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Introduction

This report provides an analysis of the comments received during the Revised
Preferred Option consultation undertaken between 26th September and 28th
November 2011. It also provides details of the questionnaires, structured
forms and petitions received during the consultation period. This results
report should be read in conjunction with the Consultation Statement Part 5.

The aim of the Revised Preferred Option consultation was to seek views and
comments upon the changes to the Strategy, including the change in plan
period and the reduction in the overall housing figures. However, many
comments were received on other issues and policies within the Core
Strategy, which have been consulted on previously.

Overview

During the consultation period, 1681 separate responses were submitted to
the consultation in one form or another. This included emails, letters,
petitions or where views were expressed using one of the questionnaires or
structured forms prepared by various groups.

This report provides detail on the content and issues raised within the general
letters, emails and additional text included on the questionnaires and
structured forms submitted. Section 3 provides a brief summary of key issues
raised through written comments received during the consultation, while more
detailed schedules of outlining all main issues raised are set out in section 4.

Within sections 5, 6 and 7 of this report a graphical representation is included
identifying how the tick box answers from the questionnaires prepared by a
number of groups: Its Our County, Here for Herefordshire and Burghill,
Holmer & Lyde. A blank copy of each of these questionnaires can be found in
Appendices 1, 2 and 3.

In addition, section 8 sets out the wording of the four petitions received and
the number of signatures within each petition.

A key element of the Revised Preferred Option consultation were the 33
evening events, which were held in the Herefordshire Council Wards. These
events were aimed primarily at Parish Council’'s and arranged locally with the
support and help of local Ward members. A summary of key issues raised
during these meetings is included in section 9 of this report. In addition
during the consultation a Public Meeting was held at Whitecross School, the
notes of this meeting are reproduced in Appendix 4.

Summary of key issues raised in the general emails, letters and
other written comments

Strategy

Some 262 respondents commented on the strategy in the Revised Preferred
Options Consultation. Of responses 41% generally agreed with the proposed
strategy and 25% agreed with the strategy but had concerns or felt that some
amendments were needed. There was disagreement with the strategy from
31% while a further 3% were undecided.
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Housing
Of those who commented on housing numbers 52% supported the reduction

in housing numbers in the revised strategy and 48% did not agree with the
amended target, most still considered that the requirement was too high.

A number of respondents (27) indicated that where new housing was needed
a housing should be built on brownfield (previously developed) sites rather
than greenfield sites. Another comment made by 26 respondents indicated
that developments should be more dispersed rather than concentrated in a
limited number of large locations. Some 34 respondents considered that the
emphasis of the plan should be to meet local needs whilst 27 respondents
supported an emphasis on sustainable development. There was concern
from some respondents that proposals for housing would have a detrimental
effect on existing infrastructure and that more notice should be taken of parish
council views in decision making (23).

Rural Housing
In respect of rural housing targets 82 respondents commented on the revised

target; 21% of which opposed the proposed increase with 42% supporting the
increase generally subject to sufficient infrastructure being available. 22%
recognised that rural housing can support local facilities and communities,
15% felt that more housing should go to rural areas.

Employment
Some respondents considered that more employment land is needed in

Herefordshire; the Enterprise Zone is seen as an important component of the
strategy (13 respondents). Other comments suggested that additional
employment land, opportunities and live work units should be made available
in rural areas (12 respondents).

Infrastructure

Of those that commented upon infrastructure 8% commented that the
infrastructure is not in place to cope with the proposals in the plan.
Availability of broadband was another issue raised with 10% of respondents
indicating that high speed broadband should be given a significant priority.
Others considered that improved sewage systems need to be in place prior to
development as concern was raised that the existing works and networks are
not able to cope with the proposed levels of development in parts of the
county.

Health and Social Care

There was concern (15 % of respondents) that there is a need to provide
more hospital beds. Concern was raised over the size of the current Hereford
hospital given the increasing pressures imposed by an ageing population.

Transport
The need to improve the County’s transport infrastructure was commented on

by 18% of respondents. The need to improve roads and reduce traffic was
similarly highlighted.  Around 19% of the respondents felt that more
sustainable travel alternatives are required; park and ride was highlighted as
an option to facilitate this.
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Environment

Around 13% of the respondents felt that the strategy needs to be sympathetic
to the environment and rural Herefordshire, a similar number of respondents
commented that the strategy should provide more detail on sustainability and
climate change issues. Some 10% of respondents considered that the
strategy does not sufficiently promote sustainability. Concerns were also
raised over the need to protect the environment, wildlife, rivers and preserve
air quality.

Stakeholder organisations

A range and mix of organisations, including national, regional and local
bodies commented upon the strategy, these included:

° CPRE;

Hereford and Worcester Chamber of Commerce;

English Heritage;

Natural England,

Herefordshire Ramblers;

The River Wye Preservation Trust;

Hereford Civic Society;

Ross and District Civic Society; and

° Cycle Hereford.

Summaries of their comments can be found within the strategy schedule. In
addition, 19 Parish and Town Councils made representations on the strategy.

In general terms those Parish Councils that responded recognised the need
for affordable housing and supported development in rural areas.

Responses from those representing the development industry generally
opposed the reduction in housing numbers (8 representations) and a number
suggested specific sites which they considered had potential for development.

A number of statutory organisations expressed concerns regarding aspects of
the emerging plan. The Environment Agency and Natural England had
particular concerns regarding the impacts of development on the River Wye
Special Area of Conservation, whilst the Highways Agency expressed some
concern around the evidence base for transport infrastructure.

Hereford City

In respect of the specific proposals for Hereford some 291 respondents
commented upon urban expansion sites and proposals within Hereford
(excluding the relief road). Of these 13% generally agreed with the proposed
expansion, 30% agreed but expressed some concerns. Around 50% of
respondents indicated that they disagreed or opposed the strategy while 7%
did not state a preference.

Housing in Hereford

In respect of the overall level of housing proposed for Hereford 30% of
respondents had concerns. Some respondents recognised a need for
affordable housing developments (34 responses) but considered that such
development should be located on brownfield sites rather than greenfield land
(28 responses). A number of respondents also indicated that proposals
should be dispersed more widely rather than in concentrated in a small
number of locations (13 responses).
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Lower Bullingham Site

Around 50% of the people who commented on the proposed development in
the Lower Bullingham area felt that more development is needed in South
Hereford to support economic development at Rotherwas. There were a
number of other issues raised which include the need for development to be
supported by sustainable transport.

Holmer West Site

Some 23% of the respondents who commented on the proposed
development in Holmer West and many of these considered that the Holmer
West site should be rejected. Other concerns included issues around car
journeys to Rotherwas concern around general increases in traffic.

Three Elms Site

Five of the eleven respondents who commented on the proposed
development in the Three Elms area were strongly opposed to development
whilst three respondents supported development in the Three EIms area.

Hereford City Centre

A total of 22 respondents commented on Hereford City Centre. Respondents
were generally in agreement with the proposals although a number of issues
were raised in the responses. The main issues raised included: ensuring that
the ESG development would not have a negative impact upon the historic city
centre; and ensuring that the retail development on ESG would support and
encourage local producers, crafts and suppliers to establish a unique retail
offer.

Hereford Relief Road

The biggest response to a single issue was the 650 written responses which
commented upon the Hereford Relief Road. Around 53% of responses were
either supportive of a relief road or had some limited concerns while 47%
were undecided or disagree with the principle of a road. A wide range of
issues were raised including concerns about the need for a road and the
supporting evidence to finance and environmental issues. A significant
number of responses expressed a preference for an eastern route while
others did not consider that alternatives to a road through sustainable
transport measures have not been fully explored.

Southern Corridor

Some 82 respondents commented specifically on the Hereford Relief Road —
Southern corridor, the section between the A49 (Rotherwas Access Road)
and the A465 (Abergavenny Road). The overwhelming majority of those
commenting (94%) disagreed with the corridor alignment as shown in the
Revised Preferred Option. There were 2 petitions submitted containing a total
of 160 names also opposing the proposed revisions. The concerns
expressed in responses included comments suggesting the expanded
corridor would affect more residents than the original corridor and concerns
regarding the potential impact of the road on the natural and historic
environment and residential amenity.

Market Towns — Bromyard

There were 6 respondents that commented upon proposals for Bromyard.
Among the issues raised were that the UDP Porthouse Farm housing
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allocation should be allocated for employment land (4 respondents) while 3
respondents disagree with proposals for employment land at Linton. It was
also suggested that the strategic proposal should include a new road which
should accommodate an increased number of dwellings (3 responses).

Kington

There were 3 responses on Kington which made reference to the lack of
employment opportunities and a need to capture affordable housing
contributions.

Ledbury

A total of 46 respondents commented upon proposals for Ledbury. Of these
91% disagreed with the proposals for Ledbury. The main concerns raised
included that too many houses were proposed for the town (22 responses)
and there is insufficient infrastructure and service provision for the level of
homes proposed. There was concern that new homes will cause traffic and
parking problems and would damage the character of the town (19
responses). There were also some comments that the Viaduct site should be
retained for employment use (9 responses).

Leominster

A total of 48 respondents commented upon proposals for Leominster. Around
70% did not agree with the proposals for the Town, 13% agreed with some
minor changes and 16% of responses did not state a preference. Main
concerns raised included a general concern over the level of housing growth
proposed for the town and an indication that the proposals will result in an
imbalance between the market towns.

Respondents were concerned about the additional traffic that could be
generated from the development, and some suggested there should be a
priority on job creation and maximising tourism within the local area.
Responses identified that service provision and infrastructure needed to in
place or planned to account for the growth, and that any development would
need to be well designed with low energy and low carbon emission standards.

Ross-on-Wye

There were 5 respondents who made comments in respect of proposals for
Ross-on-Wye. Of these three either agreed or agreed with minor changes.
Specific comments raised included a perceived need for increased
employment and leisure opportunities, ensuring capacity in the existing
infrastructure, and the need to ensure that the new housing is of good design.

Rural Areas

There were 180 responses received commenting upon the rural areas
policies: 88% of these agreed with the proposals or agreed with some
reservations, 7% disagreed and 5% did not state a preference. Generally the
majority of respondents support the basis of rural areas policies although a
key theme in the rural area responses is a desire to have a more flexible
approach in determining the location of new development throughout rural
areas. A significant majority of responses (80%) support the Rural Economy
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policy and the encouragement and support of small business in the rural
areas.

Summary of comments upon general policy areas
Water treatment and sewerage and water abstraction

There were in excess of 350 responses submitted on water related issues.
Approximately a third of responses (105) highlighted the potential impact
upon the River Wye and adjoining watercourses as a result of increased
waste water treatment, including the impact on the River Wye Special Area of
Conservation (SAC). Other comments included concern around the capacity
of the sewerage system to accommodate the proposed growth. Some
respondents considered that Herefordshire Council's Core Strategy need to
incorporate plans for improving the capacity of the system (47 responses).
Furthermore it was felt that capacity should be improved prior to any future
development (31 responses). From the statutory stakeholders a key issue is
the need to identify the impacts from increased phosphates upon the SAC
within treated waste water and phase development accordingly.

Affordable Housing

There were a total of 80 comments submitted on affordable housing. The
general thrust towards provision of affordable housing was welcomed as
affordable homes were considered to be needed urgently (21 responses).
Some respondents felt that more homes were needed to rent and not just to
buy (7 responses). Comments included suggestions to increase affordability
through encompassing a spectrum of mixed occupancy and tenure - to
include rental, shared ownership, and direct purchase (13 responses).

Employment

There were in excess of 130 responses received on employment. The main
issues raised included the suggestion that jobs should be created before
houses and that new business and employment opportunities should be
encouraged as more jobs are needed (120 responses).

Social and Community Infrastructure

A significant number of respondents (3770 commented regarding issues
related to social and community infrastructure. The main issues of concern
raised were regarding the additional growth putting unacceptable pressure on
the County Hospital (94 responses), and the need for the provision of
additional hospital beds (254 responses). The need for improved broadband
coverage across the county was also raised (24 responses).

Consultation Schedules

The brief summaries detailed above provide an overview of the range of
issues raised during the consultation. More detail of the issues raised on a
topic by topic basis is contained within the consultation schedules on the
following pages.
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5.0 Results of Its Our County questionnaires/forms


















6.0 Results of Here for Hereford questionnaires/forms












7.0 Results of Burghill, Holmer and Lyde questionnaires/forms















8.0 Details of petitions



Consultation Responses - Petitions

4 petitions were received.

The questions asked are shown below: Number of Signatures:

Petition 1 - Hereford has needed a bypass for many years: To go into town one has to face traffic which has no interest in
being there. A bypass is proposed. If you would like to add your name to those in favour of reducing the traffic in town, 44
please sign below. This will help make Hereford a pleasant market town, rather than a highly congested traffic jam.

Petition 2 - We the undersigned support your plans for a bypass to the west of the city, "please get on and build it". 518

Petition 3 - We the undersigned petition the council to re-consider the action you have taken to revise the route of the

proposed bypass where it passes between Grafton (Hotel) and Haywood Lodge (B4399 to Belmont Abbey) 50

E-Petition 4 - We the undersigned petition the council to re-consider the action you have taken to revise the route of the

proposed bypass where it passes between Grafton (Hotel) and Haywood Lodge (B4399 to Belmont Abbey) 110



9.0 Summary of key points raised at Ward based events



The main issues identified through the discussions at the 33 Ward based events
were:

¢ Affordable Housing — definition, numbers, management of schemes and
whom the housing was targeted at;

e Provision for employment land and the need for well paid employment;

e Need for improved infrastructure, concern over flooding and drainage issues,
and broadband provision;

e The phasing, financing and route of the relief road;

e More flexibility for scale and location of housing development to reflect the
aspirations of the local community in the rural areas;

e Need for further information on Neighbourhood Plans, including the cost, time,
legislation, guidance and support.



Appendix 1 — Copy of Its Our County questionnaire/form
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Appendix 2 — Copy of Here for Hereford questionnaire/form









Appendix 3 — Copy of Burghill, Holmer and Lyde questionnaire/form



BURGHILL, HOLMER & LYDE WARD
Local Development Framework
Revised Preferred Options for Herefordshire
Consultation 26th September to 28th November 2011
Housing in Hereford
Herefordshire Council proposes to build 6,500 new homes in Hereford in the next 20 years, to provide on

average 325 houses p.a. In the last 15 years Hereford has grown by 220 homes p.a. on average which is
faster than the rest of the West Midlands (growth rates of 4% vs. 3.75% respectively). This means that
Hereford would grow by nearly 48% more than in recent years. (GL Hearn report for Herefordshire Council
July 2011 refers). The main strategic housing sites identified are at Lower Bullingham (1,000); Three Elms
(1,000) Holmer West (500) and the urban village (800) with a further 3,200 homes to be allocated
elsewhere in Hereford.

Question 1:

Do you agree with the housing plans for Hereford? Yes /No

Question 2:

Do you agree that housing should be built near employment sites and in particular the new Enterprise Zone
which will provide around 2,000 jobs by 2015? Yes/No

Question 3:

Do you agree that the housing site at Holmer West should be deleted from the Revised Plan as it is located
too far away from the Enterprise Zone and would only encourage car use? Yes/No

Question 4:

The Holmer West site was defended against development in the Unitary Development Plan Public Inquiry
as it would have a detrimental impact on the character of the area. This belief has also been upheld by
Planning Inspectors in the past. Do you agree that the Council should uphold these previous decisions
and not develop this greenfield site? Yes/No

Question 5:

In the revised plan, the number of houses in the rural areas has increased to 265 p.a. over the next 20 years
from 225 p.a., do you agree that housing should be more evenly distributed around the rural villages to
help sustain communities, i.e. schools, post offices, shops, etc. ? Yes/No

If you wish, please include in the box below your own views on housing for Hereford and rural areas:




Water/Sewerage Capacity

Herefordshire Council’s water study in 2009 showed that even after upgrading the sewerage treatment
plants in Hereford in 2010/11, there would still only be a capacity for 3,500 new homes. The planned
housing growth of 6,500 new homes in Hereford exceeds sewerage treatment capacity by 3,000 and would

leave the River Wye, at serious risk of pollution.

Please provide in the box below your own views on the water/sewerage capacity for Herefordshire

Inner Western Relief Road/Northern Corridor

Despite rejection of its movement policy in the 2010 Hereford Preferred Option consultation, the Council
has retained their preferred option to build a “relief road” to the West of Hereford crossing the River Wye,
a European SAC (Special Area of Conservation), just upstream of the City’s water intake, and at one of the
highest crossing points available, with a northern corridor cutting through the parishes of Burghill, Holmer
and Lyde. The road will not provide “relief” as the new housing required to help fund the road, will just add
to the traffic levels in Hereford increasing pollution and making no discernible impact on reducing journey
times. (See Amey, Hereford Relief Road — Study of Options, September 2010) The road will not be a bypass
as it is set to run through the new strategic housing estates and the Three EIms employment site and is a
single carriageway road. The road is currently estimated to cost £130 million with part of the funding from
a surcharge on each new property and the balance to come from public funds.

Question 6:

Do you agree with the retention of the Northern Corridor in the Revised Preferred Option for Hereford?
Yes/No

Question 7:

Do you agree with the retention of an Inner Western Relief Road in the Revised Preferred Option for
Hereford? Yes/No

If you wish, please include in the box below your own views on the transport policy for Hereford:




Hospital Provision/Bed Capacity
NHS Hereford has fewer beds overall (-15%) and fewer acute beds (-30%) per 1,000 population than the
NHS England average. There are no proposals at the moment to increase capacity at the Hereford County

hospital in the next 20 years.

Please provide your own views on the hospital provision/bed capacity for Herefordshire

Please include below any other comments you would like to make on the Revised Preferred Option for
Hereford.

Please return all responses by freepost to:

Local Development Framework,

Licence Number - RRIX-TLSH-SCYH

Freepost - Forward Planning, Herefordshire Council

PO Box 4

Plough Lane

Hereford

HR4 O0XH

For further information, please telephone 260386 or email Idf@herefordshire.gov.uk

Alternatively, Clir Sally Robertson will be holding a drop in session on Thursday, 24" November 2011 at
The Simpson Hall, Burghill, Hereford, 7 p.m. to 9 p.m., to answer any queries or for residents to hand in
their responses (in a sealed envelope) which will be delivered to Forward Planning by the 28" November
2011.



mailto:ldf@herefordshire.gov.uk
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Herefordshire — The Local Development Framework
Public Meeting Whitecross High School
7™ November 2011

Mr Alan Curless (Chair) -AC

ClIr John Jarvis (Leader of Herefordshire Council) - JJ

Dr Dave Nicholson (Head of Strategic Planning and Regeneration) - DN
Mr Steve Burgess (Transportation Manager) - SB

Mr Geoff Hughes (Director for Places and Communities) - GH

Introduction

The Chair introduced himself and the members of the panel; he also outlined some
ground rules for the event to ensure that a reasonable debate would take place. A
short video was then played to outline some of the Council’s ambition for the LDF
and the Chair then handed over to Dr Nicholson to make a presentation upon the
Revised Preferred Option.

Questions raised in advance by “Here for Hereford”

Q1 What is affordable housing and what percentage of affordable housing are in
the councils plans in the Local Development Framework?

Planning policy statement 3 indicates affordable housing includes social rented,
affordable rented and intermediate housing, provided to eligible households whose
needs are not met by the market. Affordable housing should meet the needs of
eligible households including availability at a cost low enough for them to afford,
determined with regard to local incomes and local house prices.

The council in 2010 set out in its Preferred Options that variable targets across the
county could be set in relation to affordable housing. The existing UDP its was set at
35% however the councils evidence base found that it could be set higher in affluent
areas and have a reduced target in less affluent areas for example 40% in Ledbury is
considered achievable, with 25% target in Leominster in a less dynamic market and
35% in Hereford. Herefordshire Council is looking to adopt a varied approach to meet
the needs of affordable housing across Herefordshire. (DN)

Q2 If endorsed/funded which comes first, and in what stages:— the ‘relief road’ or
the housing?

The LDF is a long term plan designed to look forward until 2031. In terms of
implementation elements of the road and housing can be delivered together. They
will be looked at strategically and will be implemented in terms of the rate at which
the market is able to bring housing forward in conjunction with funds available. (DN)

Q3 Why is the option of a second river crossing at Rotherwas not being formally
considered?

The background paper acknowledges that, pursuant to EZ status for Rotherwas,
there may be a requirement for more road infrastructure to the east including a 2"
river crossing. The Council will listen to all consultation responses on this matter and,
for example, the Enterprise Zone Board might be expected to have a view. As a
result of the new enterprise zone there will be a further study into a second river
crossing. (DN)



However it is important to note that the study will look at the crossing to deal with
traffic movements at Rotherwas and not as a replacement for the relief road. (JJ)

Q4 Why has the option of Not Building a Relief Road not been properly tested?

The no road option has been tested on two occasions without the relief road and
interim results of further modelling work indicate that the relief road is needed to
address projected traffic movements and traffic growth until 2031. Completed studies
are published on the Council’'s website. (SB)

Q5 How can we be sure the Council will take notice of the Questionnaires being
submitted?

All questionnaires are analysed and fully reported on to members in due time. The
revised preferred option paper provides an example of how consultations have been
taken on board and changes made to original figures relating to concerns raised
within consultation responses. (DN)

Q6 What is the link between Bloor Homes, the Church Commissioners and the
Council?

There is no special specific link between the developers mentioned or to any other
developer interested in developing land for housing within Herefordshire. Bloor
Homes and Church Commissioners are prospective developers for the larger
housing sites on the edge of Hereford. They have engaged with the Council quite
properly as the local planning authority in discussing matters such as the capacity of
the sites concerned (DN).

Q7 When will the Council complete the sustainable transport measures already in
their plan?

The Council has been implementing sustainable transport measures for some time
and the programme is ongoing. In this sense, there is no specific completion date.
Measures have included traffic calming, 20mph zones at schools, new cycle routes
as well as upgrading of pedestrianised areas such as High Town, Widemarsh Street.
We are also introducing sustainable measures for pedestrians and cyclists as part of
the new Cattle market development. (SB)

Q8 Can we have a meeting with officers regarding bed shortages in the County
Hospital?

CliIr Jarvis reported that he had recently spoken with the Chief Executives of
Herefordshire Council and Herefordshire PCT in which they indicated that the
hospital does not need additional bed spaces. They are looking at policies to reduce
the amount of time people spend in hospital and treat more people in the comfort of
their own homes to free up important bed space. He was more than happy to
arrange a future meeting with relevant officers and invited “Here for Hereford” to
nominate 3 members to attend the meeting. (JJ)

The Chair then allowed a statement to be made by ClIr Matthews

Clir Matthews made a representation in favour for the relief road to be constructed in
the east of the city. He indicated that it is imperative that the council make the right
decisions for the people of Herefordshire.



ClIr Jarvis thanked ClIr Matthews for his in-depth representation and indicated that
his submission will be taken into further consideration once the panel members and
officers had a chance to study it. Clir Jarvis also indicated that the term “relief road”
was a technical term used by government and Cllr Jarvis used the term “Bypass” to
simplify the matter indicating the road was to bypass Hereford. Mr Jesse Norman MP
previously used the term “relief road” to discuss the proposal from Rotherwas to the
Ledbury Road. CliIr Jarvis indicated he wanted to demonstrate the difference between
the two. (JJ)

The floor was then opened to Questions as follows:

Q Does the strategic land located at Three EIms belong to the Church
Commissioners?

The majority of land located in Three EIms subject to development within the LDF is
owned by the Church Commissioners on a freehold basis at present. (DN)

Q When is the exact route of the relief road going to be known?

The identification of detailed route proposals will take place once the Council has
adopted the preferred core strategy and confirmed its strategic planning policy. This
is currently scheduled to take place in 2013. (SB)

Q How will traffic on the Greyfriars Bridge Change when the relief road is
constructed with all the new developments proposed during the next 20-30 years?

Traffic modelling has indicated that the new relief road will help reduce traffic on the
Greyfriars Bridge by around 10% compared with the same growth proposals and no
road. (SB)

It is also evident that the relief road will allow traffic easing to take place along the
Belmont Road plus other measures to be implemented such as park and ride. It is
clear that the Highways Agency do not consider the traffic issues on Belmont Road at
present. The Council are currently in discussions with the Highway Agency. (JJ)

Q There are 3 park & ride schemes proposed for the north of the city and only
one for the south of the city. Are the proposed locations guided by traffic flows or the
availability of sites?

The proposed sites have been identified in terms of opportunities to attract passing
traffic and also in relation to the proposed relief road. The proposed site to the south
would be able to provide for traffic from both the A465 and the A49 with the presence
of a link between the two. (SB)

Q What position is Jesse Norman MP taking on the bypass?

ClIr Jarvis indicated that it became clear towards of the end of this summer that he
and Mr Norman had been talking about different proposals when considering the
relief road. Clir Jarvis was considering an A49 to A49 road “bypassing” Hereford
while Mr Norman idea was a relief road encompassing Rotherwas to Ledbury Road.
However once the information and statistics became available that the eastern route
was not achievable Mr Norman fully supported the Western route. Subsequently with
the increasing opportunities of the enterprise zone the Council have reopened the
possibility of new road infrastructure on the eastern side. Nonetheless it must be



noted that additional infrastructure on the east side will not provide a relief road for
the entire city, this will still be achieved by the western route.

It is difficult to discuss the points raised by Cllir Matthews at a public meeting without
the information being studied prior to the meeting; however the consultations
received indicate that the eastern route is not achievable and the EU regulations will
stop an eastern route if it was pursued due to the SSSI and SAC. An A49 to A49
route on the east is extremely difficult (JJ)

The proposed route from Rotherwas to the Ledbury Road will be taken into
consideration and if proposed will undergo a consultation process. (GH)

Clir Matthews report will be taken into consideration by the panel (AC)

Q Is the bypass too far out to go to bypass the city? Is it not cheaper to
implement traffic easing such as additional traffic lights?

It is common with schemes like the relief road to include complementary traffic
management measures which help manage ‘induced’ traffic. This is traffic which is
attracted onto the existing network when a new road has taken some existing traffic
away. The relief road proposals will include detailed traffic management measures
which help address this issue and also provide better routes for cyclists, pedestrians
and buses. (SB)

Q Currently sewerage capacity in the city for new homes stands at 3500 homes.
How will sewerage capacity cope with in Hereford for the projected number of homes
over the LDF period?

Welsh Water currently indicated as part of the previous consultation that treatment
capacity within Hereford is for 3800 homes. However in essence it is like a chicken &
egg scenario were Welsh Water and other water companies wait until strategic plans
are adopted and are in place before they can include proposals to increase capacity
within their asset management plans. It can be said that once the LDF is in place
careful management and consideration will take place to ensure infrastructure
improvements are brought forward to ensure development is delivered in a
sustainable manner. (DN)

Q Were the panel aware that as of 5.10pm today Hereford Hospital had closed
its beds for new admissions?

There are many reasons why beds are currently unavailable and cannot comment on
the specific reason why this is the case. The gentleman asking the question was
asked to speak to the “Here for Hereford Group” in relation to setting up a meeting
regarding this issue with members of the Council. (JJ)

Q Will an LDF meeting take place in the south of the city? And will the relief
road attract more heavy goods vehicles to use the road?

Yes there is a meeting on Wednesday night in Dinedor Village Hall for the Hollington
ward parishes. This includes the Lower Bullingham Area and will discuss issues
relating to south of the city (DN)

The extent of increases in HGV traffic will be explored and an answer provided direct
to Mr Caldicott. (SB)



Q What changes to transport movements are going to be made to feed traffic
into Hereford as on school days traffic can’t get into Hereford. An extra 10,000 cars
will be absolute chaos?

Firstly, it is important to note that even with the relief road and sustainable transport
measures, modeling has indicated that the proposed growth will result in slower
journey times. We need to focus on achieving greater behavioral change away from
the use. Over the next four years Destination Hereford will help to get people to use
other methods of transport within the city. Studies have shown that 67% of people
who live in the city travel less than 5km to work. This behavioral shift will be achieved
alongside the relief road by park and ride, park and share, green infrastructure
corridors and increased bus services into new development. The Council is currently
reviewing its Local Transport Plan which will set out more details on the sustainable
transport measures. (SB)

Q Why have the council not quoted for Affordable Housing for rural areas such
as Madley?

The council is proposing that any private market house approved will need to provide
a contribution for affordable housing. If 3 or more houses are proposed the Council
will seek on site provision of affordable housing. (DN)

Neighbourhood Plans allow for Parish Councils to decide and apply for new homes to
be allocated in their area. It allows for affordable housing sites to be decided by the
Parish Council and not Herefordshire Council. This is a tool that Parish Councils can
consider using. (JJ)

Q We have been reportedly told that the relief road is to be paid by developers,
does this mean that the bypass will not be fully built until 20317 Surely this is not a
practical solution.

The LDF is a long term plan to guide development until 2031. Public and private
funding will be used to construct the relief road. One tool to provide this is the
recently announced Community Infrastructure Levy which will allow for money to be
accumulated from all development in the county for infrastructure development.
There will be plenty debate ahead relating to this matter for example if people in
Ledbury are happy to pay for a relief road in Hereford but it is a tool to use in the
future (DN).

Q Has any consideration been given to police and emergency services relating
to the current facilities at Hereford Hospital?

Yes the emergency services are fully consulted. In relation to current bed provision
at the hospital the hospital can run close to over capacity at winter time and beds are
tight. However too many people are staying in hospital for too long and should be
treated at home. This model of spending extensive periods of time in hospital will
need to change (GH)

Q What guarantees are there that if a relief road is built the Highways Agency
will detrunk the A49 to alleviate lorries going through residential streets in Three
Elms?

The regional director of the Highways Agency has indicated that if the relief road is
constructed to an adoptable standard then they will detrunk the A49 and adopt the



relief road as part of A49. Both the Highways Agency and Herefordshire Council are
committed to this taking place. (JJ)

Q What sort of debt is the Council going to be in the next 20 years with the
adoption of the LDF? How much S106 monies will the council receive and what S106
monies have the Council got that have yet to be used?

I do not know this information at this specific time but will provide a written response
to this question. It is important to recognise that a key step is to get the infrastructure
projects such as the relief road ring fenced into the LDF to be able to receive funding
for the proposals. It is a key first step. (GH)

Q Why was Here for Hereford refused use of Herefordshire Council’s
consultation caravan last Friday for use in High Town?

Anyone can book space within High Town for consultation purposes through the
council and is available to everyone. The consultation caravan was not allowed to be
used for consultation purposes that are a direct contradiction to the Councils views.
There was a previous approach on this matter and it was felt that it was Council
policy not to use an asset for that purpose. (GH)

Q Can Here for Hereford submit a flier to be published in the Herefordshire
Matters magazine?

Yes | can see no issue with an advert being placed in the magazine (JJ)

Q It has been indicated that 16,500 homes are to be built over the plan period
within the county. How many consents have already been given for new homes and
not built and are they part of the proposed number or they on top of the 16,500 new
homes proposed?

The figure although not know at the time was later given as of April this year there
were 2945 housing commitments (planning permissions and UDP allocations) in the
County. Any dwellings completed fro April 2011 will count towards the 16,500 target.
(DN)

Q Can you guarantee bus lanes across the Greyfriars Bridge will not be
undertaken in the adopted LDF?

We do not currently have detailed proposals for the location for bus priority
measures. We have included extensive bus priority assumptions in some of the
modelling work we have undertaken to understand how they impact on overall traffic
flows. The outputs have indicated that we will need to scale back bus priority for the
network to work efficiently, however, it is important to note that road space re-
allocation, providing better routes for cyclists, buses and park and ride services will
be required to manage the overall levels of growth and reduce the proportion of short
trips by car. (SB)

Q I’'m in the process of buying a house in the Three Elms area and want to know
where exactly the proposed 1000 houses will be located?

The Core Strategy will only identify strategic locations of the proposed new housing.
The precise boundaries of these sites will be identified at a later stage but a further
discussion with the questioner was suggested to provide some additional information.
(DN)



Q There are major concerns raised within the Planning inspectorate report in
2010 by Mary Travers which need to be fully addressed openly and fully and
justification for the proposals need to be considered by the council. The questions
that need to be asked are if the funding will be available if all proposals can be
delivered and what alternatives are there to the relief road? This is a major gamble
being undertaken by the council and the finances of the county.

The proposals set out for Herefordshire until 2031 have been given careful
consideration and we have listened to peoples thoughts on key matters such as the
revision in housing numbers across the county. The relief road is a key part of the
whole package for the county and its deliverability needs to be fully assessed before
submission of the LDF to the inspector and the Council will do that. (DN)
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