Appendix 2 Comments from Watford Friends of the Earth on the Technical Appendix
	Page
	Para
	FOE Comment
	Officer comment

	3
	2.4 
	The figures for “all Council buildings” and “all buildings” seem to be the wrong way round, as they contradict page 5 para 2.31
	Agreed and corrected

	3-4
	2.6
	Biomass use should also exclude any source where production is at the expense of any valuable wildlife habitat
	Comment added

	6
	3.3
	We have reservations about energy from waste (aka incineration).   We consider it acceptable only if it does not discourage reuse/recycling (which is always preferable), and if toxic emissions are avoided
	Comment added

	8
	4.6
	The target of “Less than 10% of Council staff to travel to and from work as single occupants of cars” is only meaningful if we know the baseline.  Page 28 target T4.1 suggests it is 5%, which seems unlikely and contradictory.
	Figure for current solo drivers is 95%, not 5. Text has been corrected.

	10
	4.26
	There is just a passing reference to “The Council works closely with Hertfordshire Highways on .. traffic speed reduction schemes.”  We favour an explicit commitment to 20 mph as the norm in residential areas, and to the Local Development Framework (LDF) requiring this in new residential developments:  which we consider crucial to achieving a significant mode switch to cycling and walking.  It is no coincidence that lower traffic speeds are the norm in those continental cities which have achieved such a mode switch.
	Noted. Text amended.

	11-12
	
	This useful discussion of the relationship between sustainability and procurement leaves unclear in para 5.24 whether local suppliers would receive preference if all else is equal.  “Local” needs definition:  within TRDC area, or within some wider area?
	The Procurement Officer advises that a 10 mile radius of the district is an appropriate definition of “local”.  Clarify text. 

	13
	5.25
	This should go further by the LDF expressing a presumption against new-build in favour of conversion of existing buildings on the site in question, unless new build can achieve substantially more units.   Conversion/refurbishment would invariably entail less materials waste.   Moreover recent research Commissioned by the Empty Homes Agency http://www.emptyhomes.com/documents/publications/reports/New%20Tricks%20With%20Old%20Bricks%20-%20final%2012-03-081.pdf 
demonstrates lower carbon dioxide emissions from converted/refurbished dwellings during their first 50 years:  ie the critical period for climate change.   This is because of the huge amount of embodied energy in materials used in new build.
	For consideration as part of the LDF.

	13
	5.26

5.29
	The target of “all refurbishment in the District should use at least 50% local materials by weight” should define “local”, and clarify whether it means sold or produced locally.
	“Local” is defined as 10 miles. Clarify text to reflect this and also that it means either sold or produced.

	14
	5.30
	“It is therefore important to find a balance between cost and environmental performance while working towards achieving the targets of this Sustainability Action Plan.”  No-one can disagree with this, but there will be differing views on where to strike the balance.  At worst many of this document’s aspirations may fail if the balance is struck too much in favour of cost avoidance.   To avoid this the document needs some criteria for striking the balance.
	Will give this more precision as part of the work on ISO 14001 accreditation, with appropriate cross referencing to the SAP.

	14
	5.34
	As our whole economy is geared to buying new products with a short lifespan, promoting reuse needs more than information and encouragement.  Enabling measures could include National Non Domestic Rate relief, subsidy and LDF support for suppliers of relevant goods and services.
	Amend SAP and consider in LDF.

	14
	5.35
	Encouraging developers to include communal facilities is not likely to achieve much, if the LDF does not require it.
	Consider in LDF

	18
	7.7
	Similarly these sustainable water targets for new developments will only be achievable if required by the LDF.
	Consider in LDF

	19
	7.25
	The LDF needs to say that planning permission will be refused for non-porous surfaces over 5 square meters.
	Consider in LDF

	29
	T4.10
	The LDF can help to deliver “parking policies to be increasingly sustainable to

encourage use of less polluting vehicles”.  This should also refer to the LDF’s role in restricting parking provision in developments.
	Consider in LDF

	30
	A5.2
	The LDF should require “developers to include communal appliances and lending centres”, not just encourage them.
	Consider in LDF
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