
         Mrs. M Ternouth  

 

         28 October 2020 

  

Dear Louise 

 

Re: Welwyn Hatfield Local Plan Examination – Comments on documents 

Matter 2 Symondshyde 

EX202 

• I opposed the creation of a new settlement of 1130 dwellings, I oppose even 
more the proposed settlement of 1500 dwellings.  

• This proposal would have result in even more severe damage to an unspoilt 
area of Green Belt land that is so enjoyed by increasing numbers of walkers 
and cyclists from all surrounding areas and helps to maintain their health and 
wellbeing. 

• The greater number of dwellings means that coalescence of the neighbouring 
conurbations is even more likely to occur.  

• Infrastructure would have to be created from scratch, as opposed to sites 
building on existing urban development, with even more consequent damage 
to the local environment.  

• Has the Council actually answered the Inspector’s questions fully in this 
letter?  

• This increased proposal has never been the subject of proper full public 
consultation. It appears that only those who commented on the original 
proposals are able even to comment.  I consider the process here to have 
been undemocratic.  

 

EX202D  

• In this situation, increasing the proposed numbers of dwelling will not make 
the proposed development any more sustainable, it will make it even less 
sustainable.  

• The development is simply not near enough to existing infrastructure. 
• Coopers Green Lane is narrow and winding. As it is, it carries very large 

volumes of traffic in peak hours between the settlements of Welwyn Garden 
City, Hatfield and St Albans. There are already significant tailbacks in peak 
hour traffic along Sandpit Lane and Oaklands Lane. Additional traffic from this 
settlement would make this situation considerably worse and diminish air 
quality still further in a neighbouring area. 

 



 

EX202E 

• Having been heavily involved in a strategy to bring a new bus service to 
another new development in a neighbouring area (during neighbourhood plan 
development - Sandpit Lane), the evidence is that a nicely produced strategy 
document and time limited pump priming will unfortunately not result in high 
take up by new residents in an area like this unless there are real 
disincentives to them using their own cars. This scheme has no such 
disincentives.  Neighbourhood plan surveys in our nearby area indicated that 
residents would ‘like’ to travel more by cycle and by bus, but this has to be 
made much more convenient than using their cars to become actual reality in 
my experience. That is a high bar to cross. In this new and more isolated 
setting, with very little existing transport infrastructure, I cannot see it being 
effective. 

• If this number of additional dwellings are needed, the key would be to situate 
them near to a railway station, with links north and south.  

 

Yours sincerely 

Mary Ternouth  

 


