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5th May 2022 
 

Spatial Planning 
Essex County Council 
County Hall 
Market Road 
Chelmsford 
CM1 1QH 
 

 
 
 
By email:      

 
 
Uttlesford District Council Email -   
 
 
Dear Uttlesford District Council , 
 
RE: Regulation 16 - The Ashdon Neighbourhood Development Plan 2020 - 2036 
 
Thank you for consulting Essex County Council (ECC) on the Submission Draft Plan for the 
Ashdon Neighbourhood Plan 2020-2036 (the Plan). ECC is a key infrastructure provider and 
delivers and commissions a wide range of strategic and local public infrastructure and 
services, covering but not limited to highways and transportation, education, early years and 
childcare, minerals, waste, surface water management, passenger transport, adult social care, 
and Public Health. The impacts of growth from the allocation of development sites in 
neighbourhood plans (over and above those identified in a Local Plan) will need to be 
assessed, including infrastructure requirements, any mitigation, and how they will be funded 
and delivered. 
 
ECC submitted to comments to the Parish Council at the Regulation 14 consultation in the 
Autumn of 2021.  It is noted that very few of the comments have been included within this next 
iteration of the Neighbourhood Plan (Regulation 16), which is disappointing.  This response 
similarly to our previous views outlines where changes need to be made to ensure ECC can 
deliver its statutory responsibilities and recommends other changes for your consideration.  
ECC welcomes any discussions with UDC or Parish Council to provide further clarity and 
assist understanding of our views.   
 
Essex County Council’s Neighbourhood Planning Guide (September 2019) 
 
To assist in the drafting of Neighbourhood Plans, ECC prepared an Information Guide that 
explains the main ECC services that may need to be considered when developing a 
neighbourhood plan. The Guide can be viewed through this weblink.  
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The Guide provides weblinks to relevant ECC policy guidance and the following information 
on each theme:  
• The relevant service or function within ECC, and their responsibilities;  
• Relevance to neighbourhood planning; and  
• The key documents produced by ECC to be considered when a Neighbourhood Plan is 

being prepared, and weblinks to those documents.  
 
Thematic Overarching Summary of the ECC Views 
 
This section of the ECC response sets out a summary of the strategic thematic matters. 
 
• Highways and Transportation – Further consideration should be given to the evidence 

that supports some of the issues and matters highlighted within Ashdon. It is also 
recommended that the Parish Council acknowledges the role of the Local Highways 
Panel.   

• Education – It is acknowledged that the primary school is referred to throughout the Plan.  
There is a need to promote safe walking and cycling routes to and from the school and 
minimise car use.  

• Green Infrastructure – It is recommended that the Plan clearly appreciates the 
importance of Green Infrastructure (GI).  It plays an important role in connecting people 
and places and should be referred to throughout the plan and specific policies.      

• Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) – It is recommended that the Plan includes a 
specific policy on Flood Risk and Surface Water Management and ECC recommends 
proposed policy wording.  

• Renewable Energy – It is recommended that a clear stance on renewable energy for 
domestic and commercial developments is set out within the Plan and ECC recommends 
proposed policy wording.  

 
Section 2 – Past and Present  
 
ECC notes that Section 2 sets the context for the Plan, providing an appreciation of some of 
the facilities, services and infrastructure available within the village and surrounding locality.  
Whilst ECC find this part of the Plan helpful and valuable, it is important that statements are 
fully evidenced and justified, this was a matter raised in ECC’s response to the Regulation 14 
draft plan, and remains valid. 
 
ECC notes that the Plan continues to state that “Ashdon is relatively rurally isolated with a 
virtually non-existent bus service” (paragraph 2.19).  It should be noted that that the village of 
Ashdon has journey options available to Haverhill, Saffron Walden and Audley End six days 
per week. While this is more than some parishes of a comparable size, it is acknowledged that 
this level of service is unlikely to serve regular community needs.  ECC acknowledges that 
paragraph 11.17 of the Plan highlights possible enablers for passenger transport that they 
have investigated through public engagement.  It is recommended that this information is 
shared with ECC and the Local Highways Panel to assist in identifying possible public 
transportation solutions that may be viable within Ashdon.   
 
ECC notes that paragraph 2.19 continues to state that “Ashdon is suffering from the increase 
in magnitude and speed of traffic in recent years”.  ECC welcome the data to evidence this 
statement, as it is important if mitigation is being sought that there is the information to 
substantiate any traffic measures that may be suitable within the locality.   
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Section 3 – Key Issues  
 
ECC continues to welcome that the Plan sets out the strategic context and highlights some of 
the key issues and matters for the community.  It is noted that these issues have been 
developed through a combination of public engagement and the analysis of quantitative and 
qualitative evidence.  ECC also notes that the key issues form the themes and the basis of 
the policies in the Plan.   
 
Natural and Historic Environment  

 
ECC notes that within the Natural and Historic Environment section, the protection of the 
environment is a common theme running throughout the Plan. ECC continues to recommend 
that the Parish Council reviews the Plan and ensures that the importance of Green 
Infrastructure (GI) is elevated.  As stated in our last response to assist the Parish Council, 
ECC has provided  
this is a perception/experiential view, the evidence demonstrates that there has been no 
Personal Injury Accidents reported in last 5 years.   
 
Bullet 5 states “even where pavements are in place some are in poor repair due to traffic 
mounting the pavement to pass traffic coming in the opposite direction” (page 16).  ECC 
considers that there are many reasons for the deterioration in pavements.  It is recommended 
that the Parish Council is open to the range of factors attributing to any deterioration in 
pavements within the local community.   
 
Bullet 6 highlights that parking is a ‘major’ issue outside of the school.  As outlined in our last 
response, ECC has a Sustainable Travel Planning team that work directly with schools to 
reduce travel by car and assist with innovative approaches to promote sustainable modes of 
travel to and from school.  In reviewing the data from the current pupils at the school it is 
understood that many live within the village of Ashdon, therefore there may be opportunities 
to enhance the uptake of walking and cycling from home to school. 
 
Bullet 9 states “very limited bus service to or from the village making it effectively 100% car 
dependent for access to facilities” (page 16).  ECC notes that the bus operator Stephensons 
run the route 59 between Haverhill and Audley End station, approximately every two hourly, 
but not at times that would enable commuter journeys. 
 
Bullet 10 states “a cycle path to Saffron Walden was suggested as a possible means of 
reducing the carbon footprint, although a suitable route would need to be found and this may 
be problematic” (page 16).  ECC considers that it should be noted Harcamlow Way connects 
Ashdon to Saffron Walden and it is a pedestrian cross-country route that predominately follows 
field boundaries.  ECC notes that later in the Plan (paragraph 11.20) it states that “Harcamlow 
Way may be a possible route for such a cycle route in the future, but a lot of work will be 
needed to bring such a route to fruition. In particular, the views of local landowners need to be 
gathered and considered as well as those of potential users”.  The Parish Council has 
identified an opportunity at this site and further work will be required to determine whether this 
route may be enhanced for cyclists, whether the landowners are supportive of the scheme 
and whether there is opportunities to finance the proposed scheme.  If the Parish Council then 
determines there is opportunity in delivering such a scheme, it should be supported within a 
policy in the emerging Plan.   
 
ECC also appreciates that the landscape within Ashdon is hilly, and therefore ECC continues 
to welcome consideration as to whether E-bikes may be promoted to increase the number of 
people cycling.  
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Bullet 11 highlights that a key issue is that “the provision of more local employment 
opportunities could help to reduce the carbon footprint of the residents, although due to the 
rural nature of Ashdon Parish, this would not have a significant impact” (page 16).  ECC 
recommends that the Plan seeks to highlight some of the opportunities that may enhance local 
employment and ensure that residents can work from home effectively.  It is noted within 
section 5 of the Plan that broadband speeds are good, with a superfast upgrade planned.  This 
provides an opportunity for local employment; however, it is also noted that mobile phone 
signal within parts of the village is poor.   
 
Section 4 – Context from National and Local Planning Policy  

 
National Policy 
 
ECC wished to reiterate that the national policy section should include reference to the 
Government’s 25 Year Environment Plan and the Environment Act (2021).  The Act places 
significant importance on protecting and enhancing GI, its accessibility and mandatory 
provisions for biodiversity net gain. 
 
Local Policy 
 
ECC notes and welcomes that the Plan now acknowledges that the Development Plan 
includes the Uttlesford Local Plan and also comprises the Essex Minerals Local Plan 2014 
(MLP) and the Essex and Southend-on-Sea Waste Local Plan 2017 (WLP). ECC considers 
that it is clear that when determining a planning application, decision makers must consider 
the policies within these two plans, as relevant.  
 
ECC continues to recommend that the local policy section includes reference to the Essex GI 
Strategy. The purpose of this strategy is to take a positive approach to enhance, protect and 
create an inclusive and integrated network of high-quality multi-functional GI in Greater Essex. 
This will help to create a county-wide understanding of GI, its functions and values, and to 
identify opportunities for delivering green infrastructure. The supporting maps to the strategy 
are available to view at the Green Essex Story Map, where all types of GI assets (accessible 
and non-accessible) can be viewed for Ashdon -https://www.placeservices.co.uk/green-
essex/. This can be cross referenced with the National GI Mapping - 
https://designatedsites.naturalengland.org.uk/GreenInfrastructure/Map.aspx 
 
 
Section 5 – Ashdon Future  
 
ECC notes that page 22 of the Plan continues to set out opportunities for the Plan.  It is 
welcomed that the opportunities identified include ‘address challenges through planting and 
sustainable carbon neutral buildings.  ECC reiterates that consideration be given to the use of 
bio-solar roofs on new developments, these can provide multiple benefits such as managing 
flood risk. 
 
ECC notes and welcomes that the Plan includes a vision and objectives.  It is noted that the 
vision and eleven objectives seek to address the key issues facing Ashdon Parish which are 
outlined in section 3 of the Plan.    
 
Within the ECC response to the Regulation 14 draft Plan, ECC suggested wording changes 
for the objectives within paragraph 5.3 of the Plan.  ECC notes that the objectives remain 
unchanged and therefore the views that ECC highlighted in our previous response are 
reiterated -  
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• Objective 6 – “The NP will plan to maintain and promote local ecosystems to protect 
wildlife, trees and hedgerows.” ECC recommends that this is amended to specifically refer 
to GI and the amended objective should read - “The NP will plan to maintain, promote and 
enhance the Ashdon GI network as well as the local ecosystems to protect wildlife, trees 
and hedgerows.” 

• Objective 9 – “Promote health and wellbeing of the community by protecting 
and improving opportunities for outdoor recreational activities.”  

• ECC recommends that this objective includes reference to multifunctionality 
and multiple purpose uses of spaces (including outdoor sport facilities), and it 
be amended to read - “Promote health and wellbeing of the community by 
protecting and improving opportunities for outdoor recreational activities 
through the provision of multi-functional green spaces that are accessible to all 
and through the use of walkways and cycle paths.” 
 

 
 
ECC also notes that the Climate Change and Biodiversity Objectives do not refer to transport.  
ECC recommends that the third which currently states “the NP will aim for new development 
to have a low carbon footprint (covering energy demand, building materials, construction 
process etc) and support innovative solutions” should also include reference to transport.  ECC 
acknowledges that transport has a role to play in seeking to lower the carbon footprint.  It is 
also important that later in the Plan within section 9 that the connection between reducing the 
carbon footprint and transport is clearly articulated.     
 
Section 7 – Housing  
 
ECC acknowledges and welcomes that there is a theme running throughout the Plan and in 
particular the Housing section, seeking to make Ashdon a desirable place to live. ECC 
continues to recommend that the Plan provides greater consideration to GI as it can assist in 
the delivery of developments that are more desirable for people to live and add aesthetic and 
financial value to property. 
 
ECC continues to recommend that the Plan considers matters relating independent living and 
requires that all new dwellings be built to the Building Regulations Approved Document Part 
M41(2) standard.  Future development proposals should be built to conform with the Part M4(3) 
standard. ECC considers that this is justified as it will allow people to reside in their homes for 
longer and providing them with greater independence. This in turn raises their quality of life 
and reduces the care burden on the public sector. 
 
Section 8 – Parish Character – Natural Landscape and Built Environment  
 
ECC reiterates that objective 2 on page 33 be amended from, “Any new development will 
deliver high quality design and be appropriate and sensitive to neighbouring buildings and 
landscape setting”, to read “Any new development will deliver high quality green infrastructure 
and design in order to be appropriate and sensitive to neighbouring buildings and landscape 
settings”.  This will ensure that GI is referenced throughout the Plan and given the prominence 
within local level policy required for its delivery.      
 
ECC welcomes that policy ASH 4 – Protecting Ashdon’s Landscape Character has been 
amended to reflect the suggested wording outlined by ECC at the last Regulation 14 
consultation.   
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ECC continues to note and welcome that Policy ASH 7 entitled Design Considerations 
includes reference to bicycle storage.  The lack of storage is often cited as a barrier for bicycle 
ownership.  Ensuring the delivery of adequate storage will therefore enhance the uptake and 
use of bicycles within the community.  It is also noted and welcomed that proposal (b) has 
been amended to reflect ECC’s proposed wording at the Regulation 14 consultation.  In 
reviewing the policy wording it is acknowledged that proposal from the Regulation 14 policy, 
is no longer included in the wording.  ECC recommends that the following be inserted into this 
policy “any water run-off would not add-to or create surface water flooding and this should be 
manged through the use of green infrastructure and above ground sustainable drainage 
systems (SuDS) features wherever possible”. 
 
As outlined throughout the response, ECC is seeking to strengthen reference to GI.  It is again 
recommended that an additional bullet be included in the policy referring to the importance of 
GI as being integral to new development, and its role in improving accessibility across the 
neighbourhood.  Furthermore, ECC reiterates that there is a need for this policy to include a 
further bullet that refers to biodiversity net gain in line with provisions outlined in the 
Environment Act.   
 
ECC appreciates that point (j) of the policy now includes reference to street trees, it is 
welcomed that the policy is seeking to delivery improved green space and amenity.  However, 
ECC continues to insist that consideration be given to the installation of street furniture to be 
dual purpose i.e. bench and planter, bike parking areas with planters, bus shelter with green 
roof etc. 
 
ECC continues to recommend that ASH7 includes reference to energy efficiency, biodiversity 
gains, low carbon technology, water efficiency, energy conservation and efficiency, and flood 
resilience. It is recommended that the Policy is amended to include reference to promoting 
waste reduction, re-use and recycling, sustainable building design and the use of sustainable 
materials, including in relation to their procurement, in the construction of new development 
or redevelopment. 
 
Within Section 8 of the Plan, ECC continues to consider the need for reference to assessing 
the sustainability performance of buildings through an accreditation scheme known as 
‘Building with Nature’. This seeks to incorporate green infrastructure into development. This 
approach is a voluntary approach, and the standards are free to use providing industry with a 
benchmark, that enables developers to create places that really deliver for people and wildlife. 
It brings together guidance and good practice to recognise high quality green infrastructure at 
all stages of the development process including policy, planning, design, delivery, and long-
term management and maintenance.  Developers can then apply for a Building with Nature 
Award to provide the development with formal recognition of meeting the these Standards and 
an external verification of quality. 
 
There are two levels of accreditation –  
 

• Design Award is used to accredit projects at an early stage of design, for 
example an outline planning application in larger schemes. 

• Full Award is used to accredit projects at a more detailed stage of design and 
includes a post-construction check. 

 
The Building with Nature Standards has been developed by practitioners and policy makers, 
academic experts and end-users, and has been tried and tested in multiple schemes from 
Cornwall to Scotland and is endorsed by Natural England, who is reviewing the current 
national green infrastructure standards. For more information, please visit here 
https://www.buildingwithnature.org.uk/about. 
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Section 9 – Climate Change and Biodiversity  
 
ECC as the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) notes and welcomes that SuDS are referred 
to in policy ASH9 - Flood Risk. However, ECC aims to ensure the policy wording in 
strengthened and continues to recommend that the policy states that SuDS need to be 
considered within building design and early engagement with ECC undertaken.  The National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF 2021), paragraph 159, 160, 161 163, 164 sets out the 
criteria to be considered for the location of major developments in relation to avoiding flood 
risk. Paragraph 169 provides further policy guidance regarding the provision of SuDS in major 
development and paragraph 167 regarding flood mitigation. 
 
ECC, as LLFA, continues to consider that reference to surface water management within the 
Plan should be strengthened. The NPPF, requires a developer to undertake a site-specific 
flood risk assessment, where appropriate, to ensure new development would not cause flood 
risk elsewhere, and that major developments should incorporate SuDS. In addition, all new 
developments should be directed away from the areas considered to be in a high risk of 
flooding. The policy should be revised to ensure that it incorporates the following matters:  
 
• The provision of SuDS measures should be multi-functional and deliver benefits for the 

built, natural and historic environment. 
• The provision of innovative SuDS solutions to deliver flood resilient schemes. 
• Surface water discharge from the development should accord with the SuDS hierarchy, 

ground investigation should be undertaken to provide evidence of onsite infiltration, if this 
is not possible, surface water could be discharged into watercourse, or if it is not feasible 
a sewer, with appropriate attenuation and treatment to mitigate any risks of flood and 
pollution.  

• Preference should be given to above ground features such as basins, ponds and swales, 
green roofs, rain gardens and should consider the use of multi-functional space to pro-
mote biodiversity and amenity values and the management of surface water runoff 
generated from heavy rainfall events and minimize the risk of surface water flooding. The 
underground storage tanks are the least favourable option and should only be used as 
last resort.  

• Surface water conveyance and onsite storage using non-traditional drainage measures 
to achieve water quality. 

• New developments should consider alternative ways to design SuDS through rainwater 
harvesting or grey water recycling.  

• All future developments should incorporate SuDS schemes which will be in accordance 
with the Essex SuDS Design Guide (2020). 

• Any proposed developments should consider the use of the Environment Agency (EA) 
up-dated climate change allowance and the potential increased risk of sur-face water 
flooding, so that the necessary measures to reduce any risk of flooding to properties, 
residents and wildlife.  

 
ECC has published updated guidance in the SuDS Design Guide 2020. It is recommended 
that the Parish Council review this guidance and ensure that emerging policies are consistent 
with the advice set out in the Guide. This Guide should be referenced in any new Flood Risk 
and Surface Water Management overarching policy. 
 
ECC considers that it is important that the Parish Council is aware that the majority of old 
building sewer systems are supported by combined sewers.  ECC does not recommend that 
new development surface water runoff be connected to combined sewers.  ECC have 
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concerns with the additional demand and cost associated to treat surface water from combined 
sewers.  
 
ECC also continues to recommend that Policy Ash 10 - Biodiversity and Habitats, should make 
specific reference to GI as outlined earlier in this response, and ensure it is consistent with 
provisions set out in the Essex GI Strategy.  It is recommended that a Plan policy: 
• emphasises the importance of connectivity and access to green spaces to improve social 

equity and well-being in the neighbourhood; 
• refers to utilising multifunctionality to create multiple benefits of open and green spaces 

(ECC acknowledges that it is important that any multifunctionality does not create conflict 
and damage to ecosystems and wildlife); 

• seeks the protection of green and wildlife corridors as they are important for the local 
community and for the Plan to deliver and the local level; and 

• includes provisions for where vegetation loss such as trees might be unavoidable - in 
these circumstances replacement planting (proportion or higher value to the loss) should 
be incorporated within the development (or off site) to ensure over time the development 
shall result in an overall environmental net gain. 

• Biodiversity Net Gain improvements of 20% are achieved. 
 
Section 10 – Community Facilities  
 
ECC recommends that Policy Ash 13 - Local Green Spaces includes reference to protecting 
school green space. Studies have found that connecting children with nature and green 
spaces benefits their intellectual, emotional, social and physical development, giving them the 
best possible start in life and improving employability.  ECC notes that the policy includes 
reference to children’s play area equipment, green space and picnic area and amenity space.  
However, there remains no reference to school green space and therefore ECC comments 
remain valid and are restated.    
 
ECC notes that Map 15 remains in the Plan and refers to ‘accident black spots’, ECC again 
welcomes the data that demonstrates these locations on the map are accident black spots.  It 
is noted that Church End has no footpaths, which may make pedestrian movements more 
challenging.   
 
ECC notes that map 15 continues to highlight traffic speeds of 20 miles per hour (mph) and 
30 mph.  It is noted that there are road traffic signage that indicate to the driver if they are 
exceeding or maintaining within the speed limit.  ECC also seeks to clarify that there is a 
maximum speed of 20 mph on approaches to the Church End bend.   
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Section 11 – Highways, Transport and Connectivity  
 
ECC continues to recommend that the objective set out on page 58 which currently states 
“Promote a vibrant community in which it is easier to get around - both within the community 
and in and out of the village”, be amended to read “Promote a vibrant community in which it is 
easier to get around by walking, cycling and public transport - both within the community and 
in and out of the village”.  This will ensure that the Plan seeks to promote sustainable modes 
of travel in line with the NPPF and the Essex Local Transport Plan.   
 
ECC notes that the public engagement exercise highlighted the following issue “traffic around 
the school at school drop off and pick up is problematic due to lack of parking facilities at the 
school” (paragraph 11.2).  ECC considers that this is seeking to enhance parking at the school, 
rather than implement measures to encourage Active Travel.  ECC reiterates that the Plan 
sets out policies that seek to promote safe walking and cycling routes to the school, and 
consideration should be given to whether there may be funds available to deliver an improved 
road layout in front of the school to make it safer and less car dominated. 
 
The public engagement exercise also asked a question on specific areas needing a pavement.  
The results following the public engagement highlighted that “95.1% of respondents were in 
favour of a path that connects Church End and Church Hill avoiding the dangerous bend by 
the All Saints Church (the provision of such a pavement would improve the connectivity of the 
Churchfields and All Saints development to the Ashdon village core including the school)” 
(paragraph 11.4).  In reviewing this location, ECC continues to highlight to the Parish Council 
that there is little or no highway land available alongside the carriageway, and to fulfil this 
aspiration would require third party land/agreement.  It should also be noted that there are 
footpaths away from the carriageway, and consideration should be given to whether there is 
the potential to improve surfacing/lighting along some of these, to enhance their use and 
provide a safer pedestrian environment.   
 
Section 11 also contains ‘Community Aspiration 12’ - Traffic and Movement Around the 
Village.  This section indicates how the Parish Council will work with ECC.  ECC again 
welcomes that the Parish is clear about future aspirations for the village of Ashdon.  Within 
the Regulation 14 Draft Plan ECC response, we highlighted the role of the Local Highways 
Panel (LHP).  ECC recommends that the Plan sets out how the Parish Council will work with 
the LHP. 
 
ECC notes that paragraph 11.17 continues to set out seven issues that are cited as barriers 
to the use of current services.  ECC wishes to clarify or make the following observations.    
 
• Bullet 2 – states that the bus services should “cover the commuting hours to Saffron 

Walden, Audley End and Cambridge” (page 62).  It should be appreciated that all of these 
destinations would require services at different times.  It is unlikely that an hourly service 
to Ashdon at present would be viable.  It is recommended that the community considers 
the bus service locations and options that would be welcomed and work with ECC to 
understand how such services may be delivered.   

• Bullet 4 – states that “affordability needs to be improved” (page 62).  ECC considers that 
it is important to note that bus fares are subsided for persons of state pension age (the 
eligibility for an Older Persons Bus Pass is set by the Department for Work and Pensions).  
ECC will be reviewing the fares and ticketing schemes as part of the Bus Service 
Improvement Plan. An ECC Cabinet Paper covering enhanced partnerships /Bus Back 
Better and Bus Service Improvement Plan is available here.  

• Bullet 5 – states “more bus stops” (page 62).  There are seven pairs of bus stops served 
by the existing bus service.  ECC would welcome working with the Parish Council to 
identify where additional bus stops may be beneficial.  It is recommended that the Parish 
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Council email - IPTU.Infrastructure@essex.gov.uk and outline their aspirations, these can 
then be assessed by ECC and relevant partners. 

• Bullet 6 – states “better timetable” (page 62).  ECC would welcome further information 
from the Parish Council regarding the nature of the services they would require, the 
destinations, times and an appreciation of the issues with the current timetable.  The 
above email address can be used.    

 
Other - Renewables 
 
ECC continues to recommend that the Plan clearly articulate a stance on renewable energy 
for domestic and commercial developments, such as solar panels, wind turbines, battery pods 
and community renewable heat initiative. ECC recommends incorporating a specific 
renewable policy into the Plan, an example of a policy is set out below -   
 
Proposed Renewable Energy Policy 
 
The Neighbourhood Plan wishes to encourage community led renewable energy schemes 
and will support community-based groups working with local energy users in seeking funding 
to establish the technical, financial and legal feasibility of appropriate schemes within the 
neighbourhood area.  
 
Proposals for community owned or led renewable energy schemes (including micro-hydro, 
photovoltaic or bio-mass projects) will be supported subject to the following criteria for the 
proposed development: 
• The siting and scale are appropriate to its setting and position in the wider landscape;  
• It does not give rise to unacceptable landscape or visual impact, either in isolation or 

cumulatively with other development;  
• It does not create an unacceptable impact on the amenities of local residents; and 
• It does not have an unacceptable impact on a feature of natural or biodiversity importance. 
 
Other - Developer Contributions  
 
ECC continues to recommend a new policy is inserted into the Plan on developer contributions 
with which any development would need to comply. Outlined below is a series of links to other 
Neighbourhood Plans that have policies, which could be considered. 
 
Cressing Parish Neighbourhood Plan, 2017 – 2033, Policy 11 – Developer Contributions, page 
74. cressing-adopted-version-february-2020 (braintree.gov.uk) 
 
Hatfield Peverel Neighbourhood Plan Document, 2015 – 2033, Policy F15 – Developer 
Contributions, page 50. Hatfield Peverel Neighbourhood Plan 
 
Bradwell with Pattiswick Parish Neighbourhood Plan, 2017 – 2033, Policy 11 – Developer 
Contributions, page 51. Bradwell with Pattiswick Neighbourhood Plan 
 
Other - Glossary  
 
In reviewing the Plan, consideration should be given to the inclusion of a glossary of terms.  
ECC continues to recommend that within the Glossary the following definition of infrastructure 
be used –  
 
Infrastructure means any structure, building, system facility and/or provision required by an 
area for its social and/or economic function and/or well-being including (but not exclusively): 
footways, cycleways and highways; public transport; drainage and flood protection; waste 
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REPRESENTATION 3: HGHWAYS ENGLAND  

 

 

Thu 12/05/2022 09:11 

highwaysengland.co.uk 

 

Dear Sir/Madam 

 

Thank you for consulting Highways England on the above Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

Highways England is a strategic highway company under the provisions of the 
Infrastructure Act 2015 and is the highway authority, traffic authority and street 
authority for the Strategic Road Network (SRN). In respect to this Neighbourhood 
Plan, the nearest trunk road is A11 and M11. 

 

We have reviewed the plan and note the area and location that is covered is remote 
from the Strategic Road Network . Consequently the draft policies set out are 
unlikely to have an impact on the operation of the trunk road and we offer No 
Comment. 

 

Kind Regards 

 

 

 

 

Spatial Planner 

Network Operations 
National Highways | Woodlands | Manton Lane | Bedford | MK41 7LW 

 
Web: http://www.highways.gov.uk 
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REPRESENTATION 4: SAFFRON WALDEN TOWN COUNCIL   

 

 
 
 
 
Please accept the following as our formal response to the Ashdon Neighbourhood Plan Consultation 
as agreed at our planning committee meeting held on 28/04/2022.  
 
Committee agreed to support the plan, in particular the references to cycle and pedestrian 
provision. 
 
Kind Regards 
 

 
  

Committee Clerk & Office Administrator  
 
Saffron Walden Town Council  
The Town Hall 
Market Street 
Saffron Walden 
CB10 1HZ 
Tel: 01799-516501 
www.saffronwalden.gov.uk  
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REPRESENTATION 6: UTTLESFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL 
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OTHER CONSULTEE REPRESENTATION 
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REPRESENTATION 9: ESSEX BRIDLEWAYS ASSOCIATION (EBA)  

  

 

Ashdon Neighbourhood Plan Submission Consultation (Regulation 16) – EBA Response 

EBA previously submitted comments in October 2021 as part of the Draft Plan Consultation process. 
We would like to reiterate the following points as part of the Reg 16 Consultation Process. 

Page 60 – Public Rights of Way:  we note the extensive network of PRoWs and that they are widely 
used.  Proposed Policy ASH14 states that ‘enhancements or extensions to the network, for example 
through improving accessibility or connectivity, will be supported…’  This we fully support; however, 
we would prefer to see an aspiration in the Plan to promote better accessibility to the network for 
ALL users, including equestrians.  Whilst there is a good network of bridleways already, with the 
increase in traffic and rat running through the lanes (as previously mentioned within the Plan) it 
would make sense to aim to upgrade existing footpaths to bridleway status where practical (and 
with landowner consent).  It is important to note that a bridleway allows use by both equestrians 
and cyclists as cyclists are not allowed on footpaths and upgrading them will benefit all vulnerable 
road users - which should be the aim in this Plan. 

Page 62 Highways, Transport and Connectivity: we note in paragraph 11.19 that off-road cycle 
routes were cited as being important to residents, with the bulk of the use of these likely to be for 
either recreation or fitness.  If this is progressed, we ask that any new off-road route is created as a 
bridleway so that equestrians are not left out of the scheme; after all the lanes are becoming more 
trafficked and dangerous – as already mentioned in the Plan – and ALL vulnerable road users should 
be catered for rather than just singling out cyclists for such benefits. 

P63 Tourism: we note in paragraph 12.5 acknowledgement of the extensive network of footpaths 
and bridleways across the Parish and the extent to which they encourage an increasing number of 
walkers/riders/tourists into the Parish. It is clear therefore that the existence of Bridleways has a 
social and economic benefit upon the Parish and therefore the maintenance and development of the 
existing Bridleway network within the Plan should be an important objective. We would request that 
the neighbourhood plan includes a provision for all future s106 Agreements to set aside funds for 
maintenance of rights of way, especially since more houses inevitably means increased usage and 
rights of way clearly make a very important contribution to Ashdon’s charm and character. 
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