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Walford Neighbourhood Development Plan 

Comments on and Corrections to the Environmental Statement and 

Appropriate Assessment 

1. Environmental Statement 

Page/Para Comment/Correction 
Non-technical 
summary 

The first page of the non-technical summary of the Environmental Report 
states that Ross on Wye lies to the south of the neighbourhood area. 

Page 
Numbering 

Absence of consistent page numbering throughout the section makes it 
difficult to follow through the content. 

Whole 
document 

There are numerous typographical errors.  

Para 1.8 Statement conflicts with Core Strategy policy RA2 which defines one main 
settlement, Walford (Coughton) and 2 other settlements (Bishopswood and 
Howle Hill), not 3 main settlements. The shop & petrol station are on the 
Southern boundary of the parish! 

Para 1.9 1 AONB (west part of the parish) 

Para 1.10 Delete ‘is’ in first sentence. 

Para 1.16 Final bullet – ‘…. the emerging plan are to the policies …. ‘ 

Para 1.17 Table 4.14 of the Local Plan is entitled Figure 4.14: The settlements which will 
be the main focus of proportionate housing development. Walford (Coughton) 
is included in this list. Table 4.15 is entitled Figure 4.15: Other settlements 
where proportionate housing is appropriate. It is therefore incorrect to state 
that Bishopswood and Howle Hill are main settlements for proportionate 
housing growth. They are clearly identified, in the current revision of the Core 
Strategy, as ‘other settlements’. The LA should be consistent in their use of 
definitions within the different levels of planning documentation. 

Para 2.9 Reads: The consultation resulted in 2 responses, which is attached at Appendix 
3. Should be ‘are’ not ‘is’? 

Para 3.9 KM should be km. 
 
The Lugg is currently not ….. 

Para 3.11 ‘…. too’ at end should be ‘to’ 

Para 4.5 ‘objectives’ 

Para 5.9 ‘The results of …. ‘ 

Para 6.7 Second sentence is unclear 

Para 6.8 2nd line – ‘entire’ should be ‘entirety’  

SEA Maps 1 and 
2 

The supplied council documents appear to be scant in detail and do not supply 
a comprehensive picture of the locale. Can they still be considered to be 
relevant, or in date? The use of the “MAGIC” map offers a fuller picture of 
Walford Parish.  

Appendix 1 
(page 16 

There is no mains drainage within Howle Hill. There is. However, mains 
drainage serving Coughton.  

Appendix 5 Throughout this appendix there are frequent/repeated references to the 
villages of Walford, Coughton, Bishops Wood and Howle Hill. [It is not possible 
to tabulate all of the occurrences as the document contains no page numbers 
& no paragraph numbering in the appendices] Firstly, the current version of 
the Core Strategy does not refer to villages, it defines rural locations as main 
and other settlements. So for this document to start using the term ‘villages’ is 
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inconsistent. Secondly, Howle Hill does not meet the generally accepted 
definition of a ‘village’ but would be referred to as a ‘hamlet’. This distinction is 
relevant in relation to the NPPF where ‘villages’ are the subject of specific 
provisions. The comments made by the Planning Inspector in his decision to 
Appeal Ref APP/B3438/W/18/3211000, dated 25th January 2019, are a case in 
point. Paragraph 4 gives the Inspector’s decision on the key facilities that a 
‘village’ should contain. None of these facilities exist within the settlement of 
Howle Hill – a place of public worship, community buildings, a public house, a 
meeting house – although they are present in both Walford/Coughton and 
Bishopswood. The statement, as written, is also incorrect as it lists 4 ‘villages’, 
apparently separating Walford/Coughton into 2 separate entities whilst the 
NDP defines them as a single, dispersed settlement. 

 

2. Appropriate Assessment 

Page/Para Comment/Correction 
Para 5.3 The introductory sentence seems inconsistent/incomplete. This part of the 

statement is not clear ‘topic bases areas and 1 site allocation’ There appear to 
be missing commas in the list and also the current NDP makes 4 specific site 
allocations, not 1. 

Para 7.7 Reads ‘Therefore, this is not a mitigate measure’ . Should this read 
‘mitigation’? 

Para 7.15 Reads ‘Although the Walford NDP contains a number of policies seeking to 
protect and enhance biodiversity and feature of the SAC.’ What does the 
‘Although’ refer to please? 

Para 7.17 Reads ‘Drainage fields is more that 50m from the designated site boundary 
and;’ Presumably should read ‘Drainage field is more than...’ 

Para 8.7 Reads ‘The most significant issue is regarding water quality and these is the 
forms the majority of the assessment of these policies.’ Doesn’t make sense, 
perhaps the ‘these is the’ should read ‘this’? 

Para 8.9 States: ‘..as there are not main facilities within the parish…’. This is incorrect 
and conflicts with para 7.7 which states ‘It is however noted the majority of the 
areas within the Walford parish are not on mains drainage,’. In fact Walford 
(Coughton) is served by mains drainage and connected to The Lower Cleeve 
water treatment works 

Appendix 1 This Appendix contains a number of significant factual errors but as it is 
presumably included for historical reference these are no longer of any 
concern? 

Appendix 3b No page or table numbering makes it very difficult to provide specific 
comments on the numerous typographical errors. The source document needs 
a complete QA/proof-read to resolve this. Examples: The first entry, for Main 
sewerage system, starts with this sentence ‘There is no main drainage within 
the villages of Bishopswood and Howle. Hill, Walford Coughton is partially has 
mains drainage. Howle Hill doesn’t have a full stop between the two words and 
the second part should presumably read ‘Walford Coughton has partial mains 
drainage’ Next entry, against WWTW, first sentence states ‘The proportional 
growth requirement is within the expected for the Ross-on-Wye Market area 
within the Core Strategy and agreed by Welsh Water. Should presumably read 
‘The proportional growth requirement is within that expected for the Ross-on-
Wye Market area within the Core Strategy and agreed by Welsh Water. 
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Appendix 3b – 
Policy 
Assessment  

Throughout this section there is reference to Bishopswood and Howle Hill as 
villages which is both inaccurate and misleading in description and inconsistent 
with the HC Core strategy which refers to these locations as settlements. 

Appendix 3b 
Land at Watling 
Street SR24 
(Allocation) 

In WWTW  - The proportional growth requirement is within the expected. The 
should be ‘that’ 

Land at Leys Hill 
SR26 
(Allocation) 

Under Main Sewerage System –  
There is no mains drainage 
 
…. expected for development to be covered 

Land at Leys Hill 
SR26 
(Allocation) 

Under other considerations – 1st sentence better to read for clarity: ‘The west 
side of the parish borders the River Wye’. 
 
Third paragraph – delete ‘The’.  

 


