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[Date]

Rt Hon Hazel Blears, MP
Communities and Local Government 
Eland House
Bressenden Place
London 
SW1E 5DU

Dear Ms Blears

I am writing to you to express my concerns over specific references in the Proposed Changes to East of England Plan to an urban extension to the north of Harlow of at least 10,000 dwellings and possibly significantly more. 

I am fundamentally opposed to building north of the Stort and west of the M11 in the “heartland of East Herts”. Proposals to build in this area have been rejected twice before through democratic planning processes (Hertfordshire Structure Plan and SERPLAN).

Building an urban extension or “satellite” development as described by the independent Panel north of Harlow would detract from the regeneration of Harlow. The Plan contains no proposals to link progress on regeneration, or lack of it, with restraint of development outside Harlow existing boundaries. This seriously undermines the policy intention to regenerate the existing town.

Harlow North was included in the draft Plan in November 2004 at the last minute without consultation. The “banked” RPG 14 specified restraint on development in this area. The proposals are technically and procedurally flawed

There is a severe infrastructure deficit locally now, which extends from transport to sewage treatment and health care provision. The Plan makes no effort to deal with this. This is a key failing.

Planning for the treatment of waste water has been last minute and been wholly inadequate. The Halcrow report (December 2006) recommends that a strategic review be undertaken to assess if restrictions to funding “will inhibit water companies from establishing the necessary investment plans to allow the delivery of growth in a sustainable manner.” The waste water treatment issue is not a matter of timing but a fundamental flaw in the Plan. The necessary water cycle studies have yet to be started.

Road and rail congestion in the Harlow area is severe and will deteriorate further. The studies commissioned post the Examination in Public do not take into account the increased level of growth around Harlow in the Proposed Changes but still highlight major problems. The Plan is unsound in this regard.

There was a stated pre-condition by EERA that a northern Harlow bypass was essential before any development to the north of Harlow. The developers do not support a bypass and the Highways agency is promoting a new junction north of Stansted airport not north of Harlow. The transport infrastructure proposals are disjointed and unaligned 

The job growth forecasts are unrealistic and population growth proposed unsustainable. The focus on relying on the growth of the South East economy to drive the UK economy in flawed and economic growth across other regions should be promoted to achieve more balance across the UK. The TCPA report “Connecting England” describes a strategy for achieving more balanced growth.

The alignment between jobs and workers in the Stansted /M11 corridor is forecast to worsen with these proposals. The proposals will lead to high levels of unsustainable commuting of some of the most congested railways and roads in the south east. The impact on carbon dioxide emissions will be catastrophic

Delivery of other key regional priorities, e.g. The Olympics and the Thames Gateway, will attract limited resources and leave the plans for Harlow poorly resourced.

The growth area concept for the M11 corridor is fundamentally flawed economically and environmentally. The Examination in Public tested these concepts and rejected growth north of Harlow. It is unsustainable.

The local communities have produced their own plan for the area north of Harlow as actively managed countryside – Gilston Great Park – which can be found on our website www.stopharlownorth.com. I urge you to support these alternative proposals.

Your sincerely

[Your name]

