prlvate_ location and site constraints, site specific matters will be fully assessed and where necessary,
Traveller site mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the
by up to 12 allocation will also ensure that the siting, layout and design of the site minimises any adverse
pitches from impacts on the amenity of nearby residents and the landscape setting of the area. The Council
the DPD. is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of

the site is both sustainable and viable.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Traveller sites should have adequate space for related None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
business activities. Smarts Heath Road is a residential road Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
which includes two Grade Two listed buildings in close undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. of this representation
proximity to the site. Travellers related business activities are
out of keeping with the road.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Visual impact on my property would be devastating, None stated. The landscape impacts of the proposals are fully assessed and this is set out in detail in No further modification
destroying the open aspect, peace and quiet enjoyment. Section 7 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It is not considered that with is proposed as a result
Please see the response by the Mayford Village Society who sengitive d(_asign the p(oposals_will haye any significant adverse impacts on the landscape of this representation
| am happy represent my views. setting or visual amenity of residents in the area.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The site offers no visual privacy and the noise pollution from | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
the railway line is unlikely to be suitably mitigated. GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result

Farm undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation
proposed Council is satisfied that the site is d_e_velopable and will be available _for developmen_t. The site
. can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
expansion of site.
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.
162 | Diana Lea GB7 The site is adjacent to 22 houses, including heritage assets. | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification

Development should comply with CS14, CS24 and the
PPFTS in that it should have not adverse impacts on the
character of the local area or local environment.

The site was granted planning permission in 1987 for one
family only. Additional pitches will have unacceptable
adverse impacts on the visual amenity, character of the area
and local environment and will have an adverse impact on
the openness of the area which is contrary to CS6, CS14,

GB7 Ten Acre
Farm
proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without
undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
CS24 and the Outlook, Amenity, Privacy and Daylight SPD.
Over the years successive Planning Inspectors have refused
applications on this site because they reduce the openness
of a Green Belt area.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Ten Acre Farm borders two environmentally sensitive sites. The removal of | The Council has a clear objective to protect environmentally sensitive sites, and indeed No further modification
Development will adversely impact these and cannot be GB7 Ten Acre | Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin Heaths Special is proposed as a result
of Scientific Interest and an "Important Bird Area”) and the proposed Ni;]/ertthe.lesi., thet gouncn "i‘ satisfied ;hat the site can i)e”develolgmen.ttfor tThhe propolseq use

; : e ; without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This conclusion is
Hog S”ea“? (Site of Nature Conservatlon Importance, linking expan@on of supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations Assessment,
habitat corridor to other SNCI sites). the prlvate. Sustainability Appraisal and the Landscape Assessment. None of the relevant environmental
Traveller site bodies such as Natural England have objected to the use of the site as a Traveller site on the
by up to 12 basis of its potential significant impacts on environmentally sensitive sites. The site does not
pitches from fall within any of the areas identified in the Green Belt boundary review report and the SA as
the DPD. 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. 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.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 None stated. Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the No further modification
The site has little or no infrastructure or services on site. use can sustainably be intensified to accommodate further additional pitches. The general is proposed as a result

approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site Allocations DPD is of this representation
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 be fully assessed and where necessary,

mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the

allocation 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. The Council

is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of

the site is both sustainable and viable.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The proposed business use of the site would not comply with | The removal of | Itis intended to allocate the site for a business use. The site is allocated to meet the No further modification

Designing Gypsy and Traveller sites 2008. GB7 Ten Acre | accommodation needs of Travellers. In doing so, the Council need to make sure that the is proposed as a result
Farm allocation should reflect the extent to which traditional lifestyles can contribute to sustainability. | of this representation
The bullet point will be reworded to clarify this point. The overall justification for the allocation of
proposed ; < . ) :
expansion of the site for Travellers accommode}tlon is comprehensively addressed in Section 4 of the
. Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Traveller sites should be close to schools and services, this None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision is comprehensively addressed in the Council's | No further modification
site is not. There is no footpath and no easy access to Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3. The site is an established Traveller site. The is proposed as a result
facilities. Council believes that the use can be expanded on the site without undermining the character of | of this representation

the area. The justification to allocate this site for Travellers accommodation is set out in the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 4 and 2.
162 | Diana Lea GB7 My property adjoins the site. Over the last 20 years the large | None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision is comprehensively addressed in the Council's | No further modification
field has developed a seasonal winter pond with reeds. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3. The justification for allocating ten Acres for is proposed as a result
further Travellers pitches is set out in Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, see Section 4. | 4f this representation
Flooding matters are covered in Section 5 of the Topic Paper. Overall the Council is satisfied
that the site can be developed without significant harm to the character of the area.
162 | Diana Lea GB7 My property adjoins the site. Over the last 20 years the large | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification

field has developed a seasonal winter pond with reeds.

GB7 Ten Acre
Farm
proposed
expansion of

Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without
undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The
Council is satisfied that the site is developable and will be available for development. The site
can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
site. Over 70% of the site is in Flood Zone 1 where the development will be focused.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Ten Acre Farm is not currently deliverable as the landowner | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
has not confirmed that the site is available for development. | GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
The landowner wishes to develop the site for their own Farm undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation
accommodation and not for an increase i Traveler
accomm_odatlon. Development of .the site will be expansion of site. P 9 9 y P
economically viable at a low density. the private

Traveller site
The development of the site would be contrary to the by up to 12
Council's SHLAA 2014. pitches from

the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 Electricity supply to the site runs across my property. The The removal of | The general approach to infrastructure provision is comprehensively addressed in the Council's | No further modification
supply is extremely fragile and would be inadequate for the GB7 Ten Acre | Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3. The Council will work with utility provides to is proposed as a result
proposed expansion. Farm make sure that development on the site is appropriately connected with electricity. of this representation

proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 All of Woking's Traveller sites are concentrated in one part of | None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
the borough and Mayford already provides a major Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
contribution towards the Traveller community. No justification undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. of this representation
for further expansion in Mayford.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 All of Woking's Traveller sites are concentrated in one part of | The removal of | This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
the borough and Mayford already provides a major GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 22.0 is proposed as a result
contribution towards the Traveller community. No justification | Farm of this representation
for further expansion in Mayford. proposed

expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The site is considered to contain contaminated land. It is The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
therefore unsuitable to consider using the site for residential | GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
uses until the land has been properly remediated. Farm undern_wi_ning t_he_ overall charqct_er of the area and/or Fhe heritqge assets of the area. The _ of this representation

proposed Council is satisfied that the site is d_e_velopable and will be available for developmen_t. The site
expansion of can also be developed without S|gn|flcgnt hgrm to the gener_al amenity of th_e occupiers of the
. site. A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land which could have land
the private contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed allocation includes a list of
Traveller site key requirements to be met to make the development of the site acceptable. This includes
by up to 12 making sure that site specific matters such as contamination are fully assessed and where
pitches from necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. Subject to thorough
the DPD. contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of any necessary
remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site is sustainable.
162 | Diana Lea GB7 No independently verified evidence demonstrating Woking The removal of | The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to accommodate the development No further modification

Council has exhausted brownfield sites for Traveller
development or why sites listed in the Green Belt Review as
available and viable have not been included whilst others
excluded. Ten Acre Farm and Five Acres are the ONLY
proposed sites.

GB7 Ten Acre
Farm
proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

needs of the area. This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues
and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 11. Sufficient sites could not be identified in the urban
area to meet development needs over the entire Core Strategy period. The justification for the
release of Green Belt land to meet development needs is comprehensively addressed in
Sections 1, 2 and 4 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has also
carried out a Sustainability Appraisal of alternative sites in the urban area and in the Green
Belt. The proposed allocations are considered the most sustainable when compared against
the alternatives considered.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The road to the site is busy with lorries and with no footpath, | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
this would result in health and safety concerns. Site should GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
not be selected. Farm undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation

proposed Council is satisfied that the site i§ d_e_velopable and will be available for developmen_t. The site

expansion of can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
: site.

the private

Traveller site

by up to 12

pitches from

the DPD.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The removal of | The SHLAA treats all sites in the Green Belt as currently not developable. Green Belt sites will No further modification
The site is unsuitable. The SHLAA noted its physical and GB7 Ten Acre | only be released for development through the plan making process. Ten Acre Farm is an is proposed as a result
environmental problems, including contamination. Farm _existin_g_ well established Traveller site. _T_he COL_JnciI is satisfied that the use can _sustainably be | of this representation

proposed |ntens!fled to accommodate further_ addltlonal pltches. The gen_eral approach_ to infrastructure

expansion of 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

the prlvate_ DPD will require site preparation and ground works to be carried out prior to development

Traveller site taking place. Depending on the recent and historic uses of the site, its location and site

by up to 12 constraints, site specific matters will be fully assessed and where necessary, mitigation

pitches from measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the allocation

the DPD. 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. The Council is satisfied
that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of the site is
both sustainable and viable. A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land
which could have land contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed
allocation includes 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 contamination are fully
assessed and where necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts.
Subject to thorough contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of
any necessary remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site
is sustainable. Overall, the justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet
developments needs of the area is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. see Sections 1, 2 and 4.

162 | Diana Lea GB7 The TAA suggests the site and its immediate surrounding be | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
explored for potential future expansion. The DPD incorrectly | GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
uses the term ‘intensification’. This site was never envisaged | Farm undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation
to be expanded outside the landowner's immediate family. proposed Co“”‘l:" "Zs‘i}'s“'ﬁd thzt thti S'tf IS di."elofﬁble at”dﬂ:""" be a"?”able ftor dfet\;]elopmen_t. Thef tst'fe

: . . - can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
The Council has set aside GBR recommendations. expansion of site.
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.
162 | Diana Lea GB7 Visual impact on my property would be devastating, The removal of | The landscape impacts of the proposals are fully assessed and this is set out in detail in No further modification
destroying the open aspect, peace and quiet enjoyment. GB7 Ten Acre | Section 7 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It is not considered that with is proposed as a result

Farm sensitive design the proposals will have any significant adverse impacts on the landscape of this representation
proposed setting or visual amenity of residents in the area.
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’'s Issues and Matters No further modification

The proposal is inappropriate development in the Green Belt
and contrary to Policy CS6 and Section 9 of the NPPF.

GB7 Ten Acre
Farm
proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from

Topic Paper. See Section 1 and 4. Whilst Policy CS6 of the Core Strategy seeks to protect the
purpose of the Green Belt, it also commits the Council to release Green Belt land to meet
development requirements of the Core Strategy. The proposal is therefore not contrary to
Policy CS6 or the NPPF.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
the DPD

163 | Richard Lea GB7 The site is partly within Flood Zone 3a and Flood Zone 2. The removal of | The justification for releasing Green Land for development and to meet the accommodation No further modification
This will result in development being closer to the road which | GB7 Ten Acre | nheeds for Travellers has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | s proposed as a result
will have unacceptable adverse impacts on the visual Farm Topic Paper. See Sections 1 and 4. Ten Acre Farm is about 3.36ha. 72.05% of the site is in of this representation
amenity, openness and character of the area. proposed Flood Zon_e 1. 6.52%_ in I_:Iood Zone 2 and 5.51% in Flood Zone 3. The_CouncH has carried out

expansion of a sequential tests to Ju_stlfy_the use of the site to meet the agcom_modatlon nef_-:-ds of Trav_eller_s.
. Development on the site will be directed to the area of the site with the least risk of flooding, i.e.
the prlvate. Flood Zone 1. The is considered an enforceable approach that will be clarified in the allocation.
Traveller site | The allocation also includes key requirement to ensure that detailed flood risk assessment is
by up to 12 carried out to inform the planning application process for any scheme that will come forward for
pitches from the delivery of the site. With the specifications set out in the key requirements of the allocation,
the DPD the Council is satisfied that the site can be developed without significant flood risk to occupiers.
It is also not envisaged that the development will exacerbate flood risk elsewhere. The site can
be developed with no significant adverse impacts on the visual amenity of the area and nearby
residents. There are robust policies in the Core Strategy to ensure that this is achieved,

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Electricity supply to the site runs across my property. The None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
supply is extremely fragile and would be inadequate for the Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
proposed expansion. undermining t.he. overall chargct_er of the area and/or Fhe heritqge assets of the area. The ‘ of this representation

Council is satisfied that the site is developable and will be available for development. The site
can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
site. A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land which could have land
contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed allocation includes 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 contamination are fully assessed and where
necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. Subject to thorough
contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of any necessary
remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site is sustainable.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 An increase in Traveller caravans would decrease visual None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
amenity and character of the area and increase risk to Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the s!te can be developed without is proposed as a result
wildlife. Over the years successive Planning Inspectors have undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation
refused applications on this site because they reduce the Council is satisfied that the site is d_e_velopable and will be available for developmen_t. The site
openness of a Green Belt area. g;’;tlg also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the

163 | Richard Lea GB7 The GBR considered other options to meet future need for The removal of | The matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic No further modification
pitches including WOK001 and WOKO006. There are also GB7 Ten Acre | Paper. See Section 4. is proposed as a result
sites with capacity to deliver 15 pitches each combined (land | Farm of this representation
at West Hall WGB004a/SHLAAWBO019b and south of High proposed
Road WGB006a/SHLAABY043). These are omitted from the | expansion of
DPD with little explanation. the private

Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD

163 | Richard Lea GB7 There is a lack of Very Special Circumstances to justify The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
developing the site for Travellers accommodation, including GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. is proposed as a result
the argument for unmet need. This is highlighted in the Farm of this representation
comments made by B Lewis MP. proposed

expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD
163 | Richard Lea GB7 The site has little or no infrastructure or services on site at The removal of | Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the No further modification

present and will require a substantial investment to connect
the site to essential services. Acoustic barriers will also be
required to mitigate the noise pollution from the railway line.
The costs of preparing the site is likely to be in excess of
£1.5 million.

GB7 Ten Acre
Farm
proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from

use can sustainably be intensified to accommodate further additional pitches. 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 be fully assessed and where necessary,
mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the
allocation 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. The Council

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
the DPD is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of
the site is both sustainable and viable.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Ten Acre Farm does not have the required accessibility, The removal of | Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. This matter has been No further modification
contrary to Woking Core Strategy and SHLAA. Traveller sites | GB7 Ten Acre | comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 4. is proposed as a result
should have safe and reasonable access to schools and Farm Tgs_t_courl‘Ci!tishsatiSTfLEd that thle use Ca“hstus_tafi“a?'y bte intensified t(t) accommtcigate furtherl | of this representation

HAS : aaditonal pitcnes. € general approacn to Infrastructure provision to suppor € proposails In
?:(:ﬁi;i:aos(?al\l/lfycfg::je?{ainr:gr;;'peoall'ttihngR(i)ri?alsstrTJ?:ttS:g,szct)% r 2;?)%?\55?3 n of the Site AIIF())cations DPg is addrepsF;ed in the Issues and Meitters Topic nger (Seclt)ionps.O).
public transport, and provision of a communal building would | the private
not positively enhance the environment, increase openness Traveller site
or contribute to existing character. by up to 12

pitches from
the DPD

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Traveller sites should have adequate amenity for residents None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
including space for business activities. These activities are Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
out of keeping in this location due to the proximity of houses undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. of this representation
and heritage assets.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Visual impact on my property would be devastating, None stated. The landscape impacts of the proposals are fully assessed and this is set out in detail in No further modification
destroying the open aspect, peace and quiet enjoyment. Section 7 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It is not considered that with is proposed as a result
Please see the response by the Mayford Village Society who sensitive design the p(oposals_will haye any significant adverse impacts on the landscape of this representation
| am happy represent my views. setting or visual amenity of residents in the area.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 The site offers no visual privacy and the noise pollution from | The removal of | The Core Strategy and the emerging Development Management Policies DPD contain robust No further modification
the railway line is unlikely to be suitably mitigated. The road | GB7 Ten Acre | policies to control pollution as a result of development. Examples are Policies DM5, DM6 and | js proposed as a result
to the site is busy with lorries and with no footpath, this would | Farm Dm?7 of the Development Management Policies DPD. of this representation
result in health and safety concerns. proposed

expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD

163 | Richard Lea GB7 The site is adjacent to 22 houses, including heritage assets. | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters | No further modification
Development should comply with CS14, CS24 and the GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
PPFTS in that it should have not adverse impacts on the Farm undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. of this representation
character of the local area or local environment. proposed

expansion of
The site was granted planning permission in 1987 for one the private
family only. Additional pitches will have unacceptable Traveller site
adverse impacts on the visual amenity, character of the area | by up to 12
and local environment and will have an adverse impact on pitches from
the openness of the area which is contrary to CS6, CS14, the DPD
CS24 and the Outlook, Amenity, Privacy and Daylight SPD.
Over the years successive Planning Inspectors have refused
applications on this site because they reduce the openness
of a Green Belt area.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Ten Acre Farm borders two environmentally sensitive sites. The removal of | The Council has a clear objective to protect environmentally sensitive sites, and indeed No further modification

Development will adversely impact these and cannot be
adequately mitigated - Smarts Heath Common (Special Sites
of Scientific Interest and an "Important Bird Area") and the
Hoe Stream (Site of Nature Conservation Importance, linking
habitat corridor to other SNCI sites).

GB7 Ten Acre
Farm
proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD

Policies CS7: Biodiversity and Nature Conservation and CS8: Thames Basin Heaths Special
Protection Areas reiterates the importance of protecting environmentally sensitive sites.
Nevertheless, the Council is satisfied that the site can be development for the proposed use
without significant damage to surrounding environmentally sensitive sites. This conclusion is
supported by the available evidence such as the Habitats Regulations Assessment,
Sustainability Appraisal and the 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. 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

is proposed as a result
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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.
163 | Richard Lea GB7 None stated. Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the No further modification
The site has little or no infrastructure or services on site. use can sustainably be intensified to accommodate further additional pitches. The general is proposed as a result
approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site Allocations DPD is of this representation
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 be fully assessed and where necessary,
mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the
allocation 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. The Council
is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of
the site is both sustainable and viable.
163 | Richard Lea GB7 The proposed business use of the site would not comply with | The removal of | Itis intended to allocate the site for a business use. The site is allocated to meet the No further modification
Designing Gypsy and Traveller sites 2008. GB7 Ten Acre | accommodation needs of Travellers. In doing so, the Council need to make sure that the is proposed as a result
Farm allocation should reflect the extent to which traditional lifestyles can contribute to sustainability. | of this representation
proposed The l_)ullet point will be reworded to cla_rify this point. 'I_'he overall justifi_cation f_or the allocation of
expansion of the site for Travellers accommodation is comprehensively addressed in Section 4 of the
. Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD
163 | Richard Lea GB7 Traveller sites should be close to schools and services, this None stated. Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the No further modification
site is not. There is no footpath and no easy access to use can sustainably be intensified to accommodate further additional pitches. The general is proposed as a result
facilities. approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site Allocations DPD is of this representation
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 be fully assessed and where necessary,
mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the
allocation 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. The Council
is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of
the site is both sustainable and viable
163 | Richard Lea GB7 My property adjoins the site. Over the last 20 years the large | None stated. Ten Acre Farm is an existing well established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the No further modification
field has developed a seasonal winter pond with reeds. use can sustainably be intensified to accommodate further additional pitches. The general is proposed as a result
approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site Allocations DPD is of this representation
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 be fully assessed and where necessary,
mitigation measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the
allocation 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. The Council
is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of
the site is both sustainable and viable
163 | Richard Lea GB7 My property adjoins the site. Over the last 20 years the large | The removal of | Based on the evidence, the Council believes that the site can be developed without damaging | No further modification
field has developed a seasonal winter pond with reeds. GB7 Ten Acre | any biodiversity on the site. The proposal includes specific key requirements to make sure that | is proposed as a result
Farm biodiversity on the site is enhanced. of this representation
proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD
163 | Richard Lea GB7 Ten Acre Farm is not currently deliverable as the landowner | The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification

has not confirmed that the site is available for development.

GB7 Ten Acre

Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without
undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The

is proposed as a result
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The landowner wishes to develop the site for their own Farm Council is satisfied that the site is developable and will be available for development. The site | of this representation
accommodation and not for an increase in Traveller proposed can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
accommodation. Development of the site will be expansion of site.
economically viable at a low density. the private
Traveller site
The development of the site would be contrary to the by up to 12
Council's SHLAA 2014. pitches from
the DPD

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Electricity supply to the site runs across my property. The The removal of | The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
supply is extremely fragile and would be inadequate for the GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
proposed expansion. Farm undermi_ning t_he_ overall char_act(_er of the area and/or Fhe herita_ge assets of the area. The _ of this representation

proposed Council is satisfied that the site is d_e_velopable and will be available for developmen_t. The site
expansion of can also be developed without S|gn|f|c§nt hfarm to the genergl amenity of th.e occupiers of the

. site. A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land which could have land
the prlvate_ contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed allocation includes a list of
Traveller site key requirements to be met to make the development of the site acceptable. This includes
by up to 12 making sure that site specific matters such as contamination are fully assessed and where
pitches from necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. Subject to thorough
the DPD contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of any necessary

remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site is sustainable.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 All of Woking's Traveller sites are concentrated in one part of | None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
the borough and Mayford already provides a major Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
contribution towards the Traveller community. No justification undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation
for further expansion in Mayford. Council is satisfied that the site is d_e_velopable and will be available for developmen_t. The site

can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
site

163 | Richard Lea GB7 All of Woking's Traveller sites are concentrated in one part of | The removal of | This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
the borough and Mayford already provides a major GB7 Ten Acre | Topic Paper. See Section 22.0. is proposed as a result
contribution towards the Traveller community. No justification | Farm of this representation
for further expansion in Mayford. proposed

expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD

163 | Richard Lea GB7 No independently verified evidence demonstrating Woking The removal of | The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to accommodate the development No further modification
Council has exhausted brownfield sites for Traveller GB7 Ten Acre | needs of the area. This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues is proposed as a result
development or why sites listed in the Green Belt Review as Farm and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 11. Sufﬁcient sites could not_ be identified_ i_n th_e urban of this representation
excluded. T_en Acre Farm and Five Acres are the ONLY expansion of Sections 1, 2 and 4 of the Council's IssueSand Matters Topic gaper. The )(/:ouncil has also
proposed sites. the pr|vate_ carried out a Sustainability Appraisal of alternative sites in the urban area and in the Green

Traveller site Belt. The proposed allocations are considered the most sustainable when compared against
by up to 12 the alternatives considered.
pitches from
the DPD
163 | Richard Lea GB7 The site is considered to contain contaminated land. It is The removal of | The SHLAA treats all sites in the Green Belt as currently not developable. Green Belt sites will | No further modification

therefore unsuitable to consider using the site for residential
uses until the land has been properly remediated.

GB7 Ten Acre
Farm
proposed
expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD

only be released for development through the plan making process. Ten Acre Farm is an
existing well established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the use can sustainably be
intensified to accommodate further additional pitches. 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 be fully assessed and where necessary, mitigation
measures identified to address any adverse impacts. The key requirements of the allocation
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. The Council is satisfied
that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure the development of the site is
both sustainable and viable. A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land
which could have land contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed
allocation includes 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 contamination are fully
assessed and where necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Subject to thorough contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of
any necessary remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site
is sustainable. Overall, the justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet
developments needs of the area is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. see Sections 1, 2 and 4.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Sequential approach has not been undertaken - The council | The removal of | The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to accommodate the development No further modification
has chosen to set aside the GBR recommendations, GB7 Ten Acre | needs of the area. This matter has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues is proposed as a result
selecting the lowest priority rating of 4b when proposing to Farm and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 11. Sufﬁcient sites could not be idgntified in the urban of this representation
expan ihe exsing se a Ten Acre Farm byup o twelve | poposed | 55 0 Te€, SSvhrentreecs oer e s Core uateqy peren, Sl e ol ano b
additional pitches. No independently verlfled e"'derﬁce has expansion of Green Belt land to meet development needs is comprehensively]addressed in Sections 1, 2
been produced to Fiemqnstrate that WOk"_]g Council has . the prlvate. and 4 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has also carried out a
exhausted Brownfield sites for Traveller site developmentin | Traveller site | systainability Appraisal of alternative sites in the urban area and in the Green Belt. The
its Plan, nor as to why sites identified in the Council’s Green by up to 12 proposed allocations are considered the most sustainable when compared against the
Belt Review as available and viable have not been included, | pitches from alternatives considered.
whilst sites specifically excluded (Ten Acre Farm, Smarts the DPD
Heath Road) and Five Acres (Brookwood Lye) are the ONLY
sites put forward.

163 | Richard Lea GB7 The TAA suggests the site and its immediate surrounding be | The removal of | This matter is comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. No further modification
explored for potential future expansion. The DPD incorrectly | GB7 Ten Acre | See Section 4. is proposed as a result
uses the term ‘intensification'. This site was never envisaged | Farm of this representation
to be expanded outside Mr Lee's immediate family. The proposed
Council has set aside GBR recommendations. expansion of

the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD

163 | Richard Lea GB7 Visual impact on my property would be devastating, The removal of | The landscape impacts of the proposals are fully assessed and this is set out in detail in No further modification
destroying the open aspect, peace and quiet enjoyment. GB7 Ten Acre | Section 7 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. It is not considered that with is proposed as a result
Please see the response by the Mayford Village Society who | Farm sen;itive dgsign the proposals_will haye any significant adverse impacts on the landscape of this representation
| am happy represent my views. proposed setting or visual amenity of residents in the area.

expansion of
the private
Traveller site
by up to 12
pitches from
the DPD

102 | Carey Leach GB12 Wish to formally register my vehement objection to adding None stated. The concerns expressed by residents of Pyrford have not been ignored. However, the Council | No further modification
443 new homes to the Upshot Lane area of Pyrford in order has to balance that with its responsibility to meet the development needs of the area. The is proposed as a result
to meet its housing needs. This is Green Belt land, any such prc_)pc_)sed_sites are the most sgstai_n_able whe_n compa_red _e}gai_nst other reasonable alternatives. | of this representation
surraunding area which mal_<es nyford and West Byfleet . Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The pro);)osals are underpinned by an assessment of the
such an attractive place to live. This would to_taIIy destroy its landscape implications for developing the sites. The Council is satisfied that the landscape
charm and character. It completely goes against the character and setting of the area will not be undermined as a result of the proposals. this
Neighbourhood Plan that has been developed by the Pyrford matter is clarified in detail in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 7. The
Neighbourhood Forum and the team of local councillors overall character and heritage assets of the area will also not be significantly undermined. This
working together, which this proposal and all those are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
submitting it have chosen to ignore.

102 | Carey Leach GB12 The roads and supporting infrastructure would fall into None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
permanent gridlock with their inability to sustain such a huge overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
development. The roads are busy enough in the mornings locally speqific pressures of over sgbscription that needs to be_a _addres_sed. Whilst traditionally of this representation
with he school rn and commute raff and the aiiiona of
400 new fam|I|es_ ls_lnconcelvable, not tp mention the impact development to avoid unasceptable standard‘s) of provision in the a?ea. The Coﬂncpi)l is satisfied
on the narrow winding roads towards Ripley and the Newark that the proposed allocations can be developed without significantly undermining the character
Bridge. of the area.

102 | Carey Leach GB12 Medical and school facilities are at capacity and would not None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification

cope with such a huge influx of people to support. There has
been no consideration to the impact on water supplies and
sewerage infrastructure - the water pressure of the village is
variable at best.

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 Council is satisfied

is proposed as a result
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that the proposed allocations can be developed without significantly undermining the character
of the area.

102 | Carey Leach GB12 | am totally against this proposal on the grounds that the None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
scale of it would destroy Pyrford as a village, the physical overall demg_nd in the Borough. Whilst thiS_ is the case, it is also accepted that _there mlght be is proposed as a result
infrastructure could not cope with such a huge development locally speqlf!c pressures of over sqbscrlptlon that needs to bf_e _addres_sed. Whilst trgdltlonally of this representation
and neither could the local schools, medical or public he_al_th provision reacts to meet projected demandz t_he Council is s_eeklng to work with the
transport support infrastructure 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 Council is satisfied
that the proposed allocations can be developed without significantly undermining the character
of the area.

102 | Carey Leach GB13 Wish to formally register my vehement objection to adding None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
443 new homes to the Upshot Lane area of Pyrford in order addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
to meet its housing needs. This is Green Belt land, any such proposals are underpinned by an assessment of the landscape implications for developing the | of this representation
development will fundamentally destroy the nature and smzs. The gounc'l IS Sﬁ‘t'?fﬁd that the Ilantdhs_,capettchgraclter_fang_seétl?g_lc_)f ttk;]e acrea W'.lll, “IOt be

. - undermined as a result of the proposals. this matter is clarified in detail in the Council's Issues
surrounding area which mal_<es nyford and West Byfleet . and Matters Topic Paper, Section 7. The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
such an attractive place to live. This would to_tally destroy its also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
charm and character. It completely goes against the the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area
Neighbourhood Plan that has been developed by the Pyrford to meet the development needs of the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to
Neighbourhood Forum and the team of local councillors meet development needs over the plan period. This particular issue is addressed in detail in
working together, which this proposal and all those Section 11 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
submitting it have chosen to ignore.

102 | Carey Leach GB13 The roads and supporting infrastructure would fall into None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
permanent gridlock with their inability to sustain such a huge comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 | s proposed as a result
development. The roads are busy enough in the mornings and 2. _The gener_al approach t_o infrastructure provision to su_pport the prop_osals in the Site of this representation
with the school run and commuter traffic and the additional of ﬁ;"c;izt'ot”sﬁ'??') IS a::idrﬁrs]ed in the Ilssues and Matée.rs Topic Phaper. (Slectlgg 3'0)'Jhet‘r’l"ay
400 new families is inconceivable, not to mention the impact Issauesearzz I:/(I:z;?eegcTzq © proposals are assessed Is comprehensively addressed in fhe

. ) pic Paper. See Section 20.

on the narrow winding roads towards Ripley and the Newark As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and

Bridge. 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. Based on the evidence, the Council is satisfied that the
proposals can be development without significantly undermining the character of the area. The
Council has relied on a range of evidence to inform the DPD. Collectively, they support and
justifies the allocation of the proposed sites.

102 | Carey Leach GB13 Medical and school facilities are at capacity and would not None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification

cope with such a huge influx of people to support. There has
been no consideration to the impact on water supplies and
sewerage infrastructure - the water pressure of the village is
variable at best.

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.

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. Based on the evidence, the Council is satisfied that the
proposals can be development without significantly undermining the character of the area. The
Council has relied on a range of evidence to inform the DPD. Collectively, they support and
justifies the allocation of the proposed sites.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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102 | Carey Leach GB13 | am totally against this proposal on the grounds that the None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
scale of it would destroy Pyrford as a village, the physical comprehensively addressed by the Council’'s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Sge Sectipns 1 is proposed as a result
infrastructure could not cope with such a huge development and 2. The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site of this representation
and neither could the local schools, medical or public Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matte_rs Topic Paper_ (Section 3.0). The way
transport support infrastructure that the traffic impacts o_f 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. Based on the evidence, the Council is satisfied that the
proposals can be development without significantly undermining the character of the area. The
Council has relied on a range of evidence to inform the DPD. Collectively, they support and
justifies the allocation of the proposed sites.

1339 | T.D. Leader GB12 Object to proposals in Pyrford. Support comments made by None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Pyrford Neighbourhood Forum. Proposals would encroach Topic Paper. See Section 23.0, 19.0, 9.0, 11.0, 15.0 and Section 7.0 is proposed as a result
on GB land and have a disproportionate negative effect on . ) o o ) of this representation
the character of the area. In addition, the Council acknowledges the individual character of Pyrford. This is noted in

several Council documents including the Heritage of Woking (2000) and the Woking Character
Study (2010).

1339 | T.D. Leader GB13 Object to proposals in Pyrford. Support comments made by None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Pyrford Neighbourhood Forum. Proposals would encroach Topic Paper. See Section 23.0, 19.0, 9.0, 11.0, 15.0 and Section 7.0 is proposed as a result
on GB land and have a disproportionate negative effect on . _ o o _ of this representation
the character of the area. In addition, the Council acknowledges the individual character of Pyrford. This is noted in

several Council documents including the Heritage of Woking (2000) and the Woking Character
Study (2010).

1339 | T.D. Leader GB12 Questions the process in which the site was considered and | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
put forward, and whether the decision is based on robust Topic Paper. See Section 8.0, 10.0 and 17.0 is proposed as a result
evidence. of this representation
PNF have identified various flaws and inconsistencies in the
GBBR.

1339 | T.D. Leader GB13 Questions the process in which the site was considered and | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
put forward, and whether the decision is based on robust Topic Paper. See Section 8.0, 10.0 and 17.0 is proposed as a result
evidence. of this representation
PNF have identified various flaws and inconsistencies in the
GBBR.

1339 | T.D. Leader GB12 Local infrastructure will not cope- including schools, medical | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
facilities and utilities. Section 3.0 is proposed as a result

of this representation

1339 | T.D. Leader GB13 Local infrastructure will not cope- including schools, medical | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
facilities and utilities. Section 3.0 is proposed as a result

of this representation

1339 | T.D. Leader GB12 The character of Pyrford and the surrounding landscape and | None stated. Whilst this representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper | No further modification
views are important. Proposals would diminish the unique Sectio_n 7.0, 15.0, 19 and 23.0. Most of the proposed allocations were considered .tO have is proposed as a result
character and setting of Pyrford, including its heritage assets capacity to accommodate change based on the landscape character as assessed in the Green | of thjs representation

Belt Boundary review. In addition, the Council is confident that there are sufficient and robust
policies including Core Strategy policy CS24 and a Design SPD to make sure that any
proposals for the development take a sensitive design approach to ensure any adverse
impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated, including
the conservation and enhancement of important views.
The key requirements also note that proposals should conduct landscape
assessment/ecological survey/ tree survey to determine levels of biodiversity and valuable
landscape features.
1339 | T.D. Leader GB13 The character of Pyrford and the surrounding landscape and | None stated. Whilst this representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper | No further modification

views are important. Proposals would diminish the unique
character and setting of Pyrford, including its heritage assets

Section 7.0, 15.0, 19 and 23.0. Most of the proposed allocations were considered to have
capacity to accommodate change based on the landscape character as assessed in the Green
Belt Boundary review. In addition, the Council is confident that there are sufficient and robust
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policies including Core Strategy policy CS24 and a Design SPD to make sure that any
proposals for the development take a sensitive design approach to ensure any adverse
impacts on the character and landscape of the immediate area are suitably mitigated, including
the conservation and enhancement of important views.

The key requirements also note that proposals should conduct landscape
assessment/ecological survey/ tree survey to determine levels of biodiversity and valuable
landscape features.

1339

T.D.

Leader

GB12

The ecological impact would be significant

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 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1339

T.D.

Leader

GB13

The ecological impact would be significant

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 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1339

T.D.

Leader

GB12

Roads are already congested and will massively increase-
particularly taking into account the Wisley Airfield
development. There are already safety concerns on existing
roads. Additional traffic will create gridlock and increase
traffic concerns

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 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
Pyrford Common Road and/or Upshott Lane. 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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.

1339

T.D.

Leader

GB13

Roads are already congested and will massively increase-
particularly taking into account the Wisley Airfield
development. There are already safety concerns on existing
roads. Additional traffic will create gridlock and increase
traffic concerns

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6; Section 20.0 and Section 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
adjacent roads. 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1339

T.D.

Leader

GB12

Appreciates the need for housing however considers the
proposals for Pyrford to be disproportionately high.
Considers the site to be geographically prominent and
unsuitable for meeting the housing need

None stated.

The Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread
across the Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of
constraints and the need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable
locations when compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the
Council has to make sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not
undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites
proposed for allocation are in sustainable locations and can be released for development
without compromising the purpose of the Green Belt.

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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1339

T.D.

Leader

GB13

Appreciates the need for housing however considers the
proposals for Pyrford to be disproportionately high.
Considers the site to be geographically prominent and
unsuitable for meeting the housing need

None stated.

The Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread
across the Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of
constraints and the need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable
locations when compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the
Council has to make sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not
undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites
proposed for allocation are in sustainable locations and can be released for development
without compromising the purpose of the Green Belt.

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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB16

Broadoaks development will have the biggest impact. The
consultation period for the process is too short.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 6.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
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of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB15

Broadoaks development will have the biggest impact. The
consultation period for the process is too short.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 6.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB12

Broadoaks development will have the biggest impact. The
consultation period for the process is too short.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 6.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB13

Broadoaks development will have the biggest impact. The
consultation period for the process is too short.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 6.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB16

Has an environmental assessment been carried out and
what will happen to the existing wildlife.

The site floods regularly, what is the flood alleviation plan?

None stated.

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

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 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB15

Has an environmental assessment been carried out and
what will happen to the existing wildlife.

The site floods regularly, what is the flood alleviation plan?

None stated.

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

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 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB12

Has an environmental assessment been carried out and
what will happen to the existing wildlife.

The site floods regularly, what is the flood alleviation plan?

None stated.

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

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 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.

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 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.

656

Helen

Leckey

GB13

Has an environmental assessment been carried out and
what will happen to the existing wildlife.

The site floods regularly, what is the flood alleviation plan?

None stated.

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

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 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB16

Why is most of the Green Belt in West Byfleet being lost. It
will effect local people who use the land and wildlife.

Why not use up brownfield land. Development will lead to the
loss of character of these area.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 1.0, Section 15.0 and Section 21.0.

In addition, the Council has decided through the Core Strategy that the significant unmet need
for housing justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it
is important that development is directed to the most sustainable locations of the Borough. It is
within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West
Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open
space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt
lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB15

Why is most of the Green Belt in West Byfleet being lost. It
will effect local people who use the land and wildlife.

Why not use up brownfield land. Development will lead to the
loss of character of these area.

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 1.0, Section 15.0 and Section 21.0.

In addition, the Council has decided through the Core Strategy that the significant unmet need
for housing justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it
is important that development is directed to the most sustainable locations of the Borough. It is
within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West
Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open
space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt
lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

656

Helen

Leckey

GB12

Why is most of the Green Belt in West Byfleet being lost. It
will effect local people who use the land and wildlife.

Why not use up brownfield land. Development will lead to the

None stated.

This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 1.0, Section 15.0 and Section 21.0.

In addition, the Council has decided through the Core Strategy that the significant unmet need
for housing justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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loss of character of these area. is important that development is directed to the most sustainable locations of the Borough. It is
within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West
Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open
space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt
lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, 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.
656 | Helen Leckey GB13 Why is most of the Green Belt in West Byfleet being lost. It None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
will effect local people who use the land and wildlife. Section 1.0, Section 15.0 and Section 21.0. is proposed as a result
. . ) o of this representation
Why not use up brownfield land. Development will lead to the In addltlt_)n, Fhe _C;ouncﬂ has decided through the Core Strategy th_at the significant unmet need_
loss of character of these area for housing justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it
) is important that development is directed to the most sustainable locations of the Borough. It is
within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West
Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open
space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt
lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, 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.
656 | Helen Leckey GB16 How will the West Byfleet Health Centre support the None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
additional population overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally of this representation
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.
656 | Helen Leckey GB15 How will the West Byfleet Health Centre support the None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
additional population overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally of this representation
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.
656 | Helen Leckey GB12 How will the West Byfleet Health Centre support the None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
additional population overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally of this representation
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.
656 | Helen Leckey GB13 How will the West Byfleet Health Centre support the None stated. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan notes that at present there is adequate GP provision to meet No further modification
additional population overall demand in the Borough. Whilst this is the case, it is also accepted that there might be is proposed as a result
locally specific pressures of over subscription that needs to be addressed. Whilst traditionally of this representation
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.
656 | Helen Leckey GB16 The development of Broadoaks can not be looked at in None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
isolation but it is the most pressing concern. Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 and Section 24.0 is proposed as a result
of this representation
Has the impact on the local traffic been taken into
consideration. Parvis Road is extremely busy at peak times
and this has a knock on effect through to Pyrford. What will
the traffic impact be and how will it be addressed, especially
with a new school at Broadoaks. This could effect the
viability of the whole scheme.
The traffic on Parvis Road is already dangerous.
656 | Helen Leckey GB15 The development of Broadoaks can not be looked at in None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

isolation but it is the most pressing concern.

Has the impact on the local traffic been taken into
consideration. Parvis Road is extremely busy at peak times
and this has a knock on effect through to Pyrford. What will
the traffic impact be and how will it be addressed, especially

Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 and Section 24.0

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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with a new school at Broadoaks. This could effect the
viability of the whole scheme.
The traffic on Parvis Road is already dangerous.
656 | Helen Leckey GB12 The development of Broadoaks can not be looked at in None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
isolation but it is the most pressing concern. Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 and Section 24.0 is proposed as a result
of this representation
Has the impact on the local traffic been taken into
consideration. Parvis Road is extremely busy at peak times
and this has a knock on effect through to Pyrford. What will
the traffic impact be and how will it be addressed, especially
with a new school at Broadoaks. This could effect the
viability of the whole scheme.
The traffic on Parvis Road is already dangerous.
656 | Helen Leckey GB13 The development of Broadoaks can not be looked at in None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
isolation but it is the most pressing concern. Topic Paper. See Section 3.0 and Section 24.0 is proposed as a result
of this representation
Has the impact on the local traffic been taken into
consideration. Parvis Road is extremely busy at peak times
and this has a knock on effect through to Pyrford. What will
the traffic impact be and how will it be addressed, especially
with a new school at Broadoaks. This could effect the
viability of the whole scheme.
The traffic on Parvis Road is already dangerous.
656 | Helen Leckey GB16 What is the rational for a new school, WBC need to justify None stated. The Broadoaks site on Parvis Road is not allocated for a school. The allocation is for an No further modification
this. employment-led mixed use site to include quality offices and research premises and residential | jg proposed as a result
including Affordable Housing and h_ous_ing to meet the accommodation needs of the elderly. of this representation
The current proposal for a 900 pupil private secondary school is a developer led scheme that
will be considered as part of the planning application process.
656 | Helen Leckey GB15 What is the rational for a new school, WBC need to justify None stated. The Broadoaks site on Parvis Road is not allocated for a school. The allocation is for an No further modification
this. employment-led mixed use site to include quality offices and research premises and residential | js proposed as a result
including Affordable Housing and h_ous_ing to meet the accommodation needs of the elderly. of this representation
The current proposal for a 900 pupil private secondary school is a developer led scheme that
will be considered as part of the planning application process.
656 | Helen Leckey GB12 What is the rational for a new school, WBC need to justify None stated. The Broadoaks site on Parvis Road is not allocated for a school. The allocation is for an No further modification
this. employment-led mixed use site to include quality offices and research premises and residential | js proposed as a result
including Affordable Housing and h_ous_ing to meet the accommodation needs of the elderly. of this representation
The current proposal for a 900 pupil private secondary school is a developer led scheme that
will be considered as part of the planning application process.
656 | Helen Leckey GB13 What is the rational for a new school, WBC need to justify None stated. The Broadoaks site on Parvis Road is not allocated for a school. The allocation is for an No further modification
this. employment-led mixed use site to include quality offices and research premises and residential | jg proposed as a result
including Affordable Housing and h_ous_ing to meet the accommodation needs of the elderly. of this representation
The current proposal for a 900 pupil private secondary school is a developer led scheme that
will be considered as part of the planning application process.
656 | Helen Leckey GB16 How will the local primary schools support the additional None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
pupil numbers Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
of this representation
656 | Helen Leckey GB15 How will the local primary schools support the additional None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
pupil numbers Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
of this representation
656 | Helen Leckey GB12 How will the local primary schools support the additional None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
pupil numbers Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
of this representation
656 | Helen Leckey GB13 How will the local primary schools support the additional None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
pupil numbers Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, paragraph 3.8 is proposed as a result
of this representation
243 | Claire Lee GB7 An increase in Traveller caravans would decrease visual Please The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
Victoria amenity and character of the area and increase risk to reconsider Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
wildlife. Over the years successive Planning Inspectors have | your plans undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation

refused applications on this site because they reduce the

Council is satisfied that the site is developable and will be available for development. The site
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openness of a Green Belt area. can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
site. A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land which could have land
contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed allocation includes 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 contamination are fully assessed and where
necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. Subject to thorough
contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of any necessary
remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site is sustainable
243 | Claire Lee GB7 A sequential approach must be taken to identify suitable Please The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Victoria sites for allocation, with urban area sites considered before reconsider comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1 is proposed as a result
those in the Green Belt. However no urban sites appearto | your plans and 2. The character of Mayford is already protected by Policy CS6 of the Core Strategy. The | of this representation
have been considered - there must be doubt as to the validity Cr(])un(:ltl is sf’;l\ltlsfl(tedb by tt&e ev_lde(rjlcbe et\Ed policies I|t h_?s th:t thilden_tlty of M_a)t/_ford arl1|d its
: . character will not be undermined by the proposals. Ten Acre Farm is an existing we
.Of no. cher S|te_s across the Who'? of the Borc_)UQh bemg established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied that the use can sustainably be intensified to
identified or su_|ta_ble. _\/Vhere_ no S|tes_ are available in the accommodate further additional pitches. This matter has been comprehensively been
urban area, priority will be given to sites on the edge of the addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 4. The general
urban area that benefit from good access to jobs, shops and approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site Allocations DPD is
other infrastructure and services. Mayford does not satisfy addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The Council has carried out an
any of these criteria. assessment of 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 entire plan
period. This particular issue has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper, Section 11.
243 | Claire Lee GB7 | strongly object. All of Woking's Traveller sites are Please The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
Victoria concentrated in one part of the borough and Mayford already | reconsider Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without is proposed as a result
provides a major contribution towards the Traveller your plans undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area. The of this representation
community. No justification for further expansion in Mayford. Council is satisfied that the site is dgyelopable and will be available for developmen.t. The site
can also be developed without significant harm to the general amenity of the occupiers of the
site. A number of the proposed allocations in the DPD are sited on land which could have land
contamination from previous or historic land uses. This proposed allocation includes 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 contamination are fully assessed and where
necessary mitigation measures identified to address adverse impacts. Subject to thorough
contamination assessments being carried out and the implementation of any necessary
remediation measures, the Council is satisfied that the development of the site is sustainable
243 | Claire Lee GB8 Strongly object to associated leisure centre, running track, Please The proposed school and leisure centre now has planning permission. No further modification
Victoria football and other sports pitches, cafe, associated car reconsider is proposed as a result
parking and access provisions. Totally inappropriate your plans of this representation
development in residential area. Do not meet 800m
separation policy. There would be substantial traffic increase
on already overloaded road system, especially at peak times.
Unfortunate lack of transparency by the Council.
243 | Claire Lee GB10 The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford due to ease Please The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
Victoria of access to Woking Town Centre, stating that it takes 7 reconsider key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local | is proposed as a result
minutes to travel from Mayford to Woking (estimated using | your plans services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect real-time conditions or peakhour | of this representation
Google Maps timings). At peak hours actual travel time is journey times. Its purpose is to make sure that sites are in sustainable Iocatlon's. _The Council
over half an hour. Mayford has a poor road network that is 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
heavily congested at peak times. Many ,Of the roads do not measures that will be necessary will be informed by the Transport Assessment and not the
have pavements and are narrow, including the road to journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary review. The way that the transport
Worplesdon Station. Mayford has a poor public transport implications for the DPD proposals are addressed is comprehensively addressed in the
system with limited bus services. Development will Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. As part of Transport for
exacerbate this. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 Please The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
Victoria The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford on the basis | reconsider key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local | is proposed as a result
of ease of access to Woking Town Centre, stating 7 minutes | your plans services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect real-time conditions or peak hour of this representation

travel time. This is not the case at peak times, when there is
congestion

and travel time can be substantially longer. There is poor
public transport, a limited bus service and narrow, unlit
pedestrian footpaths. There are three single line bridges, and

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 review. The way that the transport
implications for the DPD proposals are addressed is comprehensively addressed in the
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gridlock Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. As part of Transport for
in the village at peak times. Development of two large sites Woking, thg Council is workjng with the relevant operators and providers'tc') see how best they
at Mayford's boundary and as proposed in the Site can col[ectlvely enhance eX|st|ng .operatlonal .deflc!enclzles in service provision to meet the .
Allocations will exacerbate congestion, with roads unable to increasing demand. The Council is al_so working with mterested partl_es such as Netwprk Rail,
handle 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
additional traffic. Strategy.
243 | Claire Lee GB8 The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford on the basis | Please The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
Victoria of ease of access to Woking Town Centre, stating 7 minutes | reconsider key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local | is proposed as a result
travel time. This is not the case at peak times, when there is | your plans services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect real-time conditions or peak hour | of this representation
congestion and travel time can be substantially longer. There Jr?urne%tlr:;eks. Its p_)rurpose I?;\O make surte(_f_k:;ttilt?s are in su;ﬁan;able Ioct./slttlofrfl_s._The Ctour:‘?rlm
: : . : as undertaken a Transport Assessmen at assesses the transport/traffic impacts of the
IS poor pUb“F transport, a limited bus Ser"'ce. and .”a”OW’ proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
un_l't pedesman_ fOOtpa_‘thS' Th_ere are three S_'ngle line measures that will be necessary will be informed by the Transport Assessment and not the
bridges, and gridlock in the ylllage at peak times. journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary review. The way that the transport
Development of two large sites at Mayford's boundary and as implications for the DPD proposals are addressed is comprehensively addressed in the
proposed in the Site Allocations will exacerbate congestion, Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. As part of Transport for
with roads unable to handle additional traffic. Worplesdon rail Woking, the Council is working with the relevant operators and providers to see how best they
station would notice a major increase in congestion. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB9 The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford on the basis | Please The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
Victoria of ease of access to Woking Town Centre, stating 7 minutes | reconsider key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local | is proposed as a result
travel time. This is not the case at peak times, when there is | your plans services and retail centres. They do not exactly reflect real-time conditions or peak hour | of this representation
congestion and travel time can be substantially longer. There J;)urne%tlrrrt]es. Its r_)rurpose |?;\o make surte(g\a;ttiltetzs are in sutst:al?able Ioct:/jlttlofr;_s. _The Ctour:‘ctltl1
. : . . as undertaken a Transport Assessmen at assesses the transport/traffic impacts of the
IS poor publlp transport, a limited bus SerV'C‘? and _narrow, proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
un_l|t pedestnan_ fOOtp"’_‘thS' Th_ere are three s_mgle line measures that will be necessary will be informed by the Transport Assessment and not the
bridges, and gridlock in the ylllage at peak times. journey time estimates used in the Green Belt boundary review. The way that the transport
Development of two large sites at Mayford's boundary and as implications for the DPD proposals are addressed is comprehensively addressed in the
proposed in the Site Allocations will exacerbate congestion, Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. As part of Transport for
with roads unable to handle additional traffic. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB10 Land North of Saunders Lane should not be considered for Please The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
Victoria development as it includes “Escarpments and Rising Ground | reconsider Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient is proposed as a result
of Landscape Importance” (Policy CS24). Without a your plans eV|den(_:e that the release of the propos_ed allocated sites from th_e Gree_n Belt will enable a of this representation
Landscape Character Assessment, the GBBR is not valid dS(tefetnS|bIe bpudncz,a\t/rk)]/ to tt)r? drawn that v;ﬂlt_endur?t(r)lve(r;a Ion%pﬁrlljod o;tlme be_yond thetCr:]o:je
I . . rategy period. Where the recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report ha
and |t_|s not clear why this area of landscape importance has not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt
been ignored. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 Land North of Saunders Lane includes ""Escarpments and Please The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’'s Issues and Matters No further modification
Victoria Rising Ground of Landscape Importance™ and therefore reconsider Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient is proposed as a result
should not be considered for development. Without a your plans evidence that the release of the proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will enable a of this representation

Landscape Character Assessment, the GBBR is not valid
and it is not clear why this area of landscape importance has
been ignored.

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.
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243 | Claire Lee GBS8 Land North of Saunders Lane includes ""Escarpments and Please The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
Victoria Rising Ground of Landscape Importance™ and therefore reconsider Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient is proposed as a result
should not be considered for development. Without a your plans ewdenpe that the release of the proposgd allocated sites from thg Greep Belt will enable a of this representation
Landscape Character Assessment, the GBBR is not valid dS(;:fetnsmIe bpudno\ll?/rﬁ/ to ?ﬁ drawn that Vélllt_endur?tﬁve(r;a Ionngﬁrl;od o(fjtlme bgyond thetcrilo:je
L . : rategy period. Where the recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report ha
and It.ls not clear why this area of landscape importance has not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt
been ignored. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB9 Land North of Saunders Lane includes ""Escarpments and Please The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’'s Issues and Matters No further modification
Victoria Rising Ground of Landscape Importance™ and therefore reconsider Topic Paper. See Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review report provides sufficient is proposed as a result
Landscape Character Assessment, the GBBR is not valid dsttefetnsmle bpudnci,?/rﬁ/ to ?r? drawn that v;ﬂlt.endur?tcr)]vecr;a Ion%pﬁrtl)od ogtlme bgyond thetcr‘,]o[je
I . : rategy period. Where the recommendations of the Green Belt boundary review report ha
and 't.'s not clear why this area of landscape importance has not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed Green Belt
been ignored. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB10 Prey and Smarts Heath are SSSIs and should have a 400m Please The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the | No further modification
Victoria buffer zone around them like the TBH SPA sites as they are | reconsider Saved Policy NRM6 of the South East Plan. It relates to designated SPAs. Whilst it is is proposed as a result
'Important Bird Areas'. The Mayford Village Society is your plans acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and of this representation
pursuing this and will result in development not being S_mart Heath as SP_A, there is no conflrmatlc_)n of su_ch designation. Consequently, it cannot be
allowed within 400m given the same policy status as SPA. The site continues to be accorded the status as an SSSI,
) which is valued for its ecological significance and which has its own policy designation. See
Policy CS7 of the Core Strategy.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 Prey and Smarts Heath are SSSIs and should have a 400m Please The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the | No further modification
Victoria buffer zone around them like the TBH SPA sites as they are | reconsider Saved Policy NRM6 of the South East Plan. It relates to designated SPAs. Whilst it is is proposed as a result
'Important Bird Areas'. The Mayford Village Society is your plans acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and of this representation
pursuing this and will result in development not being S_mart Heath as SP_A, there is no conflrmatlc_m of su_ch designation. Consequently, it cannot be
allowed within 400m given the same policy status as SPA. The site continues to be accorded the status as an SSSI,
) which is valued for its ecological significance and which has its own policy designation. See
Policy CS7 of the Core Strategy.
243 | Claire Lee GBS Prey and Smarts Heath are SSSIs and should have a 400m Please The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the | No further modification
Victoria buffer zone around them like the TBH SPA sites as they are | reconsider Saved Policy NRM6 of the South East Plan. It relates to designated SPAs. Whilst it is is proposed as a result
'Important Bird Areas'. The Mayford Village Society is your plans acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and of this representation
pursuing this and will result in development not being S_mart Heath as SP_A, there is no conflrmatlc_)n of su.ch designation. Consequently, it cannot be
allowed within 400m given the same policy status as SPA. The site continues to be accorded the status as an SSSI,
) which is valued for its ecological significance and which has its own policy designation. See
Policy CS7 of the Core Strategy.
243 | Claire Lee GB9 Prey and Smarts Heath are SSSIs and should have a 400m Please The 400m exclusion zone from the SPA is justified by Policy CS8 of the Core Strategy and the | No further modification
Victoria buffer zone around them like the TBH SPA sites as they are | reconsider Saved Policy NRM6 of the South East Plan. It relates to designated SPAs. Whilst it is is proposed as a result
'Important Bird Areas'. The Mayford Village Society is your plans acknowledged that Mayford Village Society is pursuing the designation of Prey Heath and of this representation
pursuing this and will result in development not being S_mart Heath as SP_A, there is no conflrmatlc_)n of su.ch designation. Consequently, it cannot be
allowed within 400m given the same policy status as SPA. The site continues to be accorded the status as an SSSI,
) which is valued for its ecological significance and which has its own policy designation. See
Policy CS7 of the Core Strategy.
243 | Claire Lee GBS Please The methodology for carrying out the Green Belt boundary review is robust and has been No further modification
Victoria reconsider _consis@ently applied in the_review. The Council does not thi_nk its decisions has alsc_) been is proposed as a result
The Green Belt Review was inconsistent in its approach. It | your plans inconsistency. The Council has used a range of studies to inform the DPD. Collectively they of this representation
identified areas of land not to be considered (due to justify the allocation of the sites.
constraints) then recommended land that contained these
constraints (including Mayford - the Review rejected the Ten
Acre Site as a Traveller site).
243 | Claire Lee GB9 Please The methodology for carrying out the Green Belt boundary review is robust and has been No further modification
Victoria reconsider .consis@ently applied in the.review. The Council does not thi.nk its decisions has alsg been is proposed as a result
The Green Belt Review was inconsistent in its approach. It | your plans inconsistency. The Council has used a range of studies to inform the DPD. Collectively they of this representation

identified areas of land not to be considered (due to

justify the allocation of the sites.
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constraints) then recommended land that contained these
constraints (including Mayford - the Review rejected the Ten
Acre Site as a Traveller site
243 | Claire Lee GB11 Please The methodology for carrying the review is considered sufficiently robust and consistently No further modification
Victoria reconsider applied. This issues has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | js proposed as a result
The Green Belt Review was inconsistent in its approach. It your plans Topic Paper. See Section10. of this representation
identified areas of land not to be considered (due to
constraints) then recommended land that contained these
constraints (including Mayford - the Review rejected the Ten
Acre Site as a Traveller site).
243 | Claire Lee GB10 The Green Belt Review was inconsistent in its approach. It Please The methodology for carrying the review is considered sufficiently robust and consistently No further modification
Victoria identified areas of land not to be considered (due to reconsider applied. This issues has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | js proposed as a result
constraints) then recommended land that contained these your plans Topic Paper. See Section10. The approach taken to meet the needs of Travellers is addressed | of this representation
constraints (including Mayford - the Review rejected the Ten in Section 4 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
Acre Site as a Traveller site).
243 | Claire Lee GB10 Mayford is a key area for the absorption of rainwater to Please The flood risk implications of the proposals is addressed in detail in Section 5 of the Council's No further modification
Victoria alleviate flooding. Developing on the land will increase reconsider Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a sequential test and it is not is proposed as a result
surface water and increase flood risk to surrounding your plans enwsaged that the proposals will lead to unacceptable flood risk to occupants or exacerbate of this representation
properties. flood risk elsewhere.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 Please The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the No further modification
Victoria Mayford is key area for absorption of rainwater to alleviate reconsider Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a sequential test to is proposed as a result
flooding; development will increase surface water and flood your plans mform.the selection of sites and is satisfied t.hat the proposals will not lead to unacceptable of this representation
risk to surrounding properties. flood risk to occupants or exacerbate flood risk elsewhere.
243 | Claire Lee GBS Please The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the No further modification
Victoria Mayford is key area for absorption of rainwater to alleviate reconsider Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a sequential test to is proposed as a result
flooding; development will increase surface water and flood your plans |nform_the selection of sites and is satisfied t_hat the proposals will not lead to unacceptable of this representation
risk to surrounding properties. flood risk to occupants or exacerbate flood risk elsewhere.
243 | Claire Lee GB9 Please The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the No further modification
Victoria Mayford is key area for absorption of rainwater to alleviate reconsider Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The Council has carried out a sequential test to is proposed as a result
flooding; development will increase surface water and flood your plans |nform_the selection of sites and is satisfied t_hat the proposals will not lead to unacceptable of this representation
risk to surrounding properties. flood risk to occupants or exacerbate flood risk elsewhere.
243 | Claire Lee GB10 Wildlife will be wiped out on the site whilst there will be an Please During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification
Victoria increased risk to wildlife in protected heathlands (Smarts reconsider Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites. is proposed as a result
Heath and Prey Heath) due to the proximity of the your plans Overall the preferred _sit_es di_d n_ot rai_se any objection from S_u_rrey WiIdIife Trust or Na_tural of this representation
development. Englan_d bas_ed_on e_X|st'|ng plodlver3|ty f_ea_tures. The Council is commltte_d 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 key requirements of the proposals will require where necessary an
ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning decisions on the sites.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 Wildlife will be wiped out on the site whilst there will be an Please During the preparation of the Site Allocations DPD the Council consulted with Surrey Wildlife No further modification
Victoria increased risk to wildlife in protected Heathlands due to the reconsider Trust and Natural England to discover the biodiversity value of each of the proposed sites. is proposed as a result
proximity of the development. your plans Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust or Natural of this representation

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 key requirements of the proposals will require where necessary an
ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning decisions on the sites.
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243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

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.

Please
reconsider
your plans

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 key requirements of the proposals will require where necessary an
ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning decisions on the sites.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

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.

Please
reconsider
your plans

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 key requirements of the proposals will require where necessary an
ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning decisions on the sites.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

GB10

| strongly object to the proposal for housing on GB8, GB9,
GB10 and GB11. The housing will fill in any green space
between Mayford and Woking, turning Mayford into a suburb
of Woking and increasing the risk of merging of Woking and
Guildford, contrary to Green Belt policy. No consideration
given to preserving Mayford as a separate settlement, the
impact on the character of this isolated village community.
Development will have a disproportionate, totally unjustifiable
impact on residents, who chose to live in a semi-rural not
urban environment.

Please
reconsider
your plans

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 carried out a landscape assessment and landscape sensitivity for the sites to
accommodate change. The site can be developed without undermining the landscape assets
of the area. This particular issue is comprehensively covered in Section 7 of the Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. The allocation of the sites will not also undermine the physical separation
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. The flooding implications of the proposals is addressed in Section 5 of the
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The traffic implications is

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

GB11

| strongly object to GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB11, which will 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. Residents chose to
live in a semi-rural, not urban, environment.

Please
reconsider
your plans

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 carried out a landscape assessment and landscape sensitivity for the sites to
accommodate change. The sites can be developed without undermining the landscape assets
of the area. This particular issue is comprehensively covered in Section 7 of the Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. The allocation of the sites will not also undermine the physical separation
between Woking and Guildford. This matter has been addressed in Section 12 of the Issues
and Matters Topic Paper. It is not envisaged that based on the evidence the character of the
area will be significantly undermined. The character of Mayford in particular is protected by
Policy CS6 of the Core Strategy.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

GB8

| strongly object to GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB11, which will 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. Residents chose to
live in a semi-rural, not urban, environment.

Please
reconsider
your plans

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Strategy.
243 | Claire Lee GB9 | strongly object to GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB11, which will fill | Please The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensively No further modification
Victoria in any green space between Mayford and Woking, turning reconsider addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The is proposed as a result
Mayford into a suburb of Woking and increasing the risk of your plans proposals are underpinned by an assessment of the landscape implications for developing the | of this representation
merging Woking and Guidford, contrary to Green Bel olicy
No ConSIderat.lon given t.o preserving Mayfprd as a separate and Matters Topic Paper, Secﬁonpl The overall character and heritage assets of the area will
s_ettlgment or. Impact on its Charact.er. Residents chose to also not be significantly undermined. These are addressed in detail in Sections 23 and 19 of
live in a semi-rural, not urban, environment. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB8 | accept the proposed secondary school is a special purpose | Please The school now has planning permission. No further modification
Victoria allowed in Green Belt and support the school proposal reconsider is proposed as a result
including mitigation for traffic congestion, visual and noise your plans of this representation
pollution, safety measures for students and the public,
flooding and run-off.
243 | Claire Lee GB10 National policy states that Green Belt boundaries should only | Please The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Victoria be altered in exceptional circumstances. This has not been reconsider comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 | js proposed as a result
proven by WBC, especially as Policy states that housing your plans and 2. The Green Belt boundary review does not ignore the importance of landscape as a of this representation
need does not sy he harm done o the Green Bo by
Inappropriate d(_avelopme_nt Gre.en Belt boundaries should bggn comprehensivelygaddressed inpthe Cr))ouncil’s Issues andpMa?tters Topic Paper. See
9”'3/ be altered in _e_xceptlpnal circumstances. NO . Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review also provides evidence to suggest that the
independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites have proposed allocations north of Saunders Lane can be released from the Green Belt and
been exhausted. Areas of Mayford are recommended to be developed without undermining the integrity of the escarpment. The Council has carried out an
released from the Green Belt to create a defensible assessment of the urban area to meet development needs. The evidence demonstrates that
boundary. The proposed changes would create a weaker there is not sufficient brownfield land to meet development needs over the entire plan period.
boundary due to the removal of the escarpment. The GBBR This matter is comprehensively covered in Section 11 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt purpose ‘to preserve the The Cogncil is satis_fied that the proposals will not undermine the identity of Mayford or it
setting and special character of historic towns’. Mayford has separation from Guildford.
a strong history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book.
Mayford will become part of Greater Woking. Green Belt is
fundamental to the separation of Woking, Mayford and
Guildford. This is only classified as Important in the GBBR.
There is a high risk to Woking and Guildford merging if
Mayford is developed further. WBC states that land available
for development is more viable for removal from the Green
Belt. The ownership of land has no bearing on whether it
should be Green Belt or not.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 National policy states that Green Belt boundaries should only | Please The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Victoria be altered in exceptional circumstances. This has not been reconsider comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 | js proposed as a result
proven by WBC, especially as Policy states that housing your plans and 2. The Green Belt boundary review does not ignore the importance of landscape as a of this representation

need does not justify the harm done to the Green Belt by
inappropriate development Green Belt boundaries should
only be altered in exceptional circumstances. No
independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites have
been exhausted. Areas of Mayford are recommended to be
released from the Green Belt to create a defensible
boundary. The proposed changes would create a weaker
boundary due to the removal of the escarpment. The GBBR
incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt purpose ‘to preserve the
setting and special character of historic towns’. Mayford has
a strong history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book.

Mayford will become part of Greater Woking. Green Belt is

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. The Green Belt boundary review also provides evidence to suggest that the
proposed allocations north of Saunders Lane can be released from the Green Belt and
developed without undermining the integrity of the escarpment. The Council has carried out an
assessment of the urban area to meet development needs. The evidence demonstrates that
there is not sufficient brownfield land to meet development needs over the entire plan period.
This matter is comprehensively covered in Section 11 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
The Council is satisfied that the proposals will not undermine the identity of Mayford or it
separation from Guildford.
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fundamental to the separation of Woking, Mayford and
Guildford. This is only classified as Important in the GBBR.
There is a high risk to Woking and Guildford merging if
Mayford is developed further. WBC states that land available
for development is more viable for removal from the Green
Belt. The ownership of land has no bearing on whether it
should be Green Belt or not.
243 | Claire Lee GB8 National policy states that Green Belt boundaries should only | Please The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Victoria be altered in exceptional circumstances. This has not been reconsider comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 | js proposed as a result
proven by WBC, especially as Policy states that housing your plans and 2. The Green Belt boundary review does not ignore the importance of landscape as a of this representation
need does not sy he harm done fo the Green Be by
Inappropriate dgvelopmept Gre_en Belt boundaries should been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
pnly be altered in e?(ceptlpnal circumstances. NO . Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review also provides evidence to suggest that the
independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites have proposed allocations north of Saunders Lane can be released from the Green Belt and
been exhausted. Areas of Mayford are recommended to be developed without undermining the integrity of the escarpment. The Council has carried out an
released from the Green Belt to create a defensible assessment of the urban area to meet development needs. The evidence demonstrates that
boundary. The proposed changes would create a weaker there is not sufficient brownfield land to meet development needs over the entire plan period.
boundary due to the removal of the escarpment. The GBBR This matter is comprehensively covered in Section 11 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt purpose ‘to preserve the The Cogncil is satisfied that the proposals will not undermine the identity of Mayford or it
setting and special character of historic towns’. Mayford has separation from Guildford.
a strong history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book.
Mayford will become part of Greater Woking. Green Belt is
fundamental to the separation of Woking, Mayford and
Guildford. This is only classified as Important in the GBBR.
There is a high risk to Woking and Guildford merging if
Mayford is developed further. WBC states that land available
for development is more viable for removal from the Green
Belt. The ownership of land has no bearing on whether it
should be Green Belt or not.
243 | Claire Lee GB9 National policy states that Green Belt boundaries should only | Please The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Victoria be altered in exceptional circumstances. This has not been reconsider comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 | js proposed as a result
proven by WBC, especially as Policy states that housing your plans and 2. The Green Belt boundary review does not ignore the importance of landscape as a of this representation
need does ot sty th hiam done 0 the Green Belt by
Inappropriate d(.avebpme.m Gre.en Belt boundaries should bggn comprehensivelygaddressed inpthe Cri)ouncil’s Issues andpMagtters Topic Paper. See
Pr"y be altered in e_xceptpnal circumstances. NO . Section 7. The Green Belt boundary review also provides evidence to suggest that the
independently verified evidence that all Brownfield sites have proposed allocations north of Saunders Lane can be released from the Green Belt and
been exhausted. Areas of Mayford are recommended to be developed without undermining the integrity of the escarpment. The Council has carried out an
released from the Green Belt to create a defensible assessment of the urban area to meet development needs. The evidence demonstrates that
boundary. The proposed changes would create a weaker there is not sufficient brownfield land to meet development needs over the entire plan period.
boundary due to the removal of the escarpment. The GBBR This matter is comprehensively covered in Section 11 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt purpose ‘to preserve the The Cogncil is satis_fied that the proposals will not undermine the identity of Mayford or it
setting and special character of historic towns’. Mayford has separation from Guildford.
a strong history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book.
Mayford will become part of Greater Woking. Green Belt is
fundamental to the separation of Woking, Mayford and
Guildford. This is only classified as Important in the GBBR.
There is a high risk to Woking and Guildford merging if
Mayford is developed further. WBC states that land available
for development is more viable for removal from the Green
Belt. The ownership of land has no bearing on whether it
should be Green Belt or not.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 The Green Belt Review states a school on Egley Road would | Please The Council has always been clear that the Egley Road site is allocated for a school and No further modification
Victoria maintain openness; misleading if the school is a precursor to | reconsider residential development. The school now has the benefit of planning approval. is proposed as a result
housing on fields either side later on. your plans of this representation
243 | Claire Lee GB10 The GBBR indicates that a school on Egley Road would Please The Council has always been clear that the site at Egley Road referred to is allocated for a No further modification
Victoria maintain the openness of the area. This is misleading if the reconsider school and residential development. The school now has the benefit of planning approval. is proposed as a result
development of the school will result in housing on the fields | your plans of this representation

either side of the school later on
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243 | Claire Lee GB8 The Green Belt Review states a school on Egley Road would | Please The school now has planning permission. The Council has always been clear that the site is No further modification
Victoria maintain openness; misleading if the school is a precursor to | reconsider allocated for a school and residential development. is proposed as a result
housing on fields either side later on. your plans of this representation
243 | Claire Lee GB9 The Green Belt Review states a school on Egley Road would | Please The school proposal now has planning permission. The Council has always been clear that the | No further modification
Victoria maintain openness; misleading if the school is a precursor to | reconsider site is allocated for a school and residential development. is proposed as a result
housing on fields either side later on. your plans of this representation
243 | Claire Lee GB10 Please The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
Victoria The GBBR recommended Mayford on the basis of proximity | reconsider everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
to a Local Centre. The Mayford Centre has no supporting your plans inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops | of this representation
infrastructure and residents living in any major developments and services currently offered in the Nelghbo.urhood Centrg. The proposed allocation at Egley
would be isolated unless they have a vehicle 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
Please reconS|d§r your plans - what is Currently planned will development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
have a devastating impact to Mayford as a Village. Mayford travel by car.
is unigue in the U.K. and as stated above is mentioned in the
Domesday Book. Please also refer to the response by the In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
Mayford Village Society who | am happy also to represent leisure centre at the site known as ‘Nursery land adjacent to Egley Road (GB8)'. The provision
my views. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 The GBBR recommended Mayford on the basis of proximity | Please The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
Victoria to a Local Centre. The Mayford Centre has no supporting reconsider everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
infrastructure and residents living in any major developments | your plans ::(;";ae?\'}i’c'ggrfﬁgr]tni :flflgr‘gderir?irf’ee?\ﬂ%'k:‘t’)'ggr'hoocc?é'%gﬁg”% ﬁeggf:;i;ggrgﬁ‘ggazggh; SEZCI’S; of this representation
would be isolated unless they have a vehicle. 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
Please recons'd_er y_our plans - what is currently planned will Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
have a devastating impact to Mayford as a Village. Mayford development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
is unique in the U.K. and as stated above is mentioned in the travel by car.
Domesday Book. Please also refer to the response by the
Mayford Village Society who | am happy also to represent In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
my views. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB8 The GBBR recommended Mayford on the basis of proximity | Please The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
Victoria to a Local Centre. The Mayford Centre has no supporting reconsider everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
infrastructure and residents living in any major developments | your plans inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops | of this representation

would be isolated unless they have a vehicle.

Please reconsider your plans - what is currently planned will
have a devastating impact to Mayford as a Village. Mayford
is unigue in the U.K. and as stated above is mentioned in the
Domesday Book. Please also refer to the response by the
Mayford Village Society who | am happy also to represent
my views.

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 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
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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.
243 | Claire Lee GB9 The GBBR recommended Mayford on the basis of proximity | Please The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
Victoria to a Local Centre. The Mayford Centre has no supporting reconsider everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
infrastructure and residents living in any major developments | your plans gne(;/i?e?\l}i/clgggisr:;n; gfl;é?ggrir?];r?;ilﬂ%::\lglggr:]%coﬂ%grlwﬁng ﬁeggf:;i;ggngﬁ‘gga‘;ggh; SEZ?(E; of this representation
would be isolated unless they have a vehicle. 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
Please recon3|d§r ypur plans - what is Currently planned will Mayford area. It is envisaged that this relevantly small provision of retail and/or community
have a devastating impact to Mayford as a Village. Mayford development will meet the day to day needs of local people and therefore reduce the need to
is unique in the U.K. and as stated above is mentioned in the travel by car.
Domesday Book. Please also refer to the response by the
Mayford Village Society who | am happy also to represent In addition planning permission has recently been granted for a new secondary school and
my views. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB10 No consideration to the impact on infrastructure that the Please The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
Victoria increased population will result in, for existing and new reconsider Allocations DPD is addressed in the Issues and Matters Topic Paper (Section 3.0). The way is proposed as a result
residents. There will be more cars and traffic. There are no | your plans that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the of this representation
plans to upgrade the roads or bridges or any solutions to Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayfor_d _form the
deal with the existing traffic problems on Egley Road. 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
road to Worplesdpn S_tat|on V‘_”" be dangerous as therg are locally, placing a greater demand on the shops and services currently offered in the
no pavements. Directing traffic down Saunders Lane is Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley Road Garden Centre (GB9) notes
ridiculous - a narrow road with pinch points and significant that there is an opportunity to provide an element of retail/community development to enhance
through traffic at inappropriate speeds. 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.
243 | Claire Lee GB11 No consideration to the impact on infrastructure that the Please The general approach to infrastructure provision to support the proposals in the Site No further modification
Victoria increased population will result in. There will be more cars reconsider 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 your plans that the traffic impacts of the proposals are assessed is comprehensively addressed in the of this representation

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. Prey Heath Road and
Saunders Lane are unsuitable.

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
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the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy.

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

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
will make the situation worse. Prey Heath Road and
Saunders Lane are unsuitable.

Please
reconsider
your plans

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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

GB9

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
will make the situation worse. Prey Heath Road and
Saunders Lane are unsuitable.

Please
reconsider
your plans

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/lcommunity 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

GB7

Traveller sites should have adequate amenity for its
occupiers, including space for related business activities.
Smarts Heath Road is a residential road of 25 houses, with
two Grade Two listed buildings near Ten Acre Farm.
Travellers related business activities are out of keeping.

Please
reconsider
your plans

The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 4. The Council believes that the site can be developed without
undermining the overall character of the area and/or the heritage assets of the area

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

243

Claire
Victoria

Lee

GB7

Smarts Heath Road is not currently close to schools. It does
not have easy access to local facilities required for a
Traveller site.

Please
reconsider
your plans

The general approach to infrastructure provision to serve the proposals is addressed in detail
in Section 3 of the Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper. 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/lcommunity 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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589 | A Lee GB8 Green Belt land in Mayford is fundamental to the separation None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
of Woking, Mayford and Guildford. There is only two miles Topic Paper. See Section 12.0. Further to this, the Green Belt boundary review report provides | is proposed as a result
between the Mayford roundabout and Slyfield which results sufficient evidence that the release of the proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will of this representation
in & high sk of coalescence between Wolking and Guidford orable 2 defersle boundary Lo e draun e over s ong i of e bejond
should Mayford. develop further: The proposed boundary for report had not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed
the Green B(?It IS nOt st_rong as_'t does not follow the physical Green Belt boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford.
fea}tl{res outlined in national guidance, but weakens the For sites GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area
existing boundary due to removal of the escarpment. 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.

589 | A Lee GB9 Green Belt land in Mayford is fundamental to the separation None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
of Woking, Mayford and Guildford. There is only two miles Topic Paper. See Section 12.0. Further to this, the Green Belt boundary review report provides | js proposed as a result
ina high s o coalescence between Woking and Guidiord erable 2 defersle boundary Lo e dran 1wl encure over a ong i oftme bejond
Sr:mléld Ma)llsfolrd_ develop further_. Lhe propc;scﬁd borl:nder\]ry forl report had not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed
the Green ?t IS _not strong as.|t oes not follow the physica Green Belt boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford.
features outlined in national guidance, but weakens the For sites GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area
existing boundary due to removal of the escarpment. 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.

589 | A Lee GB10 Green Belt land in Mayford is fundamental to the separation None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
of Woking, Mayford and Guildford. There is only two miles Topic Paper. See Section 12.0. Further to this, the Green Belt boundary review report provides | s proposed as a result
between the Mayford roundabout and Slyfield which results sufficient evidence that the release of the proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will of this representation
in  high ik of coalescence between Woking and Guildrd o e e W e et 2 o et of me beyond
Sr:mléld Ma)éfolrd. develop further: Lhe propc:csid borl]Jndz:]ry forl report had not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed
the Green ?t IS _not St_rong as,'t oes not follow the physica Green Belt boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford.
features outlined in national guidance, but weakens the For sites GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area
existing boundary due to removal of the escarpment. 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.

589 | A Lee GB11 Green Belt land in Mayford is fundamental to the separation None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
of Woking, Mayford and Guildford. There is only two miles Topic Paper. See Section 12.0. Further to this, the Green Belt boundary review report provides | js proposed as a result
between the Mayford roundabout and Slyfield which results sufficient evidence that the release of the proposed allocated sites from the Green Belt will of this representation
in a high ik of coalescence between Woking and Guidord e oty 10 e o el ) e over & o o ofme beyond
should Mayford. develop further.‘ The proposed boundary for report had not been accepted by the Council, a clear reason has been given. The proposed
the Green Bglt IS _not st_rong as_'t does not follow the physical Green Belt boundary has been drawn to follow the edge of the development sites in Mayford.
features outlined in national guidance, but weakens the For sites GB8, GB9, GB10 and GB14 there will be a continuation of the existing urban area
existing boundary due to removal of the escarpment. 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.

589 | A Lee GB8 Land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. This 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 7.0 is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 and referred to in CS24) and therefore of this representation
should not be considered for development.

589 | A Lee GB9 Land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. This 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 7.0

is proposed as a result
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Plan Policy NE7 and referred to in CS24) and therefore of this representation
should not be considered for development.
589 | A Lee GB10 Land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. This 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 7.0 is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 and referred to in CS24) and therefore of this representation
should not be considered for development.
589 | A Lee GB11 Land North of Saunders Lane includes “Escarpments None stated. This 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 7.0 is proposed as a result
Plan Policy NE7 and referred to in CS24) and therefore of this representation
should not be considered for development.
589 | A Lee GB8 Land relating to Special Protection Areas (SPA), including a None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
400m buffer, was excluded from consideration in the Green Topic Paper. See Section 14.0. is proposed as a result
Belt Review. Prey Heath and Smarts Heath are SSSIs and of this representation
designated 'Important Bird Areas' by Bird Life International,
so should have buffers applied for the same reason. The
Mayford Village Society is currently pursuing the inclusion of
these areas in the Thames Basin Heaths SPA which, if
successful, will result in a 400m development exclusion
buffer.
589 | A Lee GB9 Land relating to Special Protection Areas (SPA), including a | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
400m buffer, was excluded from consideration in the Green Topic Paper. See Section 14.0. is proposed as a result
Belt Review. Prey Heath and Smarts Heath are SSSIs and of this representation
designated 'Important Bird Areas' by Bird Life International,
so should have buffers applied for the same reason. The
Mayford Village Society is currently pursuing the inclusion of
these areas in the Thames Basin Heaths SPA which, if
successful, will result in a 400m development exclusion
buffer.
589 | A Lee GB10 Land relating to Special Protection Areas (SPA), including a | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
400m buffer, was excluded from consideration in the Green Topic Paper. See Section 14.0. is proposed as a result
Belt Review. Prey Heath and Smarts Heath are SSSls and of this representation
designated 'Important Bird Areas' by Bird Life International,
so should have buffers applied for the same reason. The
Mayford Village Society is currently pursuing the inclusion of
these areas in the Thames Basin Heaths SPA which, if
successful, will result in a 400m development exclusion
buffer.
589 | A Lee GB11 Land relating to Special Protection Areas (SPA), including a None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
400m buffer, was excluded from consideration in the Green Topic Paper. See Section 14.0. is proposed as a result
Belt Review. Prey Heath and Smarts Heath are SSSis and of this representation
designated 'Important Bird Areas' by Bird Life International,
so should have buffers applied for the same reason. The
Mayford Village Society is currently pursuing the inclusion of
these areas in the Thames Basin Heaths SPA which, if
successful, will result in a 400m development exclusion
buffer.
589 | A Lee GB8 Mayford has a poor public transport system with limited bus None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification
services. relevant operators and providers to see best how they can collectively enhance existing is proposed as a result
operation{il def_icie_ncies in servic'e provision to meet the ?ncreasing demand. The Council is of this representation
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.
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.
589 | A Lee GB9 Mayford has a poor public transport system with limited bus None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification

services.

relevant operators and providers to see best how 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

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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infrastructure to meet the projected demand on the back of the Core Strategy.
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.
589 | A Lee GB10 Mayford has a poor public transport system with limited bus None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification
services. relevant operators and providers to see best how they can collectively enhance existing is proposed as a result
operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is of this representation
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.
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.
589 | A Lee GB11 Mayford has a poor public transport system with limited bus None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification
services. relevaot operators aljd p.rovider.s to see best how they can colleotively enhance existing. . is proposed as a result
operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is of this representation
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.
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.

589 | A Lee GB8 Mayford has a very poor road network, with narrow roads, None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
three single line bridges, most roads unlit at night and few Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. The Council will draw the County Council’s is proposed as a result
pedestrian footpaths. Traffic is gridlocked at peak hours, attention to this representation regarding the lack of footpaths to see what can be done to of this representation
which would be further adversely affected by the new homes 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
being developed at Willow Reach and Kl_n_gsmoor F_’ark, the sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.
proposed school at Egley Road and additional traffic from the
other proposed development.

589 | A Lee GB9 Mayford has a very poor road network, with narrow roads, None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
three single line bridges, most roads unlit at night and few Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. The Council will draw the County Council’s is proposed as a result
pedestrian footpaths. Traffic is gridlocked at peak hours, attention to thls_ ropreoenta}tlon regardl_ng the lack of footpaths to see What can be done to of this representation
which would be further adversely affected by the new homes 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
being developed at Willow Reach and K'.n.gsmoor P.ark’ the sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.
proposed school at Egley Road and additional traffic from the
other proposed development.

589 | A Lee GB10 Mayford has a very poor road network, with narrow roads, None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
three single line bridges, most roads unlit at night and few Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. The Council will draw the County Council’'s is proposed as a result
pedestrian footpaths. Traffic is gridlocked at peak hours, attention to th|§ ropre;ente}tlon regardl_ng the lack of footpaths to see what can be done to of this representation
which would be further adversely affected by the new homes 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
being developed at Willow Reach and Kl_n_gsmoor P_ark, the sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.
proposed school at Egley Road and additional traffic from the
other proposed development.

589 | A Lee GB11 Mayford has a very poor road network, with narrow roads, None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
three single line bridges, most roads unlit at night and few Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. The Council will draw the County Council’s is proposed as a result
pedestrian footpaths. Traffic is gridlocked at peak hours, attention to thls_ representation regardl_ng the lack of footpaths to see What can be done to of this representation
which would be further adversely affected by the new homes 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
being developed at Willow Reach and Kl_n_gsmoor Park, the sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.
proposed school at Egley Road and additional traffic from the
other proposed development.

589 | A Lee GBS Mayford is a key area for rainwater absorption and flood None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
alleviation. Developing land will increase surface water run Topic Paper. See Section 5.0. is proposed as a result
off and increase flood risk to surrounding properties. of this representation

589 | A Lee GB9 Mayford is a key area for rainwater absorption and flood None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
alleviation. Developing land will increase surface water run Topic Paper. See Section 5.0. is proposed as a result
off and increase flood risk to surrounding properties. of this representation

589 | A Lee GB10 Mayford is a key area for rainwater absorption and flood None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

alleviation. Developing land will increase surface water run
off and increase flood risk to surrounding properties.

Topic Paper. See Section 5.0.

is proposed as a result
of this representation

68



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

589 | A Lee GB11 Mayford is a key area for rainwater absorption and flood None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
alleviation. Developing land will increase surface water run Topic Paper. See Section 5.0. is proposed as a result
off and increase flood risk to surrounding properties. of this representation

589 | A Lee GB8 The Green Belt Review incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt | None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification
Purpose 'To preserve the setting and special character of towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition is proposed as a result
historic towns' due to Woking not having a particularly strong Woking and its.viIIages are not classified as hi;tpric towns. Itis ackn.owledged that Woking has | of this representation
historical character. However Mayford does have a strong a vk?rlety o;: heritage assl,e.ts, and thgre arg s;]ufflclgen.t and.robl;st poh;:u;s to preserve inbd/or
history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book, a link with enhance these assets. Itis not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
history which will be lost forever if the proposals proceed. 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.

589 | A Lee GB9 The Green Belt Review incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt | None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification
Purpose 'To preserve the setting and special character of tOWﬂ§ was I’]pt cqnsidered relevant |n _the Gregn B.E|t boundary review because by definition is proposed as a result
historic towns' due to Woking not having a particularly strong Woklng and |ts_V|IIages are not classified as hI.St.OI‘IC towns. Itis ackn_owledged that Woking has | of this representation
historical character. However Mayford does have a strong a vr?rlety 0;: heritage assl,e_ts, and tht_ere arg shufflct;en_t and_robl;st pO|I(f2IehS to preserve _ﬁnt():i/or
history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book, a link with enhance these assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
history which will be lost forever if the proposals proceed. 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.

589 | A Lee GB10 The Green Belt Review incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt | None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification
Purpose 'To preserve the setting and special character of towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition is proposed as a result
historic towns' due to Woking not having a particularly strong Woking and its villages are not classified as historic towns. It is acknowledged that Woking has | of this representation
historical character. However Mayford does have a strong a variety of heritage asseps, and thgre are suff|C|en.t and.robust policies to preserve .and/or
history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book, a link with enhance @hese assets. It is not enwsa_ged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
history which will be lost forever if the proposals proceed. 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.

589 | A Lee GB11 The Green Belt Review incorrectly dismissed the Green Belt | None stated. The specific purpose of the Green Belt to preserve the setting and special character of historic | No further modification
Purpose 'To preserve the setting and special character of towns was not considered relevant in the Green Belt boundary review because by definition is proposed as a result
historic towns' due to Woking not having a particularly strong Woking and its villages are not classified as historic towns. It is acknowledged that Woking has | of this representation
historical character. However Mayford does have a strong a variety of heritage assets, and there are sufficient and robust policies to preserve and/or
history and is mentioned in the Domesday Book, a link with enhance Fhese assets. It is not envisaged that the integrity of any of these assets will be
history which will be lost forever if the proposals proceed. 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.

589 | A Lee GB8 The Green Belt Review indicates that a school on Egley None stated. The site at Egley Road (Policy GB8) is allocated for housing and educational uses. There is No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area. This is therefore no intention to be misleading. The recommendations of the Green Belt boundary is proposed as a result
misleading if that school is merely a Trojan horse as a review support this decision. The Council believe that the site can be developed for a school of this representation
precursor to housing development on fields either side. and about 188 new homes without undermining the overall purpose of the Green Belt.

589 | A Lee GB9 The Green Belt Review indicates that a school on Egley None stated. The site at Egley Road (Policy GB8) is allocated for housing and educational uses. There is No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area. This is therefore no intention to be misleading. The recommendations of the Green Belt boundary is proposed as a result
misleading if that school is merely a Trojan horse as a review support this decision. The Council believe that the site can be developed for a school of this representation
precursor to housing development on fields either side. and about 188 new homes without undermining the overall purpose of the Green Belt.

589 | A Lee GB10 The Green Belt Review indicates that a school on Egley None stated. The site at Egley Road (Policy GB8) is allocated for housing and educational uses. There is No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area. This is therefore no intention to be misleading. The recommendations of the Green Belt boundary is proposed as a result
misleading if that school is merely a Trojan horse as a review support this decision. _The Council b.ellieve that the site can be developed for a school of this representation
precursor to housing development on fields either side. and about 188 new homes without undermining the overall purpose of the Green Belt.

589 | A Lee GB11 The Green Belt Review indicates that a school on Egley None stated. The site at Egley Road (Policy GB8) is allocated for housing and educational uses. There is No further modification
Road would maintain the openness of the area. This is therefore no intention to be misleading. The recommendations of the Green Belt boundary is proposed as a result
precursor to housing development on fields either side. and about 188 new homes without undermining the overall purpose of the Green Belt.

589 | A Lee GB8 The Green Belt Review proposes to change boundaries None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification

without a Landscape Character Assessment, questioning the
validity of the review and why areas of landscape importance
are ignored.

Topic Paper. See Section 7.0. The Hook Heath Escarpment was taken into account during the
preparation of the Green Belt boundary review and the Site Allocations DPD. As noted in the

Green Belt boundary review as well as the Key Requirements within the Site Allocations DPD,
through careful masterplanning/design layout, it is possible to develop certain areas of the site

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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without compromising the integrity of the escarpment. This would be taken into consideration
during any future detailed planning application stage.

589 | A Lee GB9 The Green Belt Review proposes to change boundaries None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
without a Landscape Character Assessment, questioning the Topic Paper. See Section 7.0. The Hook Heath Escarpment was taken into account during the | is proposed as a result
validity of the review and why areas of landscape importance preparation of the Green Belt boundary review and the Site Allocations DPD. As noted in the of this representation
are ignored. Green Belt boundary review as WeII_ as the Ke){ Requwe_ments within the Sltg Allocations DP_D,

through careful masterplanning/design layout, it is possible to develop certain areas of the site
without compromising the integrity of the escarpment. This would be taken into consideration
during any future detailed planning application stage.

589 | A Lee GB10 The Green Belt Review proposes to change boundaries None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
without a Landscape Character Assessment, questioning the Topic Paper. See Section 7.0. The Hook Heath Escarpment was taken into account during the | is proposed as a result
validity of the review and why areas of landscape importance preparation of the Green Belt boundary review and the Site Allocations DPD. As noted in the of this representation
are ignored. Green Belt boundary review as WeII_ as the Ke){ Reqwre_ments within the Slt(_e Allocations DP_D,

through careful masterplanning/design layout, it is possible to develop certain areas of the site
without compromising the integrity of the escarpment. This would be taken into consideration
during any future detailed planning application stage.

589 | A Lee GB11 The Green Belt Review proposes to change boundaries None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
without a Landscape Character Assessment, questioning the Topic Paper. See Section 7.0. The Hook Heath Escarpment was taken into account during the | s proposed as a result
validity of the review and why areas of landscape importance preparation of the Green Belt boundary review and the Site Allocations DPD. As noted in the of this representation
are ignored. Green Belt boundary review as WeII_ as the Key Reqwre_ments within the Sltg Allocations DP_D,

through careful masterplanning/design layout, it is possible to develop certain areas of the site
without compromising the integrity of the escarpment. This would be taken into consideration
during any future detailed planning application stage.

589 | A Lee GB8 The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford on the basis | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
of proximity to a 'Local Centre'. Other than a Post Office and everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
doctors, dentists, medical facilities or schools. Residents of ‘E‘z”d geC:"'Cg’s cgrreptly(gfée;)ed '? thﬁ] l\ltetﬁhbo_urhood Cert]tre_.t Tthe pro?gsed alllocanotn ?t Egley

) oad Garden Centre notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element o
”eW. development would be isolated unless they have a retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
vehicle. 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.

589 | A Lee GB9 The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford on the basis | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
of proximity to a 'Local Centre'. Other than a Post Office and everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
barbers, Mayford has no supporting infrastructure e.g. shops, inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops | of this representation
doctors, dentists, medical facilities or schools. Residents of ;nd geé"'c;s cgrretntly(gfée;)ed '[‘ thteh l\ltetuﬁ;hbo.urhood Ce':tre.'t Tthe propénsed alllocatlotn ?t Egley

: oad Garden Centre notes that there is an opportunity to provide an element o
”e"‘( development would be isolated unless they have a retail/community development to enhance the rather dispersed provision currently in the
vehicle. 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.

589 | A Lee GB10 The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford on the basis | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification
of proximity to a 'Local Centre'. Other than a Post Office and everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Mayford would is proposed as a result
barbers, Mayford has no supporting infrastructure e.g. shops, |neV|tany increase the number_ of peoplfe living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops of this representation
doctors. dentists. medical facilities or schools. Residents of and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. The proposed allocation at Egley
new de\,/elopmer;t would be isolated unless they have a 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
vehicle. 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.
589 | A Lee GB11 The Green Belt Review recommended Mayford on the basis | None stated. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the No further modification

of proximity to a 'Local Centre'. Other than a Post Office and
barbers, Mayford has no supporting infrastructure e.g. shops,
doctors, dentists, medical facilities or schools. Residents of
new development would be isolated unless they have a
vehicle.

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)'.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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The provision of this infrastructure will further support the daily needs of local people.

589 | A Lee GB7 Traveller sites should have adequate amenity for intended None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
occupiers, including space for related business activities. Topic Paper. See Section 4.0, paragraph 4.12. It is not intended that the site should be is proposed as a result
Smarts Heath Road is a residential road with two Grade Two allocated for a business use. The site is allocated as a Traveller site to meet the of this representation
listed buildings in close proximity to the site. Traveller related accqmmodatlon nt_eeds of Travellers. I_—|0wever, any proposal should _take into account the
business activities would be out of keeping in such a road. trad_ltlonal way of life of Trav_ellers: Th|§ matter has been addressed in the Issues and Mgtters

Topic paper and the DPD will clarify this issue. 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.

589 | A Lee GB7 The site does not have safe and reasonable access to None stated. It is agreed that all types of new residential development should have good access to local No further modification
schools or other local facilities, as there are virtually no local shops and services. The existing shops in Mayford form the Mayford Neighbourhood Centre is proposed as a result
facilities in Mayford village. which caters for the everyday needs of those. living locally. The propqsed 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.

589 | A Lee GB7 Where no sites are available in the urban area, priority will be | None stated. There has been a thorough assessment of reasonable alternative sites to inform the selection No further modification
given to edge of centre sites with good access to jobs, Shops of preferred sites, including this one. This is comprehensively addressed in the Council's is proposed as a result
and infrastructure. Mayford does not satisfy this criteria. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 4.0, 9.0, and 11.0. There is potential for of this representation

improvements to local infrastructure and services in Mayford, as outlined in Section 3.0 of
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Further to this, there is the opportunity at Site GB9
Egley Road Garden Centre to provide an element of small scale retail and/or community
development, to enhance the currently rather dispersed provision in the Mayford area, and
better meet the day to day needs of local people.

589 | A Lee GBS The Council openly states that it considers land available for | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
development (e.g. owned by the Council or a Developer) Topic Paper. See Section 13.0 is proposed as a result
more 'viable' for removal from the Green Belt. Ownership of of this representation
land has not bearing on whether land should be Green Belt
or not.

589 | A Lee GB9 The Council openly states that it considers land available for | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
development (e.g. owned by the Council or a Developer) Topic Paper. See Section 13.0 is proposed as a result
more 'viable' for removal from the Green Belt. Ownership of of this representation
land has not bearing on whether land should be Green Belt
or not.

589 | A Lee GB10 The Council openly states that it considers land available for | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
development (e.g. owned by the Council or a Developer) Topic Paper. See Section 13.0 is proposed as a result
more ‘viable' for removal from the Green Belt. Ownership of of this representation
land has not bearing on whether land should be Green Belt
or not.

589 | A Lee GB11 The Council openly states that it considers land available for | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
development (e.g. owned by the Council or a Developer) Topic Paper. See Section 13.0 is proposed as a result
more 'viable' for removal from the Green Belt. Ownership of of this representation
land has not bearing on whether land should be Green Belt
or not.

589 | A Lee GB8 Worplesdon Station is inaccessible with unlit pedestrian None stated. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation to see what can be No further modification
footpaths leading to and away from the station. done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure is proposed as a result

that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all of this representation
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

589 | A Lee GB9 Worplesdon Station is inaccessible with unlit pedestrian None stated. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation to see what can be No further modification
footpaths leading to and away from the station. done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure is proposed as a result

that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all of this representation
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

589 | A Lee GB10 Worplesdon Station is inaccessible with unlit pedestrian None stated. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation to see what can be No further modification

footpaths leading to and away from the station.

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

71



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

589 | A Lee GB11 Worplesdon Station is inaccessible with unlit pedestrian None stated. The Council will draw the County Council’s attention to this representation to see what canbe | No further modification

footpaths leading to and away from the station. done to address the existing situation. Regarding the allocated sites, the Council will ensure is proposed as a result
that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is easy access to and within the site by all of this representation
sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling and public transport where feasible.

589 | A Lee GB7 The site is adjacent to Smarts Heath Common, a SSSI, used | None stated. Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satisfied the No further modification
for leisure purposes. Any increase in the present Traveller in_ter_lgification of the_ use of the site to inclu_de by an_additional 12 pitches will not hav_e_ is proposed as a result
site would decrease the visual amenity and character of the significant adverse impacts on nea'rby designated .S|tes that cannot l?e adequately mitigated by | of this representation
areas and increase risk to wildlife due to domestic animals in thq key requirements pf the allocation. The. Council ha}s consgltgd with Natural England and no
close proximity 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.

589 | A Lee GB7 A sequential approach must be taken to identify sites for None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
allocation, with sites in the urban area considered before the Topic Paper. See Section 4.0 and 9.0. is proposed as a result
Green Belt. No urban sites have been considered, and of this representation
doubts the validity of there being no other sites across the
whole Borough that are identified or suitable.

589 | A Lee GBS Accepts the proposed school as a special purpose for Green | None stated. Support for the principle of a secondary school on the site, combined with suitable mitigation No further modification
Belt land and supportive of associated mitigation measures. measures, is noted. As noted in the Officer's Report to the Planning Committee for the is proposed as a result
However, objects strongly to the leisure centre, running track proposed school and leisure facilities, the proposed scheme will not have an adverse impact | of this representation
and sports pitches (and associated café, parking and on re&dgr;::al p(:ppertltes. 'I_'(;ns ;_s Iclue to t?_e sepgr;flogldlstqncecs b%t_\;\_/een t?te pgogc;siﬂ land

: ; L uses and the adjacent residential properties and the Planning Conditions attached to the
access) which will have major impacts on an alre_ady planning permission. It is worth noting that the Council do not have a 800m separation policy
pverloade_d and_ ur_lexpan(_jable_ road system a_nd _'S between leisure facilities and residential properties. Through good design and, where
inappropriate within a residential area due to its impacts, and necessary mitigation measures, it is possible to achieve a satisfactory relationship between
conflicts with the Councils stated 800m separation policy. different land uses. This is set out in Core Strategy Policy CS21: Design and the Design SPD.
The association of the leisure and sports proposal with the The proposed school has carried out detailed transport studies in order to mitigate the impact
school proposal represents a lack of transparency on behalf of the development on the local infrastructure network. This has been considered appropriate
of the Council. and suitable by the Local Planning Authority, which has granted planning permission for a new

school and associated leisure facilities (this decision has not been called in by the Secretary of
State). It is not considered that there has been a lack of transparency through this proposal,
and the Council's standard procedures in terms of public consultation and availability of
planning application documents have been followed.

The representation regarding the existing public transport provision 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.

589 | A Lee 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. Sge .SECtiOI"I 22.0..With r_egard to the justification for the development il"l. a Green is proposed as a result
community. There is no justification for further expansion in Belt location, thls_ is addressed in Sections 1.0. and 4.0 (paragraph 4.3) of the Council's Issues | gf this representation
Mayford. and Matters Topic Paper.

589 | A Lee GBS 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. This

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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isolated community of less than a thousand dwellings will be
destroyed forever, with a disproportionate and unjustifiable
impact of Mayford residents who have chosen to live in a
semi-rural environment.

589 | A Lee 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 wiII be reduced as a result.oyc 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. This
isolated community of less than a thousand dwellings will be
destroyed forever, with a disproportionate and unjustifiable
impact of Mayford residents who have chosen to live in a
semi-rural environment.

589 | A Lee 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 wiII be reduced as a result.oyc 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. This
isolated community of less than a thousand dwellings will be
destroyed forever, with a disproportionate and unjustifiable
impact of Mayford residents who have chosen to live in a
semi-rural environment.

589 | A Lee 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 W!|| be reduced as a result_o_f 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. This
isolated community of less than a thousand dwellings will be
destroyed forever, with a disproportionate and unjustifiable
impact of Mayford residents who have chosen to live in a
semi-rural environment.

589 | A Lee GBS The Green Belt Review's basis for recommending Mayford None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
for development is a 7 minute travel time using Google key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local is proposed as a result
maps. At peak hours the actual travel time can be over half _services .and retail centres._ They do not exactly r_eflect re_al-time _conditions or peak hour _ of this representation
an hou: A ks hours mofoststake allmative outes A ol R L Rl e A
throuQ.h narrow residential streets, exacerbating the impact proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
on residents. measures necessary, including those to deal with potential issues created by unsuitable

alternative routes being used by motorists, will be informed by the Transport Assessment.

589 | A Lee GB9 The Green Belt Review's basis for recommending Mayford None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
for development is a 7 minute travel time using Google key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local is proposed as a result
maps. At peak hours the actual travel time can be over half _services .and retail centres._ They do not exactly (eflect re_al-time _conditions or peak hour _ of this representation
an hour. A peaks hours, motoit ake afenatve ovtes oM lcoalo Mty -t oot e A 0
throuQ.h narrow residential streets, exacerbating the impact proposed allocations. Thpe TA uses real peak time data to inform the mpodelling. Anypmitigation
on residents. measures necessary, including those to deal with potential issues created by unsuitable

alternative routes being used by motorists, will be informed by the Transport Assessment.

589 | A Lee GB10 The Green Belt Review's basis for recommending Mayford None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification
for development is a 7 minute travel time using Google key services and facilities provide a consistent baseline in calculating the accessibility to local is proposed as a result
maps. At peak hours the actual travel time can be over half services .and retail centres.. They do not exactly (eflect rgal-tlme pondltlons or peak hour . of this representation
an hour A peaks ours, mofoit ake afenatve outes e e e B e can
throug_h narrow residential streets, exacerbating the impact proposed allocations. Thpe TA uses real peak time data to inform the mpodelling. Anypmitigation
on residents. measures necessary, including those to deal with potential issues created by unsuitable

alternative routes being used by motorists, will be informed by the Transport Assessment.
589 | A Lee GB11 The Green Belt Review's basis for recommending Mayford None stated. The journey times used in estimating the sustainability of sites by reference to their proximity to | No further modification

for development is a 7 minute travel time using Google
maps. At peak hours the actual travel time can be over half
an hour. At peaks hours, motorists take alternative routes

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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through narrow residential streets, exacerbating the impact
on residents.

proposed allocations. The TA uses real peak time data to inform the modelling. Any mitigation
measures necessary, including those to deal with potential issues created by unsuitable
alternative routes being used by motorists, will be informed by the Transport Assessment.

589

Lee

GB8

The Green Belt Review was worryingly inconsistent in its
approach of not considering certain areas of land, due to
constraints. It then recommended land that contained these
constraints, Mayford included. It rejected the Ten Acre site
as a Traveller site.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 10.0 and 17.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

GB9

The Green Belt Review was worryingly inconsistent in its
approach of not considering certain areas of land, due to
constraints. It then recommended land that contained these
constraints, Mayford included. It rejected the Ten Acre site
as a Traveller site.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 10.0 and 17.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

GB10

The Green Belt Review was worryingly inconsistent in its
approach of not considering certain areas of land, due to
constraints. It then recommended land that contained these
constraints, Mayford included. It rejected the Ten Acre site
as a Traveller site.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 10.0 and 17.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

GB11

The Green Belt Review was worryingly inconsistent in its
approach of not considering certain areas of land, due to
constraints. It then recommended land that contained these
constraints, Mayford included. It rejected the Ten Acre site
as a Traveller site.

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 10.0 and 17.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

GB8

No evidence (independently verified) has been produced to
demonstrate that Woking Council has exhausted Brownfield
sites for development in its Plan

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

GB9

No evidence (independently verified) has been produced to
demonstrate that Woking Council has exhausted Brownfield
sites for development in its Plan

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

GB10

No evidence (independently verified) has been produced to
demonstrate that Woking Council has exhausted Brownfield
sites for development in its Plan

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

GB11

No evidence (independently verified) has been produced to
demonstrate that Woking Council has exhausted Brownfield
sites for development in its Plan

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

589

Lee

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

589

Lee

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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).

589

Lee

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

589

Lee

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

589

Lee

GB7

Successive Planning Inspectors have refused residential
applications on this site because it would 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, 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
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications

589 | A Lee 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 and Hook Heath. These areas are unique Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
and mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Mayford Village Society to represent my 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.

589 | A Lee 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 and Hook Heath. These areas are unique Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
and mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Mayford Village Society to represent my 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.

589 | A Lee 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 and Hook Heath. These areas are unique Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
and mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Mayford Village Society to represent my 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.

589 | A Lee 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 and Hook Heath. These areas are unique Topic Paper. See Section 23.0. is proposed as a result
and mentioned in the Domesday Book. Happy for the In addition, the Council recognise the special character of Mayford. Core Strategy Policy CS6: of this representation
Mayford Village Society to represent my 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 1D 563.

589 | A Lee GBS Green Belt boundaries should only be altered in ‘exceptional | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
circumstances' according to National Policy. This has not Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraphs 1.9-1.12. is proposed as a result
been proved. Policy clearly states that ‘housing need - of this representation
including Traveller sites' does not justify harm done to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development

589 | A Lee GB9 Green Belt boundaries should only be altered in 'exceptional | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
circumstances' according to National Policy. This has not Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraphs 1.9-1.12. is proposed as a result
been proved. Policy clearly states that ‘housing need - of this representation
including Traveller sites' does not justify harm done to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development

589 | A Lee GB10 Green Belt boundaries should only be altered in ‘exceptional | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
circumstances' according to National Policy. This has not Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraphs 1.9-1.12. is proposed as a result
been proved. Policy clearly states that ‘housing need - of this representation
including Traveller sites' does not justify harm done to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development

589 | A Lee GB11 Green Belt boundaries should only be altered in ‘exceptional | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
circumstances' according to National Policy. This has not Topic Paper. See Section 1.0, paragraphs 1.9-1.12. is proposed as a result
been proved. Policy clearly states that ‘housing need - of this representation
including Traveller sites' does not justify harm done to the
Green Belt by inappropriate development

589 | A Lee 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. The idea of directing traffic to 400 new homes down
Saunders Lane is ridiculous, as it is a narrow road and single
lane in places, including railway bridges which constrain
access and result in pinchpoints. In places, houses built up
to the road edge.

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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589 | A Lee 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
ane) or soluons o dealwith exsing . Prey Heat
Road will bepome dangerous with increased traffic and allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
peOP'e Walk',ng on thg roa_d (no pavements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. The idea of directing traffic to 400 new homes down and public transport where feasible.
Saunders Lane is ridiculous, as it is a narrow road and single
lane in places, including railway bridges which constrain
access and result in pinchpoints. In places, houses built up
to the road edge.

589 | A Lee 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 o . ) ) ) ) of this representation
ane)or soluions 10 deal i exsing affc.Prey Heal
Road wil be_come dangerous with increased traffic and allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
people Walkl_ng on th(—;- roa_d (no p_avements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. The idea of directing traffic to 400 new homes down and public transport where feasible.
Saunders Lane is ridiculous, as it is a narrow road and single
lane in places, including railway bridges which constrain
access and result in pinchpoints. In places, houses built up
to the road edge.

589 | A Lee 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 o ) ) ) ) ) of this representation
ane)orsoluions o deal with exiting . Prey Heat
Road wil be_come dangerous with increased traffic and allocated sites, the Council will ensure that any specific scheme that comes forward, there is
people Walk'_ng on the roa_d (no p_avements) to Worplesdon easy access to and within the site by all sustainable modes of travel including walking, cycling
station. The idea of directing traffic to 400 new homes down and public transport where feasible.
Saunders Lane is ridiculous, as it is a narrow road and single
lane in places, including railway bridges which constrain
access and result in pinchpoints. In places, houses built up
to the road edge.

784 | Simon Lee GB12 The road network is at capacity and further development will | None stated. The representation regarding congestion and the impact of the proposed development on the No further modification

make the situation worse. The roads are in poor condition
and speeding is an issue.

road network has been addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 3.0, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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784

Simon

Lee

GB13

The road network is at capacity and further development will
make the situation worse. The roads are in poor condition
and speeding is an issue.

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, paragraph 3.1 to 3.6.

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 and
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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

784

Simon

Lee

GB12

Feel strongly about the matter and hope it is reconsidered.
Will consider changing political support if the proposals are
approved.

None stated.

The Site Allocations DPD is based on objective evidence and not the views or objectives of any
political parties. The list of evidence is set out in Appendix 1 of the DPD.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

784

Simon

Lee

GB13

Feel strongly about the matter and hope it is reconsidered.
Will consider changing political support if the proposals are
approved.

None stated.

The Site Allocations DPD is based on objective evidence and not the views or objectives of any
political parties. The list of evidence is set out in Appendix 1 of the DPD.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

784

Simon

Lee

GB12

There will be further strain on local services. More shops will
be needed either on the site or in the village centre, and
parking would be an issue.

None stated.

The representation regarding infrastructure and services has been addressed in the Council’s
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0. In addition, the Infrastructure Delivery Plan
notes that at present there is adequate GP and medical 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 existing shops in Pyrford form the Pyrford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the
everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Pyrford would
inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops
and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. Nevertheless the proposed
allocations of GB12 and GB13 are within walking and cycling distance of the Neighbourhood
Centre and therefore will continue meet the day to day needs of local people and reduce the
need to travel by car.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

784

Simon

Lee

GB13

There will be further strain on local services. More shops will
be needed either on the site or in the village centre, and
parking would be an issue.

None stated.

The representation regarding infrastructure and services has been addressed in the Council’s
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0. In addition, the Infrastructure Delivery Plan
notes that at present there is adequate GP and medical 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 existing shops in Pyrford form the Pyrford Neighbourhood Centre which caters for the
everyday needs of those living locally. The proposed allocations set around Pyrford would
inevitably increase the number of people living locally, placing a greater demand on the shops
and services currently offered in the Neighbourhood Centre. Nevertheless the proposed
allocations of GB12 and GB13 are within walking and cycling distance of the Neighbourhood
Centre and therefore will continue meet the day to day needs of local people and reduce the

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
need to travel by car.

784 | Simon Lee GB12 The quiet tranquillity, friendliness and historic nature of the None stated. The representation regarding impact on heritage and character has been addressed in the No further modification

village will be lost Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 19.0. In addition, other development is proposed as a result
plan policies such as Policy CS21: Design of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of | ¢ this representation
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.
This representation is also addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 23.0.

784 | Simon Lee GB13 The quiet tranquillity, friendliness and historic nature of the None stated. The representation regarding impact on heritage and character has been addressed in the No further modification

village will be lost Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 19.0. In addition, other development is proposed as a result
plan policies such as Policy CS21: Design of the Core Strategy will apply to the development of | ¢ this representation
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.
This representation is also addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See
Section 23.0.

290 | David Leech GBS Concerned about impact on archaeology None stated. Any proposals that come forward will need to comply with other development plan policies No further modification
such as Policy CS20: Heritage and Conservation. This seeks to protect Areas of High is proposed as a result
Archaeological Potential from harmful development and requires an archaeological evaluation of this representation
and investigation for development proposals on sites greater than 0.4 ha.

The Council also has a draft policy in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted
for independent examination in February 2016) DM20: Heritage Assets and their settings.
The Council is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure that the
development of the site is sustainable.
The County Archaeologist has also provided comments on the proposal sites (see Rep ID
1240). These will also be taken into consideration.
Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 19.0
290 | David Leech 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

290 | David Leech GB8 Concerned about increased crime None stated. The likelihood of increased crime as a result of development proposals is an unknown factor. No further modification
However all development proposals that come forward will need to comply with other is proposed as a result
development plan policies such as Policy CS21: Design of the Core Strategy. The policy of this representation
requires that proposals meet the criteria set out, including to create safe and secure
environments, where opportunities for crime are minimised.

290 | David Leech GB8 Concerned about increased noise 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 a draft of this representation
policy in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination
in February 2016) DM7 Noise and Light 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

290 | David Leech GB8 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

290 | David Leech GB8 Concerned about loss of arable and amenity land None stated. The loss of some green field land is inevitable however the Council has sought to identify areas | No further modification
that would have the least impact- this is demonstrated through the Sustainability Appraisal. is proposed as a result
In qddltlon, all proposals will neeq to comply with other developmfent plan policies, including of this representation
Policy CS17: Open space, green infrastructure, sport and recreation where developer
contributions will be sought to make provision for green infrastructure.

290 | David Leech GB8 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
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

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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

290

David

Leech

GB8

Objects to removal of land from Green Belt

Don't remove
land from the
Green Belt

The Council sympathises with these objections however it is necessary for the Council to
identify sites within the Green Belt to deliver sufficient housing in the Borough to meet the
identified housing need. This has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and
Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

290

David

Leech

GB8

Concerned about increased pollution

None stated.

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, 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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

290

David

Leech

GB8

Suggests consideration of other brownfield sites

Consider
alternative
brownfield
sites

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 16.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

290

David

Leech

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. 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

201

Christine

Leech

GB8

Concerned about impact on archaeology

None stated.

Any proposals that come forward will need to comply with other development plan policies
such as Policy CS20: Heritage and Conservation. This seeks to protect Areas of High
Archaeological Potential from harmful development and requires an archaeological evaluation
and investigation for development proposals on sites greater than 0.4 ha.

The Council also has a draft policy in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted
for independent examination in February 2016) DM20: Heritage Assets and their settings.

The Council is satisfied that the combined effects of these requirements will make sure that the
development of the site is sustainable.

The County Archaeologist has also provided comments on the proposal sites (see Rep ID
1240). These will also be taken into consideration.

Please also see the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 19.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

291

Christine

Leech

GB8

Concerned about increased flooding

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 5.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

291

Christine

Leech

GB8

Keep Green Belt for the purpose it was intended for. To
protect the countryside, wildlife and for future generations

None stated.

The Council attaches great importance to the Green Belt in line with Government priorities. The
reason for the proposed release of small areas within the Green Belt has been
comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 1.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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291 | Christine Leech GBS Concerned about increased crime None stated. The likelihood of increased crime as a result of development proposals is an unknown factor. No further modification
However all development proposals that come forward will need to comply with other is proposed as a result
development plan policies such as Policy CS21: Design of the Core Strategy. The policy of this representation
requires that proposals meet the criteria set out, including to create safe and secure
environments, where opportunities for crime are minimised.

291 | Christine | Leech GB8 Concerned about increased noise 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 a draft of this representation
policy in its Development Management Policies DPD (submitted for independent examination
in February 2016) DM7 Noise and Light 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

291 | Christine | Leech GB8 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

291 | Christine Leech GBS Concerned about loss of arable and amenity land None stated. The loss of some green field land is inevitable however the Council has sought to identify areas | No further modification
that would have the least impact- this is demonstrated through the Sustainability Appraisal. is proposed as a result
In addition, all proposals will need to comply with other development plan policies, including of this representation
Policy CS17: Open space, green infrastructure, sport and recreation where developer
contributions will be sought to make provision for green infrastructure.

291 | Christine Leech 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
291 | Christine | Leech 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

291 | Christine Leech 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
291 | Christine | Leech GB8 Suggests consideration of other brownfield sites Consider This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
alternative Topic Paper. See Section 11.0 and Section 16.0 and Section 9.0, paragraph 9.2 is proposed as a result
brownfield of this representation
sites
291 | Christine | Leech GB8 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

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.

201

Christine

Leech

GB8

Concerned about the merging of Woking and Mayford

None stated.

This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
Topic Paper. See Section 12.0

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1177

Leese

6
Conclusions

No comment made.

None stated.

Not applicable

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1177

Leese

GB15

Both projects access onto Parvis Road. The last major traffic
study for this A245 was in 2002. Surrey County Council
advised the A245 was 'over trafficked' and 'burdensome’ to
local communities. Woking Borough Council's 2015
Transport Assessment confirms flows regularly exceed the
measure used for congestion but it can take more traffic. The
Royal Institute of Planning estimates an increase of
movements of 10-15% per annum for development of this
scale.

The Council is turning a blind eye to the problem.

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

1177

Leese

GB16

Both projects access onto Parvis Road. The last major traffic
study for this A245 was in 2002. Surrey County Council
advised the A245 was 'over trafficked' and ‘burdensome’ to
local communities. Woking Borough Council's 2015
Transport Assessment confirms flows regularly exceed the
measure used for congestion but it can take more traffic. The
Royal Institute of Planning estimates an increase of
movements of 10-15% per annum for development of this
scale.

The Council is turning a blind eye to the problem.

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

1177

Leese

GB15

The concern of residents is that a large influx of new patients
will overwhelm existing health care facilities.

None stated.

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 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

1177

Leese

GB16

The concern of residents is that a large influx of new patients
will overwhelm existing health care facilities.

None stated.

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
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1177 | E Leese GB16 Woking Borough Council has offered no solution. Education None stated. The general approach to infrastructure provision, including schools to serve the developmentis | No further modification
plans do not allow for children coming to live at 'West Hall' or addressgd in detail in Sectiqn 3 of the Council's Issues and Matte(s Topic Paper. Basgd onthe | s proposed as a result
Broadoaks. We have no state secondary school in West mformat.lon the proposals will be served by adequate eduqatlonal infrastructure. Planning of this representation
Byfleet. permission has been granted for a new secondary school in the area.

1177 | E Leese GB15 Woking Borough Council has offered no solution. Education None stated. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals, including school provision are No further modification
plans do not allow for children coming to live at 'West Hall' or addressed in detail in Sections 20 and 3 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Planning is proposed as a result
Broadoaks. We have no state secondary school in West permission has been granted for the provision of a new secondary school at Egley Road. of this representation
Byfleet.

1177 | E Leese GB16 A fine balance is being maintained in terms of utilities None stated. The Council has carried out an Infrastructure Delivery Plan to assess the scale of infrastructure | No further modification
infrastructure (gas, electricity, fresh water, waste water and needed to support development. There will be sufficient water and utilities to support the is proposed as a result
sewage collection). A new electricity sub-station is to be built projected growth. The IDP was undertaken in consultation with the utility providers. of this representation
near the Wey Navigation. Woking Borough Council tell us
they have asked the utility service providers to comment and
have been told there is no problem.

1177 | E Leese GB15 A fine balance is being maintained in terms of utilities None stated. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the | No further modification
infrastructure (gas7 e|ectricity, fresh water, waste water and Council's !SSUGS and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20 and 3. The Council hag assessed is proposed as a result
sewage collection). A new electricity sub-station is to be built the capacity of the urban area to meet the development needs of the area. There is not of this representation
near the Wy Navigation Woking Borough Counci s e e o o Topi
they have asked the L.m“ty service prowders_ to comment and Eaper. The justification for the release of Green Belt land for development is comprehensi\F/)er
have been to_Id there is no problem. We believe the pr(_)posal addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1, 2 and 4. The
at West Hall is opportunist - the land is the, the Council has a Council's proposals is informed by a range of studies as set out in detail in Section 8 of the
need for housing development. Green Belt status doesn't Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The proposals, including West Hall are the most sustainable
seem to matter. The Council has the powers to carry this when compared against reasonable alternatives.
proposal forward, even against overwhelming opposition. But
rules require consideration of siting, health and community
care services, school places and utility services. The Council
has not met these criteria.

1177 | E Leese GB15 The Council propose to build 550 new houses and retain None stated. Currently, Broadoaks is a Major developed Site in the Green Belt for high quality office No further modification
further land for later development. 'Broadoaks' is also development. The Site Allocations DPD proposes to extend the uses on the site to include is proposed as a result
recommended for release, a plan is about to be submitted by housing and elderly people's accommodation. The proposal a_t West Hall will still be needed to | of this representation
Octagon Developments for 157 new houses and a pplcation has bean submited for & school and residential development on the Broadoake
secondary school. Bo_th will have direct access to Parvis siFt)g. The application is yet to be determined. The traffic and infrastEucture implication of the
Road and other local infrastructure. Site Allocations DPD proposals is comprehensively addressed in the Council Issues and

Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 20 and 3. The Council will work with the County Council to
ensure that the development impacts on Parvis Road is mitigate.

1177 | E Leese GB16 We believe the proposal at West Hall is opportunist - the land | None stated. The Council has assessed the capacity of the urban area to meet the development needs of No further modification
is the, the Council has a need for housing development. the area. There is not sufficient land in the urban area to meet development needs over the is proposed as a result
Green Belt status doesn't seem to matter. The Council has plan period. This_ particular issge is_ _add_ressed in detail in Section 11 of the Council's Issues _ of this representation
ie powers (o cary tisproposal fonvard, even agans e e B o Hoa o oo

. L. . . . Vi | unci u I . | ,
o_v_erwhelmlng opposition. BUt rules require consideration of 2 ang 4. The Co):mcil's proposals is informed by a range of studies gs set I?)ut in detail in
siting, _h_ealth and community care services, school pl_ace_s Section 8 of the Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The proposals, including West Hall are the
and utility services. The Council has not met these criteria. most sustainable when compared against reasonable alternatives.

1177 | E Leese GB16 The Council propose to build 550 new houses and retain None stated. The Council has responsibility to meet both the employment and housing needs of the area. No further modification
further land for later development. 'Broadoaks' is also Presently, Broadoaks is a Major Development Site in the Green Belt for high quality offices is proposed as a result
recommended for release, a plan is about to be submitted by use. The Site AIIocatlons_DPI_D extends the uses on the sng to_lnclude resudentlal. In addltlon, of this representation
Ocagon Developmentsfr 157 new houses and a B e e e oot nt
secondary school. Bo_th will have direct access to Parvis strategy that focuses most developmgntpon brownfield land in the urban ar]eas bua wFi)th some
Road and other local infrastructure. element of Green Belt land to meet the quantity and type of housing need. The spatial strategy

is set out in Policy CS1 of the Core Strategy. In additional the Council is planning infrastructure
delivery to be aligned with development. The infrastructure implications of the proposals is
addressed in Section 3 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.
1177 | E Leese GB15 Woking Borough Council has agreed to build not less than None stated. The Housing has a housing requirement of 292 dwellings per year agreed in the Core No further modification

292 new homes borough wide each year. There is enough
brown field land and windfall sites until 2021/2022.
Thereafter, Green Belt release. Green Belt land protects
green spaces and stop one community growing into another.
Other than Broadoaks, Green Belt land around West Hall is
the only substantial area in West Byfleet. When it's gone, it's
gone'. Once a development has started, it will swallow the
rest of the land over time.

Strategy. This is against the backdrop of an objectively assessed housing need of 517
dwellings. It is important that the Council identify sufficient land to deliver the 292 housing
requirement. 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. The Council is proposing that Broadoaks
be allocated for employment and residential use.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1177

Leese

GB16

Other than Broadoaks (already partly developed), the Green
Belt land around West Hall is the only substantial area in
West Byfleet. When it's gone, it's gone. We are told Green
Belt loss to development would be 45 hectares (38%) of the
total, not 5-10%! Once a development has been started, it
will swallow the rest of the land over time.

None stated.

The Council also has responsibility to meet both the employment and housing needs of the
area. Presently, Broadoaks is a Major Development Site in the Green Belt for high quality
offices use. The Site Allocations DPD extends the uses on the site to include residential. In
addition, the West Hall proposal will still be needed to make a contribution to the housing
requirement of the area. 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB10

Large scale development would have a negative impact on
the local community.

None stated.

The Council has carried out a range of studies to make sure that the release of the sites for
development will not significantly affect the overall purpose of the Green Belt and/or the
character of the area. The extent of evidence used to support the DPD is set out in Section 8 of
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Section 7, 19 and 23 of the Issues and Matters
Topic Paper demonstrates that the proposals will not undermine the character of the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GBl11

Large scale development would have a negative impact on
the local community.

None stated.

The Council has carried out a range of studies to make sure that the release of the sites for
development will not significantly affect the overall purpose of the Green Belt and/or the
character of the area. The extent of evidence used to support the DPD is set out in Section 8 of
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Section 7, 19 and 23 of the Issues and Matters
Topic Paper demonstrates that the proposals will not undermine the character of the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB10

The loss of green space would have a negative impact on
local people and 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
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

68

Piers

Leigh

GB11

The loss of green space would have a negative impact on
local people and 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
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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB10

Development would have an impact on local roads and
infrastructure. The existing roads are not suitable for large
volumes of traffic.

None stated.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GBl11

Development would have an impact on local roads and
infrastructure. The existing roads are not suitable for large
volumes of traffic.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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

68

Piers

Leigh

GB10

There is currently no public transport and no opportunities to
provide any new services. The existing infrastructure and
facilities in the area will be inadequate for a larger
community.

None stated.

This 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB11

There is currently no public transport and no opportunities to
provide any new services. The existing infrastructure and
facilities in the area will be inadequate for a larger
community.

None stated.

This 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB10

There is an existing risk of flooding and further development
would increase this risk.

None stated.

The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB11

There is an existing risk of flooding and further development
would increase this risk.

None stated.

The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the
Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB7

The existing traveller sites in the borough already provide a
sufficient contribution towards the traveller community. Any
expansion of the existing site would have a negative impact
on leisure, wildlife and landscape of the area.

None stated.

The allocation of Ten Acres to provide pitches is comprehensively addressed in the Council's
Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 4. 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
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68

Piers

Leigh

GB8

Objection for housing but support for a new school 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 school now has planning permission.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB8

Housing will result in an increase in traffic on Egley Road
which is already congested.

None stated.

The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the
Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper. See Sections 20 and 3.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB9

Housing will result in an increase in traffic on Egley Road
which is already congested.

None stated.

The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the
Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper. See Sections 20 and 3.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB8

Development will eliminate the separation between Woking
and Mayford, as well as increasing the risk of merging with
Guildford.

None stated.

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

68

Piers

Leigh

GB9

Development will eliminate the separation between Woking
and Mayford, as well as increasing the risk of merging with
Guildford.

None stated.

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

68

Piers

Leigh

GB8

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

None stated.

The infrastructure and traffic implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in
Section 3 and 20 of the Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper. 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

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 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 key requirements of the proposals
will require where necessary an ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning
decisions on the sites.

68

Piers

Leigh

GB9

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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
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. The
infrastructure implications of the proposals is addressed in detail in Section 3 of the Council's
Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB10

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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
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

68

Piers

Leigh

GB11

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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
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. The
infrastructure implications of the proposals is addressed in detain in Section 3 of the Council's
Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

68

Piers

Leigh

GB7

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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 key requirements of the proposals will require where necessary an
ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning decisions on the sites.

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB10

Large scale development would have a negative impact on
the local community.

None stated.

The Council has carried out a range of studies to make sure that the release of the sites for
development will not significantly affect the overall purpose of the Green Belt and/or the
character of the area. The extent of evidence used to support the DPD is set out in Section 8 of
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Section 7, 19 and 23 of the Issues and Matters
Topic Paper demonstrates that the proposals will not undermine the character of the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB11

Large scale development would have a negative impact on
the local community.

None stated.

The Council has carried out a range of studies to make sure that the release of the sites for
development will not significantly affect the overall purpose of the Green Belt and/or the
character of the area. The extent of evidence used to support the DPD is set out in Section 8 of
the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. Section 7, 19 and 23 of the Issues and Matters
Topic Paper demonstrates that the proposals will not undermine the character of the area.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB10

The loss of green space would have a negative impact on
local people and 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
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

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB11

The loss of green space would have a negative impact on
local people and 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
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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB10

Development would have an impact on local roads and
infrastructure. The existing roads are not suitable for large
volumes of traffic.

None stated.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

69

Fenella

Leigh

GBl11

Development would have an impact on local roads and
infrastructure. The existing roads are not suitable for large

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
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volumes of traffic. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 20. The existing shops in Mayford form the of this representation

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

69 | Fenella Leigh GB10 There is currently no public transport and no opportunities to | None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification
provide any new services. The existing infrastructure and relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing is proposed as a result
facilities in the area will be inadequate for a larger operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is of this representation
community. 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.

69 | Fenella Leigh GB11 There is currently no public transport and no opportunities to | None stated. This is fully acknowledged. As part of Transport for Woking, the Council is working with the No further modification
provide any new services. The existing infrastructure and relevant operators and providers to see how best they can collectively enhance existing is proposed as a result
facilities in the area will be inadequate for a larger operational deficiencies in service provision to meet the increasing demand. The Council is of this representation
community. 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.

69 | Fenella Leigh GB10 There is an existing risk of flooding and further development | None stated. The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the No further modification
would increase this risk. Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. is proposed as a result

of this representation

69 | Fenella Leigh GB11 There is an existing risk of flooding and further development | None stated. The flood risk implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in Section 5 of the No further modification
would increase this risk. Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. is proposed as a result

of this representation

69 | Fenella Leigh GB7 The existing traveller sites in the borough already provide a None stated. The representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council’s Issues and Matters No further modification
sufficient contribution towards the traveller community. Any Topic Paper. See Section 4. is proposed as a result
expansion of the existing site would have a negative impact of this representation
on leisure, wildlife and landscape of the area.

69 | Fenella Leigh GBS Objection for housing but support for a new school on Egley | None stated. The justification for the release of Green Belt land to meet future development needs is No further modification
Road. comprehensively addressed by the Council’s Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Sections 1 is proposed as a result

and 2. The school now has planning permission. of this representation

69 | Fenella Leigh GBS Housing will result in an increase in traffic on Egley Road None stated. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the | No further modification
which is already congested. Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper. See Sections 20 and 3. is proposed as a result

of this representation

69 | Fenella Leigh GB9 Housing will result in an increase in traffic on Egley Road None stated. The traffic and infrastructure implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in the | No further modification
which is already congested. Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper. See Sections 20 and 3. is proposed as a result

of this representation

69 | Fenella Leigh GB8 Development will eliminate the separation between Woking None stated. The Council has carried out a range of studies to demonstrate that the overall purpose of the No further modification

and Mayford, as well as increasing the risk of merging with
Guildford.

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

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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.

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB9

Development will eliminate the separation between Woking
and Mayford, as well as increasing the risk of merging with
Guildford.

None stated.

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

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB8

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

None stated.

The infrastructure and traffic implications of the proposals is comprehensively addressed in
Section 3 and 20 of the Council's Issues and Matter Topic Paper. 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. 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB9

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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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 key requirements of the proposals will require where necessary an
ecological assessment to be carried out to inform any planning decisions on the sites. The
infrastructure implications of the proposals is addressed in detail in Section 3 of the Council's
Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB10

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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
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

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB11

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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
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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

69

Fenella

Leigh

GB7

The proposed developments would have a significant
negative impact on local infrastructure, wildlife and the local
community.

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
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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB15

Concludes that the proposals are unfair due to their focus in
one part of the Borough, and the fact that they play a critical
role in fulfilling Green Belt 3 purposes in the area.

None stated.

The Council has decided through the Core Strategy that the significant unmet need for housing
justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it is
important that development is directed to the most sustainable locations of the Borough. It is
within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West
Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open
space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, 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. It should be noted that development will be accompanied by supporting
infrastructure, as outlined in Section 3.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB16

Concludes that the proposals are unfair due to their focus in
one part of the Borough, and the fact that they play a critical
role in fulfilling Green Belt 3 purposes in the area.

None stated.

The Council has decided through the Core Strategy that the significant unmet need for housing
justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it is
important that development is directed to the most sustainable locations of the Borough. It is
within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West
Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open
space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt
lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, 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. It should be noted that development will be accompanied by supporting
infrastructure, as outlined in Section 3.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB15

The proposals will concentrate issues in this part of the
borough so questions whether traffic, infrastructure and
community change etc. have been fully evaluated individually
and in combination? Where is the evidence of this? Suggests
a broader distribution of proposed Green Belt sites
throughout the Borough, to avoid adding to existing traffic
problems.

Ensure a wider
distribution of
proposed
Green Belt
sites
throughout the
Borough.

The representation has been partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Section 3.0. In addition, 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. With regard to the distribution (or concentration) of sites for development,
the Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites are not evenly spread across the
Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the
need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable locations when
compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make
sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose
and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in West
Byfleet are in sustainable locations and can be released for development without
compromising the purpose of the Green Belt. To clarify, the Site Allocations DPD proposes to
remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West Byfleet. Excluding site GB23
which will not be developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for
the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West
Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents
over the loss of Green Belt, 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB16

The proposals will concentrate issues in this part of the
borough so questions whether traffic, infrastructure and
community change etc. have been fully evaluated individually
and in combination? Where is the evidence of this? Suggests
a broader distribution of proposed Green Belt sites
throughout the Borough, to avoid adding to existing traffic
problems.

Ensure a wider
distribution of
proposed
Green Belt
sites
throughout the
Borough.

The representation has been partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Section 3.0. In addition, 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. With regard to the distribution (or concentration) of sites for development,
the Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites are not evenly spread across the
Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the
need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable locations when
compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make
sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose
and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in West
Byfleet are in sustainable locations and can be released for development without
compromising the purpose of the Green Belt. To clarify, the Site Allocations DPD proposes to
remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West Byfleet. Excluding site GB23
which will not be developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for
the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West
Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents
over the loss of Green Belt, 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.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB12

The proposals will concentrate issues in this part of the
borough so questions whether traffic, infrastructure and
community change etc. have been fully evaluated individually
and in combination? Where is the evidence of this? Suggests
a broader distribution of proposed Green Belt sites

Ensure a wider
distribution of
proposed
Green Belt
sites

The representation has been partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Section 3.0. In addition, 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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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throughout the Borough, to avoid adding to existing traffic
problems.

throughout the
Borough.

provision could be aligned to the proposed development to avoid unacceptable standards of
provision in the area. With regard to the distribution (or concentration) of sites for development,
the Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites are not evenly spread across the
Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the
need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable locations when
compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make
sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose
and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Pyrford
are in sustainable locations and can be released for development without compromising the
purpose of the Green Belt.

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB13

The proposals will concentrate issues in this part of the
borough so questions whether traffic, infrastructure and
community change etc. have been fully evaluated individually
and in combination? Where is the evidence of this? Suggests
a broader distribution of proposed Green Belt sites
throughout the Borough, to avoid adding to existing traffic
problems.

Ensure a wider
distribution of
proposed
Green Belt
sites
throughout the
Borough.

The representation has been partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Section 3.0. In addition, 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. With regard to the distribution (or concentration) of sites for development,
the Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites are not evenly spread across the
Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the
need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable locations when
compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make
sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose
and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Pyrford
are in sustainable locations and can be released for development without compromising the
purpose of the Green Belt.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB4

The proposals will concentrate issues in this part of the
borough so questions whether traffic, infrastructure and
community change etc. have been fully evaluated individually
and in combination? Where is the evidence of this? Suggests
a broader distribution of proposed Green Belt sites
throughout the Borough, to avoid adding to existing traffic
problems.

Ensure a wider
distribution of
proposed
Green Belt
sites
throughout the
Borough.

The representation has been partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Section 3.0. In addition, 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. With regard to the distribution (or concentration) of sites for development,
the Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread
across the Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of
constraints and the need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable
locations when compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the
Council has to make sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not
undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites
proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable locations and can be released for
development without compromising the purpose of the Green Belt. The Site Allocations DPD
proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of Byfleet. Excluding site
GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used as publically accessible open
space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in Byfleet is 7.3%
(10.26ha).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB5

The proposals will concentrate issues in this part of the
borough so questions whether traffic, infrastructure and
community change etc. have been fully evaluated individually
and in combination? Where is the evidence of this? Suggests
a broader distribution of proposed Green Belt sites
throughout the Borough, to avoid adding to existing traffic
problems.

Ensure a wider
distribution of
proposed
Green Belt
sites
throughout the
Borough.

The representation has been partly addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Section 3.0. In addition, 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. With regard to the distribution (or concentration) of sites for development,
the Council accepts that the proposed allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread
across the Borough. This could not be achieved because of the uneven distribution of
constraints and the need to make sure that development is directed to the most sustainable
locations when compared against all other reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the
Council has to make sure that any land that is released from the Green Belt does not
undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The available evidence suggest that the sites
proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable locations and can be released for
development without compromising the purpose of the Green Belt. The Site Allocations DPD
proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of Byfleet. Excluding site
GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used as publically accessible open
space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in Byfleet is 7.3%
(10.26ha).

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Concludes that further work is needed to thoroughly assess Suggests There has been a thorough assessment of alternative sites, as outlined in the Council's Issues | No further modification
brownfield sites for development in West Byfleet (a clear alternatives to | and Matters Topic Paper, Section 9.0 and 11.0. The proposed suitable alternative sites (UA49 | is proposed as a result
example being site UA49 - detailed above). Suggests a more | developing this | @1d GB16) are addressed in the relevant parts of the response to this representation. of this representation
sustainable alternative [Broadoaks, as detailed above] which | site, at UA49
can be delivered without destroying Green Belt land in West | and changing
Byfleet. the allocation

of GB16 to
solely
residential.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Concludes that further work is needed to thoroughly assess Suggests a There has been a thorough assessment of alternative sites, as outlined in the Council's Issues | No further modification
brownfield sites for development in West Byfleet (a clear more and Matters Topic Paper, Section 9.0 and 11.0. The proposed suitable alternative sites (UA49 | js proposed as a result
example being site UA49 - detailed above). Suggests a more | sustainable and GB16) are addressed in the relevant parts of the response to this representation. of this representation
sustainable alternative [Broadoaks, as detailed above] which | alternative of
can be delivered without destroying Green Belt land in West | changing the
Byfleet. allocation of

the whole site
to residential.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 What assessment has been made of the impact on air quality | None stated. While the Borough's Air Quality monitoring for the M25 is high (at times above 50 pg/m3) and No further modification
due to significant increases in traffic and poor flow? Does exceeds the limit for nitrogen dioxide of 40 ug/m3, set by the Government (DEFRA) the is proposed as a result
this breach air quality targets and if so by how much? monitoring station is located on a bridge above the motorway, where high levels of nitrogen of this representation

dioxide would be expected. This high exposure level is not therefore

representative of relevant exposure, and generally air pollution in this part of the Borough
(Byfleet) does not exceed national air quality standards. However, air quality is monitored
regularly and would be reported through Local Air Quality Management process if it were to
become an issue. It is also not expected that the volume of traffic generated by the proposal
(as outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraph 3.6)
would substantially raise levels of air pollution. However, any development would need to
comply with the relevant standards set in the Council's Core Strategy and in the emerging
Development Management Policies DPD, which will be examined in May 2016, and in national
policy.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 What assessment has been made of the impact on air quality | None stated. While the Borough's Air Quality monitoring for the M25 is high (at times above 50 pg/m3) and No further modification
due to significant increases in traffic and poor flow? Does exceeds the limit for nitrogen dioxide of 40 ug/m3, set by the Government (DEFRA) the is proposed as a result
this breach air quality targets and if so by how much? monitoring station is located on a bridge above the motorway, where high levels of nitrogen of this representation

dioxide would be expected. This high exposure level is not therefore

representative of relevant exposure, and generally air pollution in this part of the Borough
(Byfleet) does not exceed national air quality standards. However, air quality is monitored
regularly and would be reported through Local Air Quality Management process if it were to
become an issue. It is also not expected that the volume of traffic generated by the proposal
(as outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraph 3.6)
would substantially raise levels of air pollution. However, any development would need to
comply with the relevant standards set in the Council's Core Strategy and in the emerging
Development Management Policies DPD, which will be examined in May 2016, and in national
policy.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB12 What assessment has been made of the impact on air quality | None stated. While the Borough's Air Quality monitoring for the M25 is high (at times above 50 pg/m3) and No further modification
due to significant increases in traffic and poor flow? Does exceeds the limit for nitrogen dioxide of 40 ug/m3, set by the Government (DEFRA) the is proposed as a result
this breach air quality targets and if so by how much? monitoring station is located on a bridge above the motorway, where high levels of nitrogen of this representation

dioxide would be expected. This high exposure level is not therefore

representative of relevant exposure, and generally air pollution in this part of the Borough
(Byfleet) does not exceed national air quality standards. However, air quality is monitored
regularly and would be reported through Local Air Quality Management process if it were to
become an issue. It is also not expected that the volume of traffic generated by the proposal
(as outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraph 3.6)
would substantially raise levels of air pollution. However, any development would need to
comply with the relevant standards set in the Council's Core Strategy and in the emerging
Development Management Policies DPD, which will be examined in May 2016, and in national
policy.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB13 What assessment has been made of the impact on air quality | None stated. While the Borough's Air Quality monitoring for the M25 is high (at times above 50 pg/m3) and No further modification

due to significant increases in traffic and poor flow? Does
this breach air quality targets and if so by how much?

exceeds the limit for nitrogen dioxide of 40 ug/m3, set by the Government (DEFRA) the
monitoring station is located on a bridge above the motorway, where high levels of nitrogen
dioxide would be expected. This high exposure level is not therefore

representative of relevant exposure, and generally air pollution in this part of the Borough
(Byfleet) does not exceed national air quality standards. However, air quality is monitored
regularly and would be reported through Local Air Quality Management process if it were to
become an issue. It is also not expected that the volume of traffic generated by the proposal
(as outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraph 3.6)

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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would substantially raise levels of air pollution. However, any development would need to
comply with the relevant standards set in the Council's Core Strategy and in the emerging
Development Management Policies DPD, which will be examined in May 2016, and in national
policy.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB4 What assessment has been made of the impact on air quality | None stated. While the Borough's Air Quality monitoring for the M25 is high (at times above 50 ug/m3) and No further modification
due to significant increases in traffic and poor flow? Does exceeds the limit for nitrogen dioxide of 40 ug/m3, set by the Government (DEFRA) the is proposed as a result
this breach air quality targets and if so by how much? monitoring station is located on a bridge above the motorway, where high levels of nitrogen of this representation

dioxide would be expected. This high exposure level is not therefore

representative of relevant exposure, and generally air pollution in this part of the Borough
(Byfleet) does not exceed national air quality standards. However, air quality is monitored
regularly and would be reported through Local Air Quality Management process if it were to
become an issue. It is also not expected that the volume of traffic generated by the proposal
(as outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraph 3.6)
would substantially raise levels of air pollution. However, any development would need to
comply with the relevant standards set in the Council's Core Strategy and in the emerging
Development Management Policies DPD, which will be examined in May 2016, and in national
policy.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB5 What assessment has been made of the impact on air quality | None stated. While the Borough's Air Quality monitoring for the M25 is high (at times above 50 pg/m3) and No further modification
due to significant increases in traffic and poor flow? Does exceeds the limit for nitrogen dioxide of 40 ug/m3, set by the Government (DEFRA) the is proposed as a result
this breach air quality targets and if so by how much? monitoring station is located on a bridge above the motorway, where high levels of nitrogen of this representation

dioxide would be expected. This high exposure level is not therefore

representative of relevant exposure, and generally air pollution in this part of the Borough
(Byfleet) does not exceed national air quality standards. However, air quality is monitored
regularly and would be reported through Local Air Quality Management process if it were to
become an issue. It is also not expected that the volume of traffic generated by the proposal
(as outlined in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 3.0, paragraph 3.6)
would substantially raise levels of air pollution. However, any development would need to
comply with the relevant standards set in the Council's Core Strategy and in the emerging
Development Management Policies DPD, which will be examined in May 2016, and in national
policy.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Asks if the Council can show data that the 'traffic mitigation' None stated. This detail would be provided and be considered adequate as part of a Transport Assessments | No further modification
measures proposed will result in a traffic improvement at the planning application stage. The representation is further addressed in the Council's is proposed as a result
despite the proposed developments. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Asks if the Council can show data that the 'traffic mitigation' None stated. This detail would be provided and be considered adequate as part of a Transport Assessments | No further modification
measures proposed will result in a traffic improvement at the planning application stage. The representation is further addressed in the Council's is proposed as a result
despite the proposed developments. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB12 Asks if the Council can show data that the 'traffic mitigation’ None stated. This detail would be provided and be considered adequate as part of a Transport Assessments | No further modification
measures proposed will result in a traffic improvement at the planning application stage. The representation is further addressed in the Council's is proposed as a result
despite the proposed developments. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB13 Asks if the Council can show data that the 'traffic mitigation' None stated. This detail would be provided and be considered adequate as part of a Transport Assessments | No further modification
measures proposed will result in a traffic improvement at the planning applicati_on stage. The reprgsentati(_)n is fgrther addressed in the Council's is proposed as a result
despite the proposed developments. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB4 Asks if the Council can show data that the 'traffic mitigation' None stated. This detail would be provided and be considered adequate as part of a Transport Assessments | No further modification
measures proposed will result in a traffic improvement at the planning application stage. The representation is further addressed in the Council's is proposed as a result
despite the proposed developments. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB5 Asks if the Council can show data that the 'traffic mitigation' None stated. This detail would be provided and be considered adequate as part of a Transport Assessments | No further modification
measures proposed will result in a traffic improvement at the planning application stage. The representation is further addressed in the Council's is proposed as a result
despite the proposed developments. Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Thanks the team for the information and assistance provided | None stated. Comments noted, and as with all representations, will be dually considered. No further modification
during the consultation period, and hopes we will consider is proposed as a result
the feedback in good faith and with an open mind and of this representation
willingness to consider the points raised.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Thanks the team for the information and assistance provided | None stated. Comments noted, and as with all representations, will be dually considered. No further modification
during the consultation period, and hopes we will consider is proposed as a result
the feedback in good faith and with an open mind and of this representation
willingness to consider the points raised.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Concludes that the Green Belt proposals for West Byfleet are | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
not deliverable due to their impacts on infrastructure, Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11. is proposed as a result
particularly traffic. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Concludes that the Green Belt proposals for West Byfleet are | None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification

not deliverable due to their impacts on infrastructure,
particularly traffic.

Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Outlines the structure of the representation, and provides None stated. The numerous points in this objection are noted. The Council accepts that the proposed No further modification
factual detail and analysis of the sixteen Green Belt sites allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread across the Borough. This could not be is proposed as a result
(GB1-GB16) identified for future development in the DPD. achieved becgusg of the uneven dlstnbutlpn of constraints and the need to make sure that of this representation
Concludes that 64% of the total dwellings to be delivered on developr;lentluts d'r?.CtEd t,sl the_mosttsusiltawt\ﬁblecIocat_llorr:s V\t/hen c;mparet?]atgamslt al:jc;Lhetr_
: : S . reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make sure that any land that is
Green Belt sites are in the three ad](.)mmg Vlllages. qf W.e‘Q't released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The
Byfleet, Pyrford and, B_yfleets. Questions ‘_’Vhether itis wise to available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable
concentrate the majority of de_Ve|0pment in one corner of the locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green
Borough, and whether it is ‘fair and reasonable’ for residents Belt. The Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the
of these three villages. ward of Byfleet. Excluding site GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used
as publically accessible open space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for
development in Byfleet is 7.3% (10.26ha). In West Byfleet, the Site Allocations DPD proposes
to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward. Excluding site GB23 which will not be
developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for the Junior and
Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8%
(45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents over the loss of
Green Belt, 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.
1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Outlines the structure of the representation, and provides None stated. The numerous points in this objection are noted. The Council accepts that the proposed No further modification
factual detail and analysis of the sixteen Green Belt sites allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread across the Borough. This could not be is proposed as a result
(GB1-GB16) identified for future development in the DPD. achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the need to make sure that of this representation
Concludes that 64% of the total dwellings to be delivered on devempr&eml'ts d"?.‘:ted t|\c/’| the.mOSttsusJa"t‘ﬁbl‘élocat.'lot?s "‘;he” clfmpareg]atgamslt a"dotwetr'
. . S - reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make sure that any land that is
Green Belt sites are in the three adjplnlng V|Ilages_ O.f W_est released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The
Byfleet, Pyrford and_ B_yfleets. Questions \_Nhether Itis wise to available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable
concentrate the majority of development in one corner of the locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green
Borough, and whether it is ‘fair and reasonable’ for residents Belt. The Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the
of these three villages. ward of Byfleet. Excluding site GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used
as publically accessible open space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for
development in Byfleet is 7.3% (10.26ha). In West Byfleet, the Site Allocations DPD proposes
to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward. Excluding site GB23 which will not be
developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for the Junior and
Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8%
(45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents over the loss of
Green Belt, 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.
1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB12 Outlines the structure of the representation, and provides None stated. The numerous points in this objection are noted. The Council accepts that the proposed No further modification
factual detail and analysis of the sixteen Green Belt sites allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread across the Borough. This could not be is proposed as a result
(GB1-GB16) identified for future development in the DPD. achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the need to make sure that of this representation
Concludes that 64% of the total dwellings to be delivered on deve'(’pg‘leml'ts d'r?_CtEd tl\(/’l the most tsusﬂta":ﬁbl(ezlocat.'loas V‘{hen lempareg]a?a'”slt aI:jottrI:etr_
: : S : reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make sure that any land that is
Green Belt sites are in the three adjglnlng V|Ilage§ Qf W.eSt released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The
Byfleet, Pyrford and, B_yﬂeets' Questions Whether itis wise to available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable
concentrate the majority of development in one corner of the locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green
Borough, and whether it is 'fair and reasonable’ for residents Belt. The Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the
of these three villages. ward of Byfleet. Excluding site GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used
as publically accessible open space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for
development in Byfleet is 7.3% (10.26ha). In West Byfleet, the Site Allocations DPD proposes
to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward. Excluding site GB23 which will not be
developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for the Junior and
Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8%
(45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents over the loss of
Green Belt, 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.
1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB13 Outlines the structure of the representation, and provides None stated. The numerous points in this objection are noted. The Council accepts that the proposed No further modification

factual detail and analysis of the sixteen Green Belt sites
(GB1-GB16) identified for future development in the DPD.
Concludes that 64% of the total dwellings to be delivered on
Green Belt sites are in the three adjoining villages of West
Byfleet, Pyrford and Byfleets. Questions whether it is wise to
concentrate the majority of development in one corner of the
Borough, and whether it is 'fair and reasonable' for residents
of these three villages.

allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread across the Borough. This could not be
achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the need to make sure that
development is directed to the most sustainable locations when compared against all other
reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make sure that any land that is
released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The
available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable
locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green
Belt. The Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the
ward of Byfleet. Excluding site GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used
as publically accessible open space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for
development in Byfleet is 7.3% (10.26ha). In West Byfleet, the Site Allocations DPD proposes
to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward. Excluding site GB23 which will not be

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for the Junior and
Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8%
(45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents over the loss of
Green Belt, 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.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB4 Outlines the structure of the representation, and provides None stated. The numerous points in this objection are noted. The Council accepts that the proposed No further modification
factual detail and analysis of the sixteen Green Belt sites allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread across the Borough. This could not be is proposed as a result
(GB1-GB16) identified for future development in the DPD. achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the need to make sure that of this representation
Concludes that 64% of the total dwellings to be delivered on developrglentlis dire.cted tl\?l the'most susltain:blglocat.ilcws when clfmparec:]againslt alljothher'

: : P : reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make sure that any land that is

Green Belt sites are in the three adqunlng VIIIage§ O.f West released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The

Byfleet, Pyrford and, Byfleets. Questions yvhether itis wise to available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable

concentrate the majority of development in one corner of the locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green

Borough, and whether it is ‘fair and reasonable’ for residents Belt. The Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the

of these three villages. ward of Byfleet. Excluding site GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used
as publically accessible open space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for
development in Byfleet is 7.3% (10.26ha). In West Byfleet, the Site Allocations DPD proposes
to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward. Excluding site GB23 which will not be
developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for the Junior and
Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8%
(45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents over the loss of
Green Belt, 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.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB5 Outlines the structure of the representation, and provides None stated. The numerous points in this objection are noted. The Council accepts that the proposed No further modification
factual detail and analysis of the sixteen Green Belt sites allocation of sites for development is not evenly spread across the Borough. This could not be is proposed as a result
(GB1-GB16) identified for future development in the DPD. achieved because of the uneven distribution of constraints and the need to make sure that of this representation
Concludes that 64% of the total dwellings to be delivered on developrglentlis dire_cted tl\(/JI the_most sus}ainﬁblglocat_ifhns when clfmpareiagainslt al:jot::er_

. . P . reasonable alternatives. More importantly, the Council has to make sure that any land that is

Green Belt sites are in the three adjplnlng V|Ilages_ qf W_est released from the Green Belt does not undermine its overall purpose and integrity. The

Byfleet, Pyrford and_ B_yfleets. Questions \_/vhether itis wise to available evidence suggest that the sites proposed for allocation in Byfleet are in sustainable

concentrate the majority of development in one corner of the locations and can be released for development without compromising the purpose of the Green

Borough, and whether it is 'fair and reasonable’ for residents Belt. The Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 18.3% of the existing Green Belt in the

of these three villages. ward of Byfleet. Excluding site GB17 which will not be developed and is proposed to be used
as publically accessible open space (SANG), the total amount of Green Belt lost for
development in Byfleet is 7.3% (10.26ha). In West Byfleet, the Site Allocations DPD proposes
to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward. Excluding site GB23 which will not be
developed and will continue to provide open space and sports provision for the Junior and
Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8%
(45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the concerns of local residents over the loss of
Green Belt, 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.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 The review of brownfield sites (In West Byfleet) is incomplete | None stated. The assessment of brownfield sites is considered to be comprehensive, as detailed in the No further modification
and lacks thoroughness -based on an example below, and is Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 11.0. is proposed as a result
therefore opposes the proposals. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 The review of brownfield sites (In West Byfleet) is incomplete | None stated. The assessment of brownfield sites is considered to be comprehensive, as detailed in the No further modification
and lacks thoroughness -based on an example below, and is Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper, Section 11.0. is proposed as a result
therefore opposes the proposals. of this representation

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 There is a more realistic, balanced and deliverable None stated. Comment noted and responses are given to each point of the representation. No further modification
alternative plan that meets the objectives of housing is proposed as a result
provision for the Borough without all of the negative impacts of this representation
from the current proposals.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 There is a more realistic, balanced and deliverable None stated. Comment noted and responses are given to each point of the representation. No further modification
alternative plan that meets the objectives of housing is proposed as a result
provision for the Borough without all of the negative impacts of this representation
from the current proposals.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Due to the importance of the site to the integrity of the Green | None stated. There has been a thorough assessment of alternative sites, as outlined in the Council's Issues | No further modification

Belt, outlined in the GBR, it is put forward solely due to the
owner's willingness to sell the land. Questions why is not
prioritised for protection until all other alternatives have been
exhaustively investigated. The proposal to concentrate the
vast majority of Green Belt at West Hall is unfair and also
ignores the views of 89% residents responding to a surveys
carried out by the Neighbourhood Forum who want to 'keep
and robustly protect our present Green Belt boundaries'.

and Matters Topic Paper, Section 9.0 and 11.0. The principle and justification for development
in the Green Belt can be found in Section 1.0 of this paper.

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Finally questions whether the Council should contact all
owners of Green Belt land and assessment potential for
development to 2040, rather than relying on a call for sites
approach which could miss sites.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Due to the importance of the site to the integrity of the Green | None stated. There has been a thorough assessment of alternative sites, as outlined in the Council's Issues | No further modification
Belt, outlined in the GBR, it is put forward solely due to the and Matters Topic Paper, Section 9.0 and 11.0. The principle and justification for development | jg proposed as a result
owner's willingness to sell the land. Questions why is not in the Green Belt can be found in Section 1.0 of this paper. of this representation
prioritised for protection until all other alternatives have been
exhaustively investigated. The proposal to concentrate the
vast majority of Green Belt at West Hall is unfair and also
ignores the views of 89% residents responding to a surveys
carried out by the Neighbourhood Forum who want to 'keep
and robustly protect our present Green Belt boundaries'.

Finally questions whether the Council should contact all
owners of Green Belt land and assessment potential for
development to 2040, rather than relying on a call for sites
approach which could miss sites.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Questions whether it is appropriate to focus the majority of None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Green Belt development in the area given the predicted 33% Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, Section 20.0 and Section 24.0. Note that the Broadoaks site on is proposed as a result
growth in traffic from Broadoaks (data centre). Also Rarvis _Road is not .aIIoceltted for a school. The al!ocation is fqr an _em.ploym.ent-led mixed use of this representation
guesions speifcall whether WG wil rle ou
development of the West Hall site due the increased impacts for a 900 pupil private secondary school is a developer led scheme that will be considered as
recently changed d_evelopment (fora thOOI) at Broadoaks, part of the planning application process. This site is allocated for development within the plan
or at least change it to a safeguarded site and wait to assess period (to 2027) due to its sustainability when compared to reasonable alternatives. The
the impact of Broadoaks before taking the West Hall assessment of reasonable alternative sites is addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
development forward. Topic Paper, Section 9.0.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Questions whether it is appropriate to focus the majority of None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
Green Belt development in the area given the predicted 33% Topic Paper. See Section 3.0, Section 20.0 and Section 24.0. Note that the Broadoaks site on is proposed as a result
growth in traffic from Broadoaks (data centre). Also P_arvis _Road is not _aIIoce_tted for a school. The aI_Iocation is fqr an _em_ploym_ent-led mixed use of this representation
auestons speciically whether WBC il e ot
development of the West Hall site due the increased impacts for a 900 pupil private secondary school is a developer led scheme that will be considered as
recently changed d_evelopment (fora SC_hOOI) at Broadoaks, part of the planning application process. This site is allocated for development within the plan
or at least change it to a safeguarded site and wait to assess period (to 2027) due to its sustainability when compared to reasonable alternatives. The
the impact of Broadoaks before taking the West Hall assessment of reasonable alternative sites is addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters
development forward. Topic Paper, Section 9.0.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Outlines the issues of the Broadoaks site being unused for Remove this As stated, the Broadoaks site is not allocated for a school. The current proposal for a 900 pupil | No further modification
15 years due to the Council's strategy for it as an site from private secondary school is a developer led scheme that will be considered as part of the is proposed as a result
Employment led mixed use site. The change of status allocation for | Planning application process. This will include assessment, and if considered appropriate, of this representation
centy o esidentlincluding affordabl housingand | housing. | [YASAIEn o Canshrtand e moacts e seveobment, T port abou ek o e
housing to meet the_ ne?ds of the eI_derIy .has led to mteres.t Suggests role in the Borough's spatial strategy, as its second iargest centre (a District Centre) and
and a plannln_g appllcatl_on, bu_t the_lncIUS|on O_f a school will de\_/elopment serving the needs of residents of West Byfleet, Byfleet and Pyrford. The employment element
lead to huge increases in traffic, gridlock and is therefore of links to care | of the mix of uses proposed at this site is considered to maintain the employment role of West
unworkable. Suggests a change to the allocation to make the | facilities at this | Byfleet, as outlined in the Core Strategy, Policy CS3 West Byfleet District Centre, point 4. and
whole site residential, which could easily deliver the 550 site and paragraph 4.18. However, any proposed application (including the recent proposal for the
homes required by WBC. The benefits of this are that it could | potential for school and residential use) will be considered on its merits, in relation to the draft allocation
be delivered immediately, could deliver a higher proportion of | shared health and the Council's Core Strateg_y, particulgrly Policies CS3 and C$15 Sustain_able Economic
affordable homes and homes for the elderly than targeted by | services with Development. The West Hall site is considered a generally sustainable location for housing.

WBC, its a sustainable location, and traffic at peak times Broadoaks, for
may not be as bad if a significant proportion of housing
accommodation is targeted towards the elderly. From an targeted at the
informal conversation with an employee of Octagon Homes, | elderly there.
they would welcome this proposal. In addition there could be
development of links to care facilities at West Hall and
potentially shared health services.
1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Outlines the issues of the Broadoaks site being unused for Proposes that | As stated, the Broadoaks site is not allocated for a school. The current proposal for a 900 pupil | No further modification

15 years due to the Council's strategy for it as an
Employment led mixed use site. The change of status
recently to residential including affordable housing and
housing to meet the needs of the elderly led almost
immediately to a plan from Octagon Homes, but the inclusion

the whole site
is allocated for
residential use
(and could
deliver 550+

private secondary school is a developer led scheme that will be considered as part of the
planning application process. This will include assessment, and if considered appropriate,
mitigation of transport and traffic impacts of the development. The point about the lack of use
of the Broadoaks site for employment uses is noted, however West Byfleet plays an important
role in the Borough's spatial strategy, as its second largest centre (a District Centre) and
serving the needs of residents of West Byfleet, Byfleet and Pyrford. The employment element

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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of a school will lead to huge increases in traffic, gridlock and | homes), of the mix of uses proposed at this site is considered to maintain the employment role of West
is therefore unworkable. Suggests a Change to the allocation inc|uding a Byfleet, as outlined in the Core Strategy, Policy CS3 West Byfleet District Centre, point 4. and
to make the whole site residential, which could easily deliver | high proportion | Paragraph 4.18. However, any proposed application (including the recent proposal for the
the 550 homes required by WBC. The benefits of this are of affordable school and res!qentlal use) will be con&dered on its merits, in relation to th(_e draft aIIocatlo_n
that it Cpuld be delivered immediately, could deliver a higher hous!ng and gr:\jléroep%%ﬂ.cll s Core Strategy, particularly Policies CS3 and CS15 Sustainable Economic
proportion of affordable homes and homes for the elderly housing
than targeted by WBC, its a sustainable location, and traffic targeted to the
at peak times may not be as bad if a significant proportion of | needs of the
accommodation is targeted towards the elderly. From an elderly.
informal conversation with an employee of Octagon Homes,
they would welcome this proposal. In addition there could be
development of links to care facilities at West Hall and
potentially shared health services.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Outlines that the evidence available does not provide full None stated. There has been a thorough assessment of alternative sites, as outlined in the Council's Issues | No further modification
details of all the brownfield sites examined, that there is not and Matters Topic Paper, Section 9.0 and 11.0. The Core Strategy identifies need for arange | js proposed as a result
external independent evidence to show the review of of uses, including warghpuse floor_space, as part of its brgaq spatial and economic strategy for | of this representation
brownfield sites has been thorough, and therefore there is no Fhs B?foluﬁh' Also, exl'fS]E:”g need f'.gulrei are based otn T’X'St”:jgf'evels %f]l:!oorspace e.g.tLor

. . industrial floorspace. If floorspace is lost in a way not planned for, need figures across the
documer_ltauon to a”O\.N reS|den_ts to test or challenge . Borough may Wl?all increase. Igecontamination is{;\n isspue on many aIIocat%d sites, including
assumpn_ons,_ conclusions and_ judgements made. Ou_tllnes a those allocated for residential, and as outlined would not preclude allocation of suitable uses
concern in this regard about site UA49 and its allocation for (dependent on the location) but mean that key requirements and other Council policies would
industrial use when it should be allocated for residential. apply to ensure adequate decontamination.

Picks out wording on there being significant contamination
likely but questions whether decontamination has been
assessed and costed. Questions whether WBC should
employ an external consultancy to undertake a complete and
detailed analysis of brownfield sites in the Borough; whether
a 'call for sites' exercise should be undertaken for brownfield
sites for the period of the plan (to 2040) and asks the Council
to contact all the owners of developed sites in the Borough to
understand their intentions to 2040, to give a more complete
picture of future availability of land for development.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Outlines that the evidence available does not provide full None stated. There has been a thorough assessment of alternative sites, as outlined in the Council's Issues | No further modification
details of all the brownfield sites examined, that there is not and Matters Topic Paper, Section 9.0 and 11.0. The Core Strategy identifies need for arange | js proposed as a result
external independent evidence to show the review of of uses, including war_eh_ouse floor_space, as part of its brc_Ja_d spatial and economic strategy for of this representation
brownfield sites has been thorough, and therefore there is no th B?(olufgl;h. Also, exl']?]f:ng need f'.gulrei are based Ot” claX|st|r:jgerveIs ngoorSpace e.g.tLor

. . Inaustrial rloorspace. oorspace Is lost In a way no anned 1or, nheed figures across tne
documentatlon to a”o‘."’ reSIden.tS to test or challenge . Borough may Wpell increase. Igecontamination is);m isspue on many aIIocat%d sites, including
assumptl_ons,_ conclusions and_ judgements made. Ou_t“nes a those allocated for residential, and as outlined would not preclude allocation of suitable uses
concern in this regard about site UA49 and its allocation for (dependent on the location) but mean that key requirements and other Council policies would
industrial use when it should be allocated for residential. apply to ensure adequate decontamination.

Picks out wording on there being significant contamination
likely but questions whether decontamination has been
assessed and costed. Questions whether WBC should
employ an external consultancy to undertake a complete and
detailed analysis of brownfield sites in the Borough; whether
a 'call for sites' exercise should be undertaken for brownfield
sites for the period of the plan (to 2040) and asks the Council
to contact all the owners of developed sites in the Borough to
understand their intentions to 2040, to give a more complete
picture of future availability of land for development.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Outlines that the loss of Green Belt in West Byfleet is 43.5%, | None stated. The Council has decided through the Core Strategy that the significant unmet need for housing | No further modification

which is unfair and unacceptable, particularly as many other
war in the Borough remain untouched. The Green Belt
Review's assessment of land around West Hall highlights its
importance to three Green Belt purposes and the sensitivity
to change of the West Hall site. The willingness to eliminate
Green Belt in West Byfleet (a sacrifice that benefits the rest
of the Borough) will mean urban spraw! will be unchecked,
neighbouring towns will merge (with a continuous built up
area from Weybridge, Byfleet, West Byfleet to Pyrford) and
the countryside will be open to encroachment. States that the

justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it is
important that development is directed to the most sustainable locations of the Borough. It is
within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
Site Allocations DPD proposes to remove 43.5% of the existing Green Belt in the ward of West
Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open
space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt
lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, 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. The representation is further dealt with in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
Paper, Sections 15.0 and 21.0. While it is acknowledged that there is no secondary school

is proposed as a result
of this representation
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GBR's contention that there is a secondary school and within West Byfleet itself, the GBR would be referring to Bishop David Brown School in
community centre in West Byfleet are incorrect, and mean Sheerwater, which is reasonably nearby (1 mile from the centre of West Byfleet District
that it would be ranked to high in terms of assessment Centre). Community centre provisjon is at the Cornerstone Centre, attached to St John's
scores on sustainability. Church, amongst other locations in West Byfleet.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Outlines that the loss of Green Belt in West Byfleet is 43.5%, | None stated. The Council has decided through the Core Strategy that the significant unmet need for housing | No further modification
which is unfair and unacceptable, particularly as many other justifies the need to release Green Belt land for housing development. In doing so it is is proposed as a result
war in the Borough remain untouched. The Green Belt imt%(')rt?r?t tgat ddevelotpr:wetnt is directetd ttotLhet “?tOSt SUStallli”abt'eJ%Cﬁtéons |°f the Bt°;9uglh- 'Iftyisth of this representation

P P ; within this broad spatial strategy context that sites are allocated for development. To clarify, the
iF::F\,/cl,?tV;rS] c?astsoetsf? rrggrg r%felgr;jeﬁr;)ﬂ?pdo\s/\éis;rﬂat”h2'gzlrlgm\s;itl;s Site AIIocationsf DIgD proposeg )tlp remove 43.5% of the existing .Green. Bellto in the yvard of West

. L L Byfleet. Excluding site GB23 which will not be developed and will continue to provide open

to change O,f the West Hall site. Thg willingness t(_) eliminate space and sports provision for the Junior and Infant schools, the total amount of Green Belt
Green Belt in West Byfleet (a sacrifice that benefits the rest lost for development in West Byfleet is 37.8% (45ha). Whilst the Council sympathises with the
of the Borough) will mean urban sprawl will be unchecked, concerns of local residents over the loss of Green Belt, it has ensured through a number of
neighbouring towns will merge (with a continuous built up studies that any land that is released from the Green Belt will not undermine its overall purpose
area from Weybridge, Byfleet, West Byfleet to Pyrford) and and integrity. The representation is further dealt with in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic
the countryside will be open to encroachment. States that the Paper, Sections 15.0 and 21.0. While it is acknowledged that there is no secondary school
GBR's contention that there is a secondary school and within West Byﬂ.eet.itself, the GBR would be rgferring to Bishop David Brown Schqol .in
community centre in West Byfleet are incorrect, and mean Sheerwater, whlch is reasonably_ n_ear_by (1r:nlle from the centre of West rI13y(1;leet DIStrrlnCt'
that it would be _rank_e_d to high in terms of assessment gﬁﬂtrrci) fﬁ?nrggf g{hzﬁTé:;ea{)icr;?l\gSirlwo\r/l\/lzs?téyﬁecégmerswne centre, atiachedto Stiohns
scores on sustainability.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB15 Outlines the traffic issues in West Byfleet highlighted in the None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
2026 Transport Assessment Report, including detail of trip Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11, and Sections 20.0 and 24.0. is proposed as a result
generation from the Broadoaks site and from the Pyrford of this representation
area leading into West Byfleet. Traffic mitigation steps
highlighted are woefully inadequate. Existing levels of traffic
already cause significant impacts to journey times, are
beyond 'theoretical capacity' and reduce the attractiveness of
West Byfleet as an economic centre. Outlines the knock on
problems of vehicles seeking alternative routes through
Wisley and Ripley. It is therefore irresponsible and
inappropriate to place major development, particularly due to
the combined traffic impacts from West Byfleet, Pyrford and
Byfleet in one part of the Borough.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB16 Outlines the traffic issues in West Byfleet highlighted in the None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
2026 Transport Assessment Report, including detail of trip Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11, and Sections 20.0 and 24.0. is proposed as a result
generation from the Broadoaks site and from the Pyrford of this representation
area leading into West Byfleet. Traffic mitigation steps
highlighted are woefully inadequate. Existing levels of traffic
already cause significant impacts to journey times, are
beyond 'theoretical capacity' and reduce the attractiveness of
West Byfleet as an economic centre. Outlines the knock on
problems of vehicles seeking alternative routes through
Wisley and Ripley. It is therefore irresponsible and
inappropriate to place major development, particularly due to
the combined traffic impacts from West Byfleet, Pyrford and
Byfleet in one part of the Borough.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB12 Outlines the traffic issues in West Byfleet highlighted in the None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification
2026 Transport Assessment Report, including detail of trip Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11, and Sections 20.0 and 24.0. is proposed as a result
generation from the Broadoaks site and from the Pyrford of this representation
area leading into West Byfleet. Traffic mitigation steps
highlighted are woefully inadequate. Existing levels of traffic
already cause significant impacts to journey times, are
beyond ‘theoretical capacity' and reduce the attractiveness of
West Byfleet as an economic centre. Outlines the knock on
problems of vehicles seeking alternative routes through
Wisley and Ripley. It is therefore irresponsible and
inappropriate to place major development, particularly due to
the combined traffic impacts from West Byfleet, Pyrford and
Byfleet in one part of the Borough.

1407 | Andrew Leong-Son GB13 Outlines the traffic issues in West Byfleet highlighted in the None stated. This representation has been addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. See | No further modification

2026 Transport Assessment Report, including detail of trip

Section 3.0, in particular paragraph 3.6 and 3.11, and Sections 20.0 and 24.0.

is proposed as a result
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generation from the Broadoaks site and from the Pyrford
area leading into West Byfleet. Traffic mitigation steps
highlighted are woefully inadequate. Existing levels of traffic
already cause significant impacts to journey times, are
beyond ‘theoretical capacity' and reduce the attractiveness of
West Byfleet as an economic centre. Outlines the knock on
problems of vehicles seeking alternative routes through
Wisley and Ripley. It is therefore irresponsible and
inappropriate to place major development, particularly due to
the combined traffic impacts from West Byfleet, Pyrford and
Byfleet in one part of the Borough.

of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB4

Outlines the traffic issues in West Byfleet highlighted in the
2026 Transport Assessment Report, including detail of trip
generation from the Broadoaks site and from the Pyrford
area leading into West Byfleet. Traffic mitigation steps
highlighted are woefully inadequate. Existing levels of traffic
already cause significant impacts to journey times, are
beyond 'theoretical capacity’ and reduce the attractiveness of
West Byfleet as an economic centre. Outlines the knock on
problems of vehicles seeking alternative routes through
Wisley and Ripley. It is therefore irresponsible and
inappropriate to place major development, particularly due to
the combined traffic impacts from West Byfleet, Pyrford and
Byfleet in one part of the Borough.

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, and Sections 20.0 and 24.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GBS

Outlines the traffic issues in West Byfleet highlighted in the
2026 Transport Assessment Report, including detail of trip
generation from the Broadoaks site and from the Pyrford
area leading into West Byfleet. Traffic mitigation steps
highlighted are woefully inadequate. Existing levels of traffic
already cause significant impacts to journey times, are
beyond 'theoretical capacity' and reduce the attractiveness of
West Byfleet as an economic centre. Outlines the knock on
problems of vehicles seeking alternative routes through
Wisley and Ripley. It is therefore irresponsible and
inappropriate to place major development, particularly due to
the combined traffic impacts from West Byfleet, Pyrford and
Byfleet in one part of the Borough.

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, and Sections 20.0 and 24.0.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB15

Judges the proposals to be ill advised, inadequate and would
cause irreparable damage to the quality of life for residents.

None stated.

The representation is supported by an array of background evidence, as outlined in Sections
8.0 and 9.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The representation is further
addressed in Sections 21.0 and 23.0 of this paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1407

Andrew

Leong-Son

GB16

Judges the proposals to be ill advised, inadequate and would
cause irreparable damage to the quality of life for residents.

None stated.

The representation is supported by an array of background evidence, as outlined in Sections
8.0 and 9.0 of the Council's Issues and Matters Topic Paper. The representation is further
addressed in Sections 21.0 and 23.0 of this paper.

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation

1325

Clive

Leswell

GB9

SPA sites were discounted for consideration due to its status
for protecting endangered birds. However Smarts Heath and
Prey Heath are SSSIs and designated by Bird Life
International as an "Important Bird Areas" and should be
similarly protected.

Mayford Village Society are pursuing the inclusion of Prey
Heath and Smarts Heath to SPA.

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

No further modification
is proposed as a result
of this representation
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Rep | Name Surname Section of Summary Of Comment Proposal Officer Response Officer Proposed
ID DPD Modifications Modifications
adverse effects prior to approval of the development.
1325 | Clive Leswell GB10 SPA sites were discounted for consideration due to its status | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
for protecting endangered birds. However Smarts Heath and Topic Paper. See Section 14.0 is proposed as a result
Prey Heath are SSSls and designated by Bird Life . _ . _ _ . _ of this representation
International as an "Important Bird Areas" and should be In addltlor_1, (_jurlng the preparation of the Site Allocatlons DI_DD_the C_:ouncn consulted with
similarly protected Surrey WI|Ci|Ife Trust and Natural Engla_md to dlscove_r the blodlyerslty value of each (_)f t_he
. L. . . . proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
Mayford Village Society are pursuing the inclusion of Prey or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council
Heath and Smarts Heath to SPA. 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.
1325 | Clive Leswell GB11 SPA sites were discounted for consideration due to its status | None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
for protecting endangered birds. However Smarts Heath and Topic Paper. See Section 14.0 is proposed as a result
Prey Heath are SSSIs and designated by Bird Life . ) ) ) ) ) ) of this representation
International as an "Important Bird Areas" and should be In addltlon, QUrlng the preparation of the Site Allocatlons DED.the (;ouncﬂ consulted with
similarly protected Surrey Wllo!hfe Trust and Natural Engla_md to dlscove_r the blodlyers_,lty value of each Qf the
. L. . . . proposed sites. Overall the preferred sites did not raise any objection from Surrey Wildlife Trust
Mayford Village Society are pursuing the inclusion of Prey or Natural England based on existing biodiversity features. Nevertheless, the Council
Heath and Smarts Heath to SPA. 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.
1325 | Clive Leswell GB9 The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach for including and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
discounting sites Topic Paper. See Section 10.0 and Section 17.0 is proposed as a result
WBC have included the 10 Acre site even though the GBBR of this representation
rejected it
1325 | Clive Leswell GB10 The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach for including and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
discounting sites Topic Paper. See Section 10.0 and Section 17.0 is proposed as a result
WBC have included the 10 Acre site even though the GBBR of this representation
rejected it
1325 | Clive Leswell GB11 The GBBR is inconsistent in its approach for including and None stated. This representation has been comprehensively addressed in the Council's Issues and Matters | No further modification
discounting sites Topic Paper. See Section 10.0 and Section 17.0 is proposed as a result
WBC have included the 10 Acre site even though the GBBR of this representation
rejected it
1325 | Clive Leswell GB7 An increase in Traveller pitches will reduce the visual None stated. Ten Acre Farm is already a functional established Traveller site. The Council is satis