
 
Dear Supporters,  
  
We had a very good session with residents and our three ward councillors on July 7th 2016 which 
turned out to be quite feisty but informative. Unfortunately, we couldn’t accommodate everyone in 
Cuffley Hall as it was at capacity and due to safety / fire regulations, some people were turned 
away so this email is to update everyone on what the current issues are and a brief synopsis of 
the Q&A that followed the presentation. 
  
Firstly, please take a look at the presentation which was used on the night. It’s fairly self-
explanatory - do let us know if there are any points you’d like more information on. 
  
After the presentation a Q&A session was held with our three ward councillors, here are some of 
the responses. 

·       One councillor claimed that the total number of proposed houses (12,600) has been 
negotiated down from 16,200 that was initially proposed by the ‘Building Inspector’.  
We have no idea who the ‘Building Inspector’ is and the councillors were unable to provide more 
information. Likewise, the suggestion that a housing target has been set by an external (to WHBC) 
authority is in contradiction to previous statements by WHBC and indeed English law. We await 
confirmation of the role of the ‘Building Inspector’ and the imposed target of 16,200. 

·       The councillors agreed that the growth in housing (416) over the life of the plan (2013 - 
2032) is not sufficient to warrant any increase in local infrastructure [roads, healthcare, 
public transport, schooling] 
This was perhaps the most contentious and emotive subject of the night as all residents felt we 
were suffering today with over capacity of healthcare (hospitals, and GP surgeries) roads, trains at 
peak times and secondary schooling. To be fair the councillors didn’t disagree but weren’t in a 
position to offer any solutions. 

·       It was put to the councillors that the Local Plan has no ‘clear vision’ 
They undertook to look into this. 

·       One councillor claimed that the total number of new houses was ‘only 299’ 
This refers to the number of houses that are being planned for Green Belt. It does not take into 
account the 117 that are being planned for brownfield sites or have already been built in the last 
few years. We have no idea why the 117 is being ignored, it's in the Local Plan numbers. 

·       Given that the councillors were elected on a ‘speak up for the Green Belt’ pledge, 
residents will be expecting to see evidence of this 
No one could give a clear definition of what ‘speaking up for the Green Belt’ actually is but they all 
undertook to do their best to represent residents to WHBC although they acknowledged that some 
decisions were beyond their level of influence. 

·       Residents wanted to understand why the revised Local Plan, that showed a significant 
loss of Green Belt from the previous version, was published 4 weeks after the elections 
when the decisions on planning numbers and loss of Green Belt were made BEFORE the 
elections 
Councillors were very clear that they argued against the development of some 1,076 houses and 
subsequent loss of Green Belt and managed to get this figure down to 416 – a third of what it 
could have been but double what it was. The audience was left to draw their own conclusions on 
whether the timing of the Local Plan publication and elections had any bearing on one another. 
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In what was, at times, a fiery exchange of views from residents and councillors, at was obvious 
that residents are not prepared to sit back and accept a Local Plan that has not been fully justified 
and with no risk mitigation. People felt that no one was listening to them so the councillors made a 
commitment to make full representation to council officials on the concerns that were raised during 
the meeting. At this stage we can ask no more - the Borough Council response is very important 
as it will determine our next course of actions. 

Bob Stubbs outlined the next steps that the council will be following and what options that are 
open to us. This really comes down to the public enquiry that will be conducted by an independent 
Inspector (not the ‘Building Inspector’ mentioned above) and if we feel there is a good chance of 
success we will invest in legal representation. This is going to be expensive and although the 
Parish Council does not want to spend money unnecessarily they would do if it was the only option 
open to us. 

In the meantime, there will be a public consultation that we need as much involvement with as 
possible. If we are to have any success at all in this we need to show a collective unity to fight any 
and all threats to our community so we will be organising some more meetings towards the end of 
August and beginning of September to bring everyone up to speed, let you know what needs to be 
done and how you can help. 

During the coming months we would just ask one thing of you – please spread the word. We want 
to reach out to everyone so please pass this note on to neighbours, talk to anyone that is 
connected with the village and get their involvement.  

The Local Plan will last for the next 16 years – it could be good for the village or it could be a 
disaster and all we ask is for a few hours investment of your time, not a bad return. 

As promised at the meeting we will be producing a pamphlet to help you compose your 
thoughts on the Local Plan ready for the public consultation - this will follow in due course.  Please 
do feel free to email us at info@scangb.co.uk if you have any other questions or concerns. 

As always we value your ongoing support. 
Team SCANGB
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