	Appendix 1                                      Sustainable Communities SPD



	SA/ SEA Comments
(JB)
	How main issues have been addressed  in SPD 

(PK)

	It is recommended that the SPD should refer to the Government’s code for Sustainable Homes. The SPD should set a minimum code level which should be achieved in Three Rivers. The SPD could also consider setting a target relating to Lifetime Homes Standard e.g. all homes to be designed to meet all 16 Lifetime Homes Standards. There is also an opportunity to set a target relating to the Building for Life criteria e.g. all development will achieve a minimum of a silver standard (14 of the 20 criteria to be achieved). Or a more ambitious target.
	SPD has been amended to reflect these comments.

	Biodiversity:

The main SPD should promote green roofs. Green roofs consist of plants being grown on roofs. Green roofs have many environmental and community benefits.

· Green roofs significantly reduce the amount of rainwater runoff created by rooftops and thereby help reduce flood risk and help improve local water quality;

· Green roofs help keep buildings cooler in summer and warmer in winter, providing a layer of insulation that also helps reduce energy bills;
· They can also enhance biodiversity and the quality of life;

· Green roofs can help extend the life of the roof by reducing temperature fluctuations that can damage roofing material.
	This has now been included in the SPD.

	Water:

· Examples of water saving devices should be outlined in the SPD for example low flush toilets, waterless urinals, spray and low flow taps, water-saving white goods, low flow shower heads;

· The SPD should encourage developers to incorporate low water use gardens in their designs (e.g. drought resistant plants, utilise existing vegetation);

· Approaches to sustainable drainage solutions should be provided e.g. swales and basins, ponds, wetlands, permeable surfaces, green roofs;

· It is suggested that reference is made to the need for restrictions on development based on the sensitivity of the area to groundwater pollution.
	This has now been included in the SPD.

	Climatic factors:

· The SPD should promote/ encourage the use of thermal mass construction materials. The use of thermal materials will increase the energy efficiency of buildings and thereby help reduce the carbon footprint of the development.

· It is recommended that the micro-generation section should be amended to provide further detail on alternate sources of energy. This might include:

· Active solar panels: which collect solar radiation, and transfer it to a fluid or air, with the heat then used inside the building;

· Photovoltaics: panels incorporated into roofs, walls, sunspaces and sunshades, which produce electricity from solar radiation. Optimum performance is achieved from panels facing due south at angle of 30 degrees, particularly where the aspect is of a relatively open space;

· Wind turbines: small scale roof mounted structures, generating energy for a building or series of buildings;
· Community Heating: central boiler plant which provides heat and distributes it via a pipework system to adjacent buildings;

· Community Heat and Power: system that produces electricity and recovers waste heat from the process to supply a proportion of the heating load.
	This has now been included in the SPD.

	Population and human health:

· Later revisions of the SPD could encourage the reduction in car use by promoting car free and car reduced housing developments;

· Care will need to be taken to ensure that routes for walking and cycling are carefully maintained (primarily core strategy issue);

· Walking and cycling routes should be well signposted (with signage in keeping with the landscape and townscape character);

· The SPD could encourage the use of noise insulation techniques and screening to mitigate potential disturbance from noise. Noise from traffic could be reduced through the use of noise reducing surfaces on roads combined with appropriate screening- this is particularly relevant in relation to higher speed roads with significant anticipated nigh traffic.
	This has now been included in the SPD.

	Material assets:

· Care will need to be taken to ensure that recycling facilities and waste storage areas take account of landscape and townscape character and are small and unobtrusive in scale and design;

· Measures to control light pollution should be explored;

· It is suggested that the SPD state that development on previously developed land will be given priority over Greenfield sites;

· The reuse of existing/ under-used/ vacant land or buildings should be encouraged.
	This has now been included in the SPD.

	Cultural heritage:

· It is recommended that a section on cultural heritage is added to the main SPD. This section should outline the need for developments to respect, preserve and enhance the built environment and conservation areas.
	This has now been included in the SPD.

	Landscape and townscape:

· Care needs to be taken to ensure renewable energy projects are in keeping with landscape character and of an appropriate scale and design.
· Reference should be made in the SPD to ensure all noisy on site recycling sites are located undercover.
	This has now been included in the SPD.


	                                      Sustainable Communities SPD



	Rep.  ID  

 (JB)


	Part of SPD referred to 

(JB)
	Summary of Main Issues raised 

(JB)
	How main issues have been addressed  in SPD 

(PK)

	CU/0105/00003 Mr R Simons
	Section 2: The Council’s Objectives
	I favour the sustainable objectives- as long as ‘whole life’ principles are applied
	SPD is based on “whole life” principles.

	
	Para 2.11
	Do not support simplistic 10% target for renewable energy, as can lead to very inefficient and/ or ineffective solutions. Offer a 15% guideline target and negotiate the best solution with each developer case by case.
	Council is constantly reviewing its targets and will do so as part of the process of preparing the LDF through to adoption. Higher targets will be considered as appropriate.

	CU/0316/00003 Miss L Full
	Para 2.1
	‘Ensure progress on increasing levels of recycling’ – expand recycling eg to take juice cartons 
	Implementation issue to be addressed with Council’s Head of Environmental Protection.

	
	Para 2.11
	Developments near a river could include energy supplied by water power.
	Micro turbines providing power from naturally flowing water already included in SPD.

	CU/0165/00004 Mrs C Askew
	n/a
	Welcome anything to reduce impact on the environment and global warming. Wind farms on industrial areas? Solar panels as standard in housing? Ban on plastic carrier bags in shops?
	Practical examples covered in policy terms in the SPD.

	NSO/0054/00003 British Waterways South East
	
	Pleased to see that protecting and enhancing water quality, conserving and enhancing the landscape and townscape and enhancing healthy lifestyles are major factors in assessment. The canal network is a significant contributor to these and could contribute further.
	Add appropriate comment to SPD.

	CU/0349/00002 Mr D Birch
	Para 6.2
	May be too restrictive and even counter-productive as microgeneration not yet proven to be the most effective approach- it should be viewed as just one possible approach.
	Suggest that nature of SPD is to support microgeneration as one possible approach.

	CU/0060/00002 Mr R Nicholls
	Para 2.11
	Fully support
	Noted

	
	Para 6.2
	Fully support
	Noted

	
	Para 6.3
	
	

	
	Para 6.4
	Do not support as carbon is only one issue, reuse of water and ground energy and waste management are not included.
	Expand SPD to include.

	CU/0279/00001 Mrs S North
	Para 6.5
	All developments should conform, no10 dwelling threshold. 
	Reassess, taking account of other comments received.

	
	All
	Critical that greywater recycling encouraged to help reduce the amount of water required from underground sources.
	Expand SPD to include other aspects of water management.

	CU/0110/00003 Ms L Woolley
	Para 6.4
	Only says ‘consider’- it should be mandatory that specific targets are given and adhered to.
	Review phraseology. SPD generally states “will require” as opposed to “consider”.

	
	Para 6.5
	Submission should be made by all developments, no threshold
	Reassess, taking account of other comments received. SPD does make it clear that it applies to “all new developments”.

	CU/0027/00003 Mrs A Lepper
	Para 6.2
	Support
	

	
	Para 6.3
	Support
Support
Support
	

	
	Para 6.4
	
	

	
	Para 6.5
	
	

	
	Para 2.11
	If possible, greater than 10% site energy to be renewable
	Review in the light of other comments received. Council is reviewing and increasing target to 20%.

	CU/0054/00003 Mr K German
	Para 6.2
	Agree
Agree
Agree
	

	
	Para 6.3
	
	

	
	Para 6.4
	
	

	
	Para 6.5
	1000m2 threshold should be brought down to 100m2
	Agreed, in the light of other comments received.

	
	All
	Approval should be given to buildings which may not use ‘local materials’ but which have high insulation value.
	Clarify in SPD.

	CU/0122/00002 Mr P Harvey
	Section 6: Local Planning Policy
	All 4 policies should be considered together for any further development.
	Clarify wording in SPD

	CU/0382/00002 Miss S Bolton
	Para 6.2
	Agree with developers having to show sustainable approaches ie if building new office blocks, make the current empty ones full first.

Also make developers re-cycle waste during each development reducing land fill.
	This goes beyond remit of SPD to enforce but issue can be considered.
Clarify in SPD.

	
	Para 6.3
	Agree
	

	
	Para 6.4
	
	

	
	Para 6.5
	
	

	
	
	Ensure developers recycle waste during each development
	Clarify in SPD.

	CU/0153/00002 Mrs Hendra
	Para 6.2
	Within financial restrictions, building materials should come from renewable, recycled sources as well as having sustainable features built into them.
	Clarify in SPD

	TRC/0001/00002 Trees & Landscape
	Section 6: Local Planning Policy
	More detailed policies in terms of requirements rather than just checklists
	Review in the light of other comments raised. Add issues raised by SA/SEA.

	CU/0371/00002 Mrs A French
	
	More houses increase cars in the area, increasing CO2 emissions. No amount of recycling will offset this. Hopefully ecofriendly houses will make up the shortfall. 
	One of the main purposes of the SPD is to address need for ecofriendly policies.

	
	
	Will there be any assistance to make existing houses more ecofriendly as that is an expensive business.
	Dependent on national policy.

	CU/0116/00002 Mr S Leven
	All
	More encouragement for cycling
	Address in revised SPD.

	
	All
	More discouragement for motoring
	Address as part of integrated approach which encourages alternative, cleaner forms of transport.

	
	All
	Provision of amenities in areas of new build housing
	Will be a fundamental requirement of the LDF to be covered in Core Strategy.

	
	All
	Implementation of Croxley Rail Link
	Beyond scope of SPD.

	
	All
	Stringent environmental standards for new homes
	Guidelines provided in SPD with policies in Core Strategy.

	CU/0379/00002 Mr R Flint
	Para 2.9
	Rather than ‘encourage’ developers and applicants to achieve objectives, they should meet specified requirements. Wording too sloppy.
	SPD is a guidance document which both “requires” and “encourages”. 

	CU/0223/00002 Mr D Rogers
	Para 2.10
	Policies for sustainable communities need constant monitoring to reflect changes in Government policy, ability to implement improvements by providing sufficient supplies of materials from industry and global trends which alter these policies.
	Clarify wording in SPD

	KATEKELLY1226/00001 RSPB
	All
	Support actions to reduce energy, water and car usage and waste production to help reduce greenhouse gas emissions and limit influence on the natural environment and through innovative community design, to create good environments for people. 
	Noted

	
	Section 6: Local Planning Policy
	We support the decision to outline specific policies and targets within the Sustainable Communities SPD.
	Noted

	CU/0119/00002 Mrs S Kendall
	Para 2.11
	Criteria for developers need to be higher in every respect. Carbon reducing targets, use of renewable energy sources, strict policies on waste and sewage disposal and water usage must all be paramount. If we are to have densely populated areas we must implement policies that both improve and protect our future. 
	SPD updated in the light of comments in the SA/SEA. The need for continually higher targets will need to be monitored and reviewed.

	CU/0009/00001 Mrs M Sweet
	Para 2.1
	Should aim for 20% renewable energy earlier
	Reassess in the light of the latest guidance and all comments received.

	SCO/0057/00001 Natural England
	All
	We welcome the production of this draft SPD but feel that its content needs further development if it is to provide guidance of sufficient detail and clarity to be of real use to prospective developers. This view is very much in line with the conclusions of the SA/ SEA report.
	Update with conclusions from SA/SEA report.

	CU/0187/00002 Oxhey Hall Residents Association
	Para 2.11
	A target of ‘at least 10% of site energy needs from renewable energy on site where feasible’ seems to be undemanding of developers. Higher value with declared increases on annual/bi-annual basis is needed as real incentive for future buildings to be ‘low carbon’. Renewable energy target needs to be bundled with related targets e’g’ reducing fossil fuel use by a) high standards of insulation, b) combined heat and power microgeneration systems, c) heat pumps etc.
	Reassess in the light of all comments received and Council policy to apply a 20% target.

	SCO/0018/00003 Abbots Langley Parish Council
	All
	Document to be comprehensive and rather complex. Agree with objectives and vision and, although concern that some aspects may not be achievable or practical at this time, support  Council working towards applying them to all developments.
	Noted.

	NSO/0064/00001 MEPC
	Para 2.11
	MEPC committed to delivering sustainable development proposals that deliver growth with minimal impact on the environment and environmental resources. As such, support the principles of SPD, including proposals to seek at least 10% on site renewable energy where feasible with similar standards for air quality improvement, waste and water management.
	Noted

	CU/0287/00002 Mrs E Heike
	All
	Support SPD and pleased to see the emphasis on the developer getting responsible and making appropriate contributions to the developments they are responsible for.
	Noted

	CU/0331/00002 Mr M Currey
	Para 6.5
	Apply to developments of 5 or more dwellings and a reduced floorspace say 600m2 to catch more applications.
	Reassess in the light of all comments received. Other suggested criterion of 100m2 put forward.

	CU/0207/00002 Mr C Berthelsen
	All
	Concept fine, but ‘the devil is in the detail’, such as design of gardens/ paths/ pavements, such that rubbish collections occur with ease to all.
	Reassess in the light of comments received and conclusions of SA/SEA report.

	
	All
	Planning objections to situation of dwellings to maximise solar gain; installation of wind turbines etc to be looked at carefully
	Ensure that all planning issues, including design and conservation issues, are addressed. Conclusions of SA/SEA to be incorporated.

	
	All
	Clear information and education for smaller developers, rather than a simple rejection of plans/ developments.
	Ensure wording is clear in SPD.

	CU/0193/00001 Mr P Crispin
	Para 6.1
	Object: Policy should make clear that any installation must not run counter to other planning or public health requirements.  Eg, wind turbines must not create such noise as to disturb the rest of residents of adjacent properties during the night hours.
	Clarify other environmental considerations n SPD

	
	Para 6.2
	Object: Inadequate emphasis on ventilation.  Eg many new homes built with double-glazing, good insulation and low ceilings and therefore insufferably hot during summer, therefore need to install air conditioning. Plan should emphasise need to reduce summer daytime thermal gain.
	These are matters which can be addressed under the Building Regulations.

	
	Para 6.2
	Object: Policy refers to improved bus services being required but no mention of guarantee or commitment that developer funding of additional bus services, will be ring fenced within the Council’s budget and used for the stated bus service subsidy.  It is unclear how the Council’s accounts will show the ring fenced dedicated funds which would be turned from capital to revenue over a long period of time.  The plan should include details of how the Council will ring fence developers payments made under this policy.
	While the principle of the issue is relevant for the SPD, the detailed implementation will more appropriately be dealt with in the LDD dealing with infrastructure provision and the securing of developer contributions.

	
	Para 6.4
	Object: Should make clear that the developers required to show in plans, and ensure during build, that no foul sewage will enter surface water sewage or road drainage system.
	As above

	
	All
	Object: Document should show the incremental cost to the, community, as an initial and annual cost, of introducing and enforcing these policies.  The cost should be shown as a total and as an increment to Council Tax.
	As above

	CU/0388/00002 Mrs M Foggo
	Para 6.3
	Hope that effective use of water is a stringent requirement for all developers of both residential and other buildings. As pressure on water supplies in London and the south east (which will grow in the coming 20 years), are developers required to ensure eg water tanks form part of a new build to capture and then utilise rainwater?
	Clarify wording in SPD in the light of all comments received and SA/SEA recommendations.

	SCO/0006/00001 HCC FPU
	All
	Strongly support taking more proactive approach to delivering sustainable design and construction in the district. Since the Local Plan was adopted in 2001, much stronger national and regional framework for making development more sustainable. Given the timetable of the emerging Local Development Documents, it is sensible to develop this SPD in the interim, to address sustainability objectives immediately. 
	Noted

	
	All
	Particularly timely given the launch of Building Futures, the Hertfordshire sustainable development guide in July 2007 which complements SPD as provides ‘how to’ guidance, which can be used to inform compliance with the policy/checklist requirements in the SPD. 
	Noted

	
	Section 6: Local Planning Policy
	Suggest more explicit links to Building Futures where requirements are made to consider issues (e.g. water efficiency/ recycling and renewable energy technologies). The checklist provides a particular opportunity for signposting the guide, as the guide would provide detail on many of the checklist criteria
	Agreed. Clarify wording in SPD.

	
	Para 6.11
	Sustainability Appraisal suggests that more examples of water saving devices, sustainable urban drainage and renewable technologies which should be included in the SPD. By linking relevant criteria to Building Futures, these requirements can be met simply.
	As above. Expand SPD to include. Also forms part of SA/SEA recommendations.

	
	All
	Need to signpost other resources too as not all aspects of sustainability are covered by the guide ( does cover energy, water conservation, waste, materials, air quality, noise, safety and design)
	Clarify in the light of other comments made, including the SA/SEA.

	
	Section 5: Regional Policy Background
	Refers to the draft East of England Plan, which has been superseded by the Government’s Proposed Changes document.  As such the SPD should refer to the most up-to-date policies as ENV 8 and ENV 9 have been changed.
	Agreed. Update to reflect most up-to-date policy documents.

	NSO/0039/00001 The Wellcome Trust
	Para 2.5
	Comment: Recognised that these are required and should be supported. SPD suggests that key performance standard is to "safeguard the Green Belt" but in line with PPS3, the new requirements of SHLAAs and housing requirements emerging from the Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS), Green Belt release may be required to meet housing need.
	Noted

	
	Para 2.11
	Object: Accepted that development may need to provide 10% of the on-site energy requirements through on site renewable energy but while it is recognised that there is support for a higher proportion (20%), this will need to be justified, and considered in the context of development viability.
	Clarify in the light of all relevant comments received.

	
	Para 2.12
	Comment: Support for NIRA as this makes it clear to developers the sustainability requirements. This could perhaps be entitled "Sustainability Checklist" for ease of reference.
	Clarify.

	
	Para 3.1
	Support: Objectives broadly supported and additional clarity and transparency is desirable to the Council and to developers and should make the planning application process more straightforward and understandable.
	Noted

	
	Section 5: Regional Policy Background
	Comment: The East of England Plan policies referred need revision following publication of the final RSS in early 2008.
	Update SPD in the light of final RSS.

	
	Section 6: Local Planning Policy
	Comment: Unclear whether SPD is defining policies or quoting policies from other proposed documents. From review of the Local Development Scheme (LDS) it appears that there is not a DC Policies DPD. It would make sense to include all policies to be used in determining planning applications within one concise document for ease of reference for applicants.
	Incorporate existing adopted policies from the approved Local Plan into the SPD.

	
	Para 6.2
	Support: subject to a sensible target level.
	Noted

	
	Para 6.3
	Support: It is recognised that new requirements for sustainable design are emerging and will need to be met.
	Noted

	
	Para 6.4
	Support: In particular, ability to allow for technical and financial viability should be retained to allow reduced target if appropriate.
	Check wording and clarify if required.

	
	Para 6.5
	Support/Comment: Supportive of the principles of Policy 4 in terms of the requirements for a sustainability statement.
	Noted

	
	Para 6.6
	Requirements should be commensurate to scale of development. For instance, for a small 10 unit development in a sustainable location, a Green Travel Plan may not be required and hence a transport statement will suffice.
	Clarify wording in SPD as required.

	
	Para 6.10
	Requirement to provide recycling facilities to enable recycling of 50% of household waste dependent on the municipal waste collection services offered in the vicinity. Responsibility does not fall solely on the developer or subsequent occupiers.
	Clarify wording in SPD.

	
	Section 10: Checklist for Applicants
	Support: Support the principle of a sustainability checklist as approach is transparent to all parties (Council, applicant etc). Document may need to be reviewed independently subject to the skills within the Council to review such submissions.
	Noted. Assess in the light of comments in SA/SEA.

	
	Para 10.14
	Support: Recognises that incorporating sustainable development principles may have implications for development viability. This should be recognised as part of the potential wider package of S106 measures that may be required to facilitate development
	Clarify wording in SPD as required and also consider as part of other LDDs..

	TRC/00002/00002 Mrs K Fitzgerald
	All
	Support content
	

	
	Section 2: The Council’s Objectives
	Who determines whether waste has been ‘minimised’, opportunities for recycling ‘maximised’, energy efficiency ‘improved’, CO2 emissions ‘reduced’, energy and water consumption ‘minimised’ etc? Terms are non-specific and levels need to be established.  CO2 emissions may be reduced but this could only be by a tiny percentage yet the box has still been ticked.  Developers can be ‘encouraged’ to include renewable energy solutions but may ignore encouragement.
	Review wording to ensure maximum effectiveness of guidance contained in the SPD.

	
	Para 2.7
	What will TRDC do if development doesn’t achieve the targets, who will enforce this, how will it be enforced?
	Principal objective will be to incorporate as policies in Core Strategy and other LDDs. Council’s enforcement powers will be used, particularly once policies have formally been adopted.

	
	Para 2.9
	Encourage is not strong enough – should be made to.
	SPD “requires” developers in the main policy areas.

	
	Para 2.11
	Who decides if it feasible?
	The Council will need to do this through the monitoring and review process.

	
	Para 2.12
	NRIA should be required for all developments, not just those of 10 or more dwellings or 1000m2 or more.  Many developments will have a cumulative impact.
	This will be considered in the light of all representations received. The SPD will be updated and refined in the Core Strategy to take account of latest guidance and practice.

	
	Para 6.3
	Use of brown field sites:  Brown field sites should have an ecological survey prior to development as often, due to their undisturbed nature they can have a high ecological value.
	This will be considered particularly as part of the Core Strategy and the Site Allocations DPD.

	
	Para 6.7
	Who decides if it is appropriate?
	The Council will need to do this through the monitoring and review process.

	NSO/0088/00001 Fairview New Homes
	Para 6.2
	Recognise that the construction industry needs to be more proactive in promoting and incorporating the use of environmentally friendly technology in the built environment. With regard to the provision of micro-generation technology in new developments, such requirements may make some schemes unviable and as a consequence important housing sites may not come forwards to be developed. Request that stated within the policy and supporting text that provision of renewable technology in new developments may stifle regeneration and development. Therefore the provision of micro-generation technology in new developments would be negotiated on a site-by-site basis with regard to viability and the sites characteristics.
	All developments should be considering micro-generation policy and it is not considered that the SPD precludes concerns about viability and site characteristics. Incorporate appropriate statement in the SPD.

	
	Para 6.3
	Whilst it is important to use energy efficient materials within new developments, should be made clear within the policy that such initiatives are an additional cost to the developer and the viability of delivering housing schemes must be a priority. Use of such materials should be considered on a site by site basis.
	See comment above.

	NSO/0021/00001 BWEA
	All
	Strongly support the production of this SPD, and the Council’s promotion of micro-generation. 
	Noted

	
	Sections 4,5,6: Policy Background
	Welcome coverage of the current policy context, at the national, regional and local levels, and commends the Council’s extensive references to further guidance for the reader.
	Noted

	
	All
	Lack of distinction between residential and commercial development is welcome. However disappointed to find that a requirement for micro-generation in refurbishments is not included within this SPD, therefore recommend that this be rectified in the final version of the SPD.  
	Consider appropriate additional requirement for refurbishments in final SPD.

	
	Para 6.5
	Consideration of a renewable requirement threshold of below 1,000m2 encouraged. Particularly important if shortage of potential sites capable of delivering large scale developments likely to meet the threshold. So considering lowering this threshold to 100m2, in order to cover smaller, in-fill developments.
	Review in the light of all representations received.

	
	Para 2.5
	‘Performance standard’, as set down in the Strategic Plan and stated on page 2 of this document to be confusing to the reader, as there is scope for misinterpretation.  

To reduce CO2 emissions by 10% per annum for the next five years in operational properties and to seek the same level of reduction in new developments (national targets are to have reduced by 20% in 2020 and 60% by 2050. A target set by some London Boroughs is a 15% reduction by 2015).

Statement is likely to be interpreted in two possible ways.  For example, the policy may intend to introduce a 10% CO2 reduction requirement, applicable to new developments of above 1,000m2, applicable for five years, after which this policy will be reviewed.  Alternatively, this statement may also be said to imply an incremental increase in CO2 emissions reductions years on year: 10% per annum for the next five years (i.e. a 50% CO2 emissions reduction in five years).  The latter interpretation, while encouraging, is an extremely ambitious target and therefore recommend clarifying this statement.
	This  is a statement from the Council’s approved Strategic Plan and clearly states that the emission reduction is 10% per annum.

	
	All
	Recommend that the Council make proactive use of existing examples of low carbon developments within the District. Example of Beaufort Court, the UK's only carbon neutral office building, could be used to drive a much higher standard of renewable energy within the District.
	Consider appropriate examples.

	SCO/0002/00001 EERA
	Para 6.10
	Principle of promoting responsible waste behaviour and viewing waste as a resource and maximising reuse, recycling and composting are consistent with policy WM1 and WM2 of the Proposed Changes document.
	Add appropriate wording on latest East of England Plan policies to SPD.

	
	Para 6.11
	Principle of water conservation as part of new development would be consistent with policy WAT1 of the Proposed Changes document.
	Review in the light of all comments received including SA/SEA recommendations. Add East of England Plan policy reference.

	
	Para 2.11
	Encourage the supply of energy from on site renewables and/or decentralised renewable or low carbon energy sources, and through DPDs setting ambitious but viable proportions of the energy supply of substantial new development. Consistent with Policies ENG1 and ENG2 of the Proposed Changes.
	Add reference to East of England Plan policies to SPD.

	
	Para 2.11
	Encourage incentives for further reductions in carbon emissions both on-site and elsewhere within their areas (eg reductions in carbon output from existing buildings by retrofitting improvements in energy efficiency). This must be consistent with Policy SS1 of the Proposed Changes document. Encourages incentives for further reductions in carbon emissions both on-site and elsewhere within their areas (eg fixing carbon through green infrastructure). This should be consistent with policy ENG1 and ENG2 of the Proposed Changes document.
	Add reference to East of England Plan policies to SPD.

	
	Para 6.7
	Encourage development of new facilities for renewable power generation with the aim of meeting regional targets. This must be consistent with policies ENG1 and ENG2 of the Proposed Changes document.
	Add reference to East of England Plan policies to SPD.

	
	Para 2.1
	SPD sets out to promote and encourage alternative forms of transport, these must be consistent with policies ENG1 and ENG2 in the Proposed Changes document.
	Review wording in SPD.  Add reference to East of England Plan policies to SPD.

	SCO/0058/00002 Highways Agency
	All
	Encourage measures that include the development of travel plans or initiatives to local parking and charging regimes. The availability of car parking could have a major influence on the means of transport people choose for their journeys.
	Add appropriate wording to SPD (covered by SA/SEA).

	
	Para 6.2
	Important that once development sites have been identified for household waste recycling facilities, potential impact that the options considered may have on the strategic highway network, should be subject to an assessment in accordance with the Department for Transport Circular 02/2007 Planning and the Strategic Road Network, and the Guidance on Transport Assessment (march 2007).
	Add wording to cover this.

	
	Para 6.5
	Concurs with the view that all applicants to include Green Travel Plans to encourage sustainable modes of transport. Willing to assist the Council in developing the transport evidence base for Local Development Documents.
	Review wording in SPD (covered by SA/SEA).

	CU/0028/00002 Mrs C Bromell
	Para 2.7
	Recycling needs space for the wheelies and boxes carefully included in any plans. Also requires access for collection vehicles which will not block access. Reducing emissions from cars would need careful planning of access to sites with many inhabitants so that there is not likely to be a build up of cars waiting with their engines running.
	Review wording of SPD. May be more appropriate to cover in appropriate design section of Core Strategy/DPD.

	SCO/0023/00001 Environment Agency
	Section 4: National Policy Background
	PPS25: Development and Flood Risk is relevant to include in this section one of the aims of this document is to ensure flood risk is reduced by managing surface water.  

‘Surface water arising from a developed site should, as far as is practicable, be managed in a sustainable manner to mimic the surface water flows arising from the site prior to the proposed development, while reducing flood risk to the site itself and elsewhere, taking climate change into account.’
	Add wording to SPD.

	
	Section 4: National Policy Background
	Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation should also be included in this section as one of it’s principles is to protect and enhance biodiversity within developments.  
	Add wording to SPD.

	
	Para 6.5
	Support policy and in particular the requirement for developers to submit details of water conservation and sustainable drainage solutions.  This section should be expanded to include the actual types of water conservation methods and sustainable drainage systems that should be implemented by the developer e.g. green roofs, attenuation ponds etc.
	Amend SPD (also covered in SA/SEA comments).

	NSO/0080/00001 Home Builders Federation
	Para 2.4
	Stated that micro-generation should be applied to all forms of development and that ‘new development will be expected to achieve the highest targets for renewable energy and recycling’. Not apparent as to how, and by what means.
	Review wording in SPD.

	
	Para 2.11
	Requires developers to demonstrate that new development will generate at least 10% of the site’s energy needs from renewable energy on site where feasible, with similar standards for air quality improvement, waste and water management. No local statutory plan policy linkage to these requirements. Nor is it clear how these could be achievable. 
	Incorporate relevant existing statutory Three Rivers Local Plan policies into the SPD. This document will be worked into Core Strategy to give longer term statutory plan basis. 


	
	Para 2.12
	Checklist covering all renewable and recycling topics is also introduced for schemes of 10 or more dwellings. As the government is in the process of specifying what information local authorities can ask to accompany planning applications in order to validate them, this seems unnecessary.
	Retain but review as government guidance is updated.

	
	Para 6.2
	Introduces a policy on micro-generation, said to reflect national and east of England policy. However, the role of SPD is to supplement adopted statutory local plan and DPD policies, not to duplicate or expand upon national or regional policy, particularly when it is not yet finalised.
	Incorporate relevant existing statutory Three Rivers Local Plan policies into the SPD. SPD will be incorporated into the Three Rivers Core Strategy which will give it a statutory DPD basis.

	
	Para 6.3
	Requires developers to meet eco-homes sustainability criteria. However, eco-homes have now been replaced by the Code for Sustainable Homes (which the Council fails to mention anywhere at all within the draft document). Furthermore, the policy includes matters covered by building regulations, and other non-planning requirements. It is unclear as to how a number of the requirements could be implemented under via the planning system.
	Amend SPD to include Code for Sustainable Homes and clarify other wording as appropriate.

	
	Para 6.4
	Introduces new policy on carbon targets requiring developers to address these as part of planning applications. Again without any direct statutory planning policy link.
	SPD will be incorporated into the Three Rivers Core Strategy which will give it a statutory DPD basis. Incorporate relevant existing adopted Local Plan policies.

	
	Para 6.5/ section 10: Checklist for Applicants
	Requires applicants to submit a Sustainability Statement (or NRIA) for any development of 10 or more dwellings. Statement must set down how a development achieves the Council’s Sustainable Communities objectives in its Strategic Plan However, given that the Strategic Plan has no planning status whatsoever there can be no reasonable justification for applicants to do so. Furthermore, the policy is highly prescriptive. It introduces a huge number of potentially highly expensive and technically unfeasible demands upon developers. It covers many non-planning matters and seems to introduce a huge number of obstacles for applicants, which if implemented will severely threaten housing delivery.
	Add relevant existing policies from the adopted Three Rivers Local Plan as the statutory basis for the SPD. The SPD will be incorporated into the Three Rivers Core Strategy which will give it an updated statutory DPD basis. It is considered entirely appropriate that important sustainability issues are dealt with in a Supplementary Planning Document in advance of adoption of the appropriate Development Plan Document, provided that the SPD is based on the existing adopted Local Plan. The Council is working towards the inclusion of the SPD within the adopted LDF.

	
	Section 8: Technology Guide
	Reference is made to the Mayor of London’s technology guide. 

Mention is then made of Cabe’s recent audit of private house building that concluded that little effort was being made to promote energy efficiency in new housing construction. This is clearly not the case, given the targets set out in the Code for Sustainable Homes. It is unclear as to what relevance these two references have (if any) in the context of Three Rivers District.
	Review wording in SPD.


Nb see HBF letter for further comments on status of SPDs and position of HBF.
GENERAL COMMENTS RECEIVED

	                                      Sustainable Communities SPD



	Rep.  ID  

 (JB)


	Part of SPD referred to 

(JB)
	Summary of Main Issues raised 

(JB)
	How main issues have been addressed  in SPD 

(PK)

	CU/0095/00003 Mr P Turk
	All
	Generally agree with proposals
	Noted

	CU/0130/00003 Mrs M Pulman
	All
	I support the draft SPD
	Noted

	CU/0257/00003 Mr C Paine
	Summary Paras 1-3
	Agree
	“

	
	Para 6.2
	Agree
	“

	
	Para 6.3
	Agree
	“

	
	Para 6.4
	Agree
	“

	
	Para 6.5
	Agree
	“

	CU/0325/00003 Mr A Wilson
	Para 6.3
	Support
	“

	CU/0160/00002 Mr D Pavey
	Para 6.2
	I agree that all four should be included in the LDF as sustainable development.
	“

	
	Para 6.3
	
	

	
	Para 6.4
	
	

	
	Para 6.5
	
	

	CU/0308/00002 Mr K Lee
	All
	Agree
	“

	CU/0224/00002 Mrs Kenworthy
	All
	Agree in principle
	“

	CU/0288/00002 Mr N Longman
	All
	Support the content as it develops the theme of recycling and a reduced carbon footprint.
	“

	CU/0071/00003 Mr P Gibbs
	Section 8: Technology Guide
	Support
	“

	
	Section 9: Grants Available
	Support
	“

	
	All
	Support sustainability direction for new developments
	“

	CU/0042/00002 Miss S Ford
	All
	No feedback. Agree with all
	“

	CU/0150/00002 Mr G Walsh
	All
	Looks good, no problems
	“

	CU/0146/00002 Mr A Berry
	Section 6: Local Planning Policies
	Support in principle
	“

	CU/0068/00002 Mr Lawson
	Section 6: Local Planning Policies
	Fully support policies
	“

	CU/0286/00002 Mr Haynes
	Section 6: Local Planning Policies
	Support and would rank the policies as 1: policy 2, 2: policy 4. 3: policy 3, 4: policy 1.
	“

	CU/0347/00002 Mrs D Chambers
	All
	Support content
	“

	CU/0367/00002 Mrs I Pearce
	All
	Agree
	“

	SCO/0019/00003 Chorleywood PC
	All
	Feel that once scheme implemented, concerns would be addressed.
	“


UNRELATED COMMENTS RECEIVED

	                                      Sustainable Communities SPD



	Rep.  ID  

 (JB)


	Part of SPD referred to 

(JB)
	Summary of Main Issues raised 

(JB)
	How main issues have been addressed  in SPD 

(PK)

	CU/0227/00003 Mr J Anderson
	
	I currently recycle where possible and these bins are always overflowing as they are collected every 2 weeks. My rubbish bin is not and is collected every week. As an incentive for residents to recycle, why not collect all recycling every week and general rubbish every 2 weeks?
	Comments forwarded to Head of Environmental Protection for consideration.

	CU/0281/00002 Mrs Y Stirling
	
	Should you approve ‘sustainability guidance leaflets’ be widely distributed you will need to explain in very clear terms what sustainability means. Having contact with a number of residents in Mill End (I help with form filling etc) they simply do not understand what sustainability is or what it entails.
	Important issue for careful consideration regarding the leaflets we put out.

	CU/0100/00002 Mr Rouse
	
	In South Oxhey, they have recently tarmacced nearly all pavement and walking area. It looks nice but will not last 5 minutes. Why try to do these jobs on a shoestring budget all at once. Why not do a little at a time and make a lasting job. I know that money is the cause so spread the job over 2 or 3 years but at least what you do make it last. My opinion is do a good job little at a time.
	Comment forwarded to Hertfordshire Highways who maintain pavements.

	CU/0390/00002 Mrs J Forty
	
	Happy to recycle- please continue to remove weekly.
	Noted

	NSO/0086/00001 Keep Croxley ‘Green’ Group
	
	From my perspective as a long term resident, I would like to see a firm commitment to community involvement in that the consultation process should be more proactive in involving the local community. In my experience the Local Area Forums have been used to address planning applications relating to land that has already been earmarked for large housing developments. Such forums should also be held prior to such land being placed into a local plan/ development framework in order that Councillors and TRDC Planning Policy Personnel can explain the rationale and likely impact of their proposals and respond to the questions of the community. The minutes of such an exchange would raise public awareness to the process.
	The Council uses a range of ways to consult, including questionnaires, forums, articles in Three Rivers Times, exhibitions, use of the Internet etc. The issues raised here will be considered for future consultations.

	CU/0254/00002 Mr B McIntosh
	
	1) Lets have recycling which is two-sided ie you take all our plastic, not just bottles. 2) we leave our rubbish out neatly on our boundary and your staff throw the boxes and lids all over the place 3) Only recycle what you can use- not pack it off to some 3rd world country 4) Don’t waste your money promoting solar and wind power, I’m a plumber/ gas engineer, they are not economically viable 5) concentrate on insulation and natural ventilation.
	Comments forwarded to Head of Environmental Protection for consideration.


