Secretary of State's Proposed Changes
· Comment ID: 1735 

· Response Date: 24/10/08 13:02

Do you wish to support, oppose or comment?Oppose

Please enter the Proposed Change number. If you wish to comment on the Sustainability Appraisal/HRA please put 'SA' in the Proposed Change number box.Chap 4 (11)

To help us process your response effectively please summarise why you support or oppose the Proposed Change:We are concerned about regarding the role of Guildford as a "Centre for Significant Change". The town centre cannot undergo any "Significant Change" without spoiling its historical character, which helps underpin its economic success, and without unacceptable cramming and loss of urban quality. It should be noted that little land in the centre of Guildford is undeveloped and most land with lower intensity use is undefended flood plain at significant risk of flooding. There was flooding in 1968 and 2000. Building on floodplains in any of Guildford Borough including rural parishes on the edge of Guildford, should be avoided at all costs.

The draft SE Plan recognises that the so called "London Fringe" in which Guildford lies, faces "environmental constraints" yet it does not take adequate account of these in proposing very significant, intensive redevelopment of Guildford which is particularly restrained.

The draft plan recognises the need to respect the character and high quality lanscapes of places like Guildford, its surrounding countryside and rural Parishes. It states these are an asset in economic terms. Yet it proposes high density redevelopment and expansion of the town centre that would harm this asset and add to infrastructure and congestion problems.

These comments also apply to Chap 13 (13)

If you are suggesting changes to the draft plan please supply revised wording below:Delete New Policy or delete Guildford from list.

Secretary of State's Proposed Changes
· Comment ID: 1697 

· Response Date: 24/10/08 12:16

Do you wish to support, oppose or comment?Oppose

Please enter the Proposed Change number. If you wish to comment on the Sustainability Appraisal/HRA please put 'SA' in the Proposed Change number box.Chap 4 (6)

To help us process your response effectively please summarise why you support or oppose the Proposed Change:We oppose the identification of Guildford as a "Regional Hub" which would involve radical change and growth. Guildford is suitable as a transport hub but not as a focus for major high density economic expansion and housing growth. It is considered inappropriate to identify Guildford as a regional hub as this is unsustainable for the following reasons; Sustainable growth respects the constraints imposed by natural resources. In Guildford, sustainable expansion is limited by the geography of a gap town. The Surrey Hills Area of Outstanding Natural beauty to the east and west requires the highest level of landscape protection. The flood plain of the River Wey runs through the town and extends to the north and south including the Parish of Send where we live. Significant parts of the town lie within the 5km protection zone of the Surrey Heaths Special Protection Area, a European habitat to the north-west which must be safeguarded. Harming the character of the historic centre would damage an economic asset. Congestion on roads would increase.

In additional it is considered that a more even distribution of housing across the London Fringe would make better use of existing infrastructure.

The comments above can also be applied to Chap 4 (7)

If you are suggesting changes to the draft plan please supply revised wording below:Before the two proposed new roles for hubs insert "and, in regional hubs where it would be consistent with sustainable development to do so, by:" Exclude Guildford on this basis.

Would you like to be informed of the Government's final South East Plan?Yes

Secretary of State's Proposed Changes
· Comment ID: 1688 

· Response Date: 24/10/08 11:41

Do you wish to support, oppose or comment?Oppose

Please enter the Proposed Change number. If you wish to comment on the Sustainability Appraisal/HRA please put 'SA' in the Proposed Change number box.Chap 7(4)

To help us process your response effectively please summarise why you support or oppose the Proposed Change:Send Parish Council strongly oppose a larger increase in housing requirements for Guildford Borough and any development on Green Belt. The proposal for a minimum requirement of 8,440 additional dwellings in Guildford Borough of which 7,940 would be in the town, is unacceptable. Development on this scale to tackle overspill from London, would involve loss of urban quality and require major development in the Green Belt. We are concerned that there is to be a review of the Green Belt to accomodate 2000 new homes and provide a further 2100 dwellings (Chap 4(14). It should also be taken into account that there is a proposal to expand Woking onto the Green Belt between Guildford and Woking. A requirement would be to plan for a minimum of 10,040 new dwellings for Guildford. This would be totally unsustainable. We are very concerned about the impact of these plans on such a scale and the effect on the rural Parish of Send which lies between Woking and Guildford.

Based on capacity studies SEERA recommended 6,000 homes as a figure which even then may have included building on Green Belt. Therefore it is considered unacceptable to require Guildford to accomodate 8,000 new homes, let alone 10,000, without harm. The target has been increased despite recognition by the Inspectors of the limits to growth in Guildford as a result of topography, narrow streets and being surrounded by Green belt and AONB. They recognised the risk of "town cramming and loss of urban quality". Guildford would also not cope with the traffic and parking requirements of so many new dwellings.

It should be noted that a flood plain runs through the town and areas to the north-west with rare heathland must be protected through the European Habitats Directive. To meet the targets, housing would need to be built within the 5km protection zone. The Sustainability Appraisal advises that there should be no increase in housing targets within this area for five years. The housing target should be reduced to recognise this. These comments apply to Chap 20 (6)

If you are suggesting changes to the draft plan please supply revised wording below:Delete "minimum". Revise Guildford target to sustainable level.

Would you like to be informed of the Government's final South East Plan?Yes

Secretary of State's Proposed Changes
· Comment ID: 1683 

· Response Date: 24/10/08 10:37

Do you wish to support, oppose or comment?Oppose

Please enter the Proposed Change number. If you wish to comment on the Sustainability Appraisal/HRA please put 'SA' in the Proposed Change number box.Chap 4(14)

To help us process your response effectively please summarise why you support or oppose the Proposed Change:Send Parish Council strongly support Green Belt policy but strongly oppose the requirement to review the Green Belt in the area around Guildford to allow further development on the Guildford side of Woking. An estate of 4100 houses on the edge of Guildford beyond Burpham and Merrow not only would distort the town and cause sprawl but would greatly impact neighbouring parishes like Send, Clandon and Ripley. Such an estate would cause unacceptable traffic problems in an already congested town and exacerbate the already present problems in Send, Clandon and Ripley. Regarding the proposal in Chap 5(30) to scrap "Strategic Gaps", we consider that the Green Belt has a vital role in protecting towns from merging and incorporating smaller villages in between. The "Strategic Gap" between Woking and Guildford has played a crucial role in protecting these two towns from merging and the land between which includes the rural Parish of Send. It is important that the "Strategic gap" is maintained between these two towns and that if a review of the Green Belt takes place, its role in securing effective "Strategic Gaps" between towns is clearly emphasised. Our concern is that there is an intention to build on Green Belt on the Woking side of Guildford and the Guildford side of Woking eventually leading to the incorporation of Send Parish into one of these towns. We therefore strongly oppose changes relating to Chap 4(14) and Chap 20(11)

If you are suggesting changes to the draft plan please supply revised wording below:After "supported" insert ". Its role in preventing settlements from coalescing and in avoiding sprawl around London is of particular significance in this region." delete (and) insert "The...

Would you like to be informed of the Government's final South East Plan?Yes
