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Dear Louise 

Welwyn Hatfield Local Plan Examination: Green Belt Review 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the consistency of the scorings and sub-division of the 
parcels in the Green Belt Review (‘the GBR’) August 2018. We write on behalf of Arlington Business 
Parks Partnership as the owner and promoter of the previous Local Plan allocation HAT2 and applicant 
of the application for outline planning permission (reference 6/2018/2768/OUTLINE) for a large scale 
mixed use development including 1,100 new homes and supporting infrastructure including a primary 
school, local centre and open space.    

In our opinion, site P46b is inconsistently scored against sites P43 and P47, which we believe share 
similar characteristics. Consequently, we think that P43, P46b and P47 should have the same moderate 
score. We agree that P46 should be sub-divided as it is such a large parcel and because of this we do 
not see the need to assess a scenario of the release of the whole of P46 and P47 together. 

Preventing the merging of neighbouring towns 

P47 has a partial contribution to preventing the merging of Hatfield and St Albans. The GBR states that 
the settlements are located within approximately 2.6km of each other across P47 and as the parcel does 
not extend beyond the existing urban edge of Ellenbrook to the south there would be no reduction in the 
actual gap between settlements. The GBR states that the smaller settlement of Smallford limits the 
perception of separation between Hatfield and St Albans. 

The gap between Hatfield and St Albans is similar at P47 as at P46b. Like P47, P46b also has no impact 
on the perception of separation between Hatfield and Smallford. Consequently, the scoring for P46b on 
the preventing the merging of neighbouring towns should be the same as P47, which is a partial 
contribution.  

Overall scoring 

On the basis that we think that P46b has the same partial contribution to preventing the merging of 
neighbouring towns as P47, the overall scoring for P46b would be: 

1. P1: Checking the unrestricted sprawl of large built up areas (limited or no contribution);
2. P2: Preventing the merging of neighbouring towns (partial contribution);
3. P3: Safeguarding the countryside from encroachment (significant contribution);
4. P4: Preserve the setting and special character of historic towns (limited or no contribution);



5. P5: Assist urban regeneration by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land
(significant contribution); and

6. Local purpose: maintain the existing settlement pattern (limited or no contribution).

These scores are the same as P43, which has a rating of moderate. Consequently, P46b should have 
the same score as P43, which is moderate. 

I trust that these comments are helpful to the Inspector but please call me if you have any questions.

Yours sincerely,

David Maddox

cc: Robin Moxon, Arlington Business Parks Partnership 
ref:  00009 


