
Responses to Questions of Clarification from the Examiner – 
Chorleywood Neighbourhood Development Plan 
 
Chorleywood Parish Council (Chorleywood PC) Comments: GREEN text 
Three Rivers District Council (TRDC) Comments: BLUE text 
 
1. Please could TRDC advise if any representations were submitted late and if so, which ones. 
TRDC: The deadline for responses was 30 March 2020. Representations from the following 
individuals/organisations were submitted late: __________) (31 March 2020), Herts Ecology (14 
April 2020) and Hertfordshire County Council Growth and Infrastructure Unit (10 April 2020). 

 
2. Please could TRDC advise of any policies in the Development Management Policies Local 

Development Document or the Site Allocations Local Development Document which are 
considered to be strategic in nature and relevant to this particular examination. 

TRDC: 
Site Allocations LDD: 

- Policy A4 Retail Allocations (Chorleywood is a District Centre in the Retail Hierarchy and 
Policy A4 relates to this) 

- Policy SA5 Open Space Allocations – there are numerous allocated open spaces in 
Neighbourhood Plan Area which Policy SA5 safeguards. 

 
Development Management Policies LDD 

- Policy DM2 Green Belt 
- Policy DM11 Open Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities and Children Playspace 
- Policy DM3 The Historic Built Environment 
- Policy DM12 Community, Leisure and Cultural Facilities 
- Policy DM6 Biodiversity, Trees, Woodlands, Watercourses and Landscaping 

 
3. The seventh paragraph on page 13 of the Plan refers to what the assessment of “significant 

detrimental impact” will mean, but the policy following does not include any such phrase.  Is 
this definition on page 13 now redundant? 

Chorleywood PC: The sentence "For the avoidance of doubt the assessment of "significant 
detrimental impact" includes a judgement on whether any adverse impacts of a proposal would 
significantly and demonstrably outweigh its benefits." should have been deleted on a previous 
edit when the policies were amended. It   should now be deleted. 

 
4. Please let me know the full reference for the Planning Practice Guidance quote in relation to 

tranquil areas quoted on page 13 of the Plan. 
Chorleywood PC:  
The NPPG reference is Paragraph: 008 Reference ID: 30-008-20190722 Revision date: 22 07 
2019.   
 
For completeness please also note (Dark Skies) on Page 13 of the draft Neighbourhood Plan 
makes reference to Paragraph: 001 Reference ID: 31-001-20191101 Revision date: 01 11 2019. 
 
For further clarity please also note that Page 13 is also based on Paragraph 180 of the NPPF 
which requires planning policies to ensure that new development is appropriate for its location 
taking into account the likely effects (including cumulative effects) of pollution on health, living 



conditions and the natural environment, as well as the potential sensitivity of the site or the 
wider area to impacts that could arise from the development. In doing so they should:  

a) mitigate and reduce to a minimum potential adverse impact resulting from noise from new 
development – and avoid noise giving rise to significant adverse impacts on health and the 
quality of life;  

b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have remained relatively undisturbed by noise 
and are prized for their recreational and amenity value for this reason; and  

c) limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light on local amenity, intrinsically dark 
landscapes and nature conservation.  

 
TRDC: 
The full paragraph is from the Noise section of the PPG but is extracted from the 2014 version of 
the PPG (Paragraph: 012 Reference ID: 30-012-20140306). The PPG was updated in July 2019 
and no longer includes the full paragraph as referred to on page 13 of the Neighbourhood Plan. 
However, both the 2014 and 2019 versions of the PPG state that tranquil areas are likely to be 
“relatively undisturbed by noise from human caused sources that undermine the intrinsic 
character of the area”. 
 
The full paragraph from the 2014 PPG is copied below (Paragraph: 012 Reference ID: 30-012-
20140306, Revision Date: 06 03 2019): 

“What factors are relevant to identifying areas of tranquillity?  
There are no precise rules, but for an area to be protected for its tranquillity it is likely to be 
relatively undisturbed by noise from human caused sources that undermine the intrinsic 
character of the area. Such areas are likely to be already valued for their tranquillity, 
including the ability to perceive and enjoy the natural soundscape, and are quite likely to be 
seen as special for other reasons including their landscape.” 
Paragraph: 012 Reference ID: 30-012-20140306, Revision Date: 06 03 2019 

 
The current PPG, updated in July 2019, now reads (Paragraph: 008 Reference ID: 30-008-
20190722, Revision date: 22 07 2019) 

“What factors are relevant if seeking to identify areas of tranquillity? 
For an area to justify being protected for its tranquillity, it is likely to be relatively 
undisturbed by noise from human sources that undermine the intrinsic character of the area. 
It may, for example, provide a sense of peace and quiet or a positive soundscape where 
natural sounds such as birdsong or flowing water are more prominent than background 
noise, e.g. from transport. 
 
Consideration may be given to how existing areas of tranquillity could be further enhanced 
through specific improvements in soundscape, landscape design (e.g. through the provision 
of green infrastructure) and/or access.” 

 
5. With regard to Policy 4 (Housing to meet the needs of local people), various queries arise: 

a) The policy refers to “areas characterised by groups of bungalows”; a number of roads are 
then specified on page 18 of the Plan.  Is it the intention the policy applies only to those 
specified roads?   

Chorleywood PC: At this time, these are the only roads in the area which match the criteria (see 
b below). The idea is that this is the current list but if more bungalows were built in the future, 
the list might then need amending to add new roads. However, based on recent trends in house 
building locally, it is not expected that this will be required either in the near future or often. 

 



b) Please direct me to the evidence base/work carried out to identify those roads.   
Chorleywood PC: The roads were identified by means of a visual survey of all the local roads 
identifying those which consist of a high proportion of bungalows or an element of the road 
consisting principally of bungalows. Photos could be provided if it will help. 

 
c) The policy introduces a threshold of 10 or more dwellings in 4.3 and for 50 or more 

dwellings in 4.4.  Please explain the rationale for selecting these thresholds. 
Chorleywood PC: The threshold of 10 houses was selected as it aligns to the NPPF definition of 
Major Development. The threshold of 50 was selected as this was considered a reasonable size 
of development at which a specific proportion of new dwellings (aligned to the expected 
proportion of the population) should be required for elderly / disabled persons or first time 
buyers / downsizers. These are parts of the population currently ill served in the Chorleywood 
area where house sizes are materially larger than the national average and which, without 
encouragement, it has been the difficult to get developers to cater for as larger homes appear to 
be more profitable (based on discussions with developers, builders and estate agents). 
 
6. Policy 5 (The location and design of flatted developments) introduces a height restriction.  

What work has been carried out to justify this? 
Chorleywood PC:  
Based upon local knowledge, there are currently only two buildings over the three storey height 
in the area - both of which are in the lowest point in the district, and therefore not prominent, as 
well as not being in close proximity to other dwellings the privacy of which could adversely 
affected by them. Chorleywood is characterised by hills and valleys where buildings over three 
storeys would be overly prominent and have a material impact on the visual aspect and rural 
village character of the area. 

 
In reviewing the policy, a typographical error has been spotted in the last paragraph on page 24 
where the document refers to a "local carbon economy" which should read "low carbon 
economy" 
 
TRDC: 
It is considered that placing a limitation on density conflicts with the NPPF’s emphasis on 
avoiding housing being built at low densities and increasing densities in sustainable locations and 
the national policy requirement that planning policies and decisions should make efficient use of 
land (paragraph 122), avoid homes being built at low densities and ensure developments make 
optimal use of the potential of each site where there is an existing or anticipated shortage of 
land for meeting identified housing needs (paragraph 123).  This also conflicts with the emerging 
Local Plan which sets a minimum housing density of 50 dwellings per hectare, with higher 
densities expected from areas well served by public transport, services and facilities. It is not 
considered that a three-storey restriction is necessary to ensure good design or appropriate 
locations as other planning policies (in both the Local Plan and Neighbourhood Plan) will ensure 
these matters are taken into account.   

 
7. In relation to Policy 6 (Variety of hospitality and retail), a number of queries arise: 

a) I am struggling to understand what is intended by the policy.  Please explain. 
Chorleywood PC: 
Three Rivers District Council produced a Local Plan which was adopted in 2011. This Plan 
categorises shopping areas within the District as “secondary”. However, when analysing the 
responses to the Questionnaire issued by the Parish Council at the start of the NDP process it 
became apparent that residents wanted more variety in the shops and restaurants available in 



Chorleywood. Policy 6 is intended to protect and enhance what is available so that it is closer to 
a ‘primary location’ rather than secondary. 

TRDC: 
In response to the Parish Council’s response above, it should be noted that Chorleywood is a 
District Centre in the Council’s Retail Hierarchy. It is important to note that there are primary 
and secondary retail frontages allocated in the retail centre of Chorleywood (however, the 
majority of units are included within the primary frontage). The primary frontages are the main 
retail core and the loss of retail uses is resisted. In secondary retail frontages, a wider variety of 
uses (that are complementary to the retail uses) are promoted. 

The map below is from the Three Rivers District Council Site Allocations LDD (2014) which shows 
the location and proportion of primary and secondary frontages in Chorleywood. 

 
 

b) Please provide details of where the policy applies; the policy refers to “the Village”.  A 
map of this has been provided, but this seems to include some of the primary and 
secondary frontages.  Does the PC wish to send another plan? 

Chorleywood PC:  
Local Residents class “the Village” as the area first developed after the opening of the Railway 
Station and the crossing of Shire Lane by the railway line: Shire Lane, Lower Road, Quickly Lane, 
South Road and Berks Hill.  



Shire Lane used to be the County boundary and Amersham would have been responsible for the 
development of New Parade and the houses on the west of the village. The County boundary 
was moved in the 1980’s passing planning responsibility to pass to Three Rivers District Council. 

These are the factors that have produced the mixture of primary and secondary frontages. Going 
forward financial pressures could affect this mixture but it is expected that the NDP will help 
manage any change.  

The Parish Council believes you have the correct plan. 
 
TRDC: For the purposes of Question 7b and 10, a map of the proposed village centre boundary 
has been made on behalf of Chorleywood Parish Council and is copied below (also attached in 
the PDF titled ‘Questions 7b and 10 Map – Village Centre Boundary’). It should be noted that in 
the Three Rivers Local Plan, Chorleywood is designated as a Key Centre in the Settlement 
Hierarchy, not as a village. Key Centres are designated by taking into account settlement size, 
population and existence of and access to services and transport infrastructure (which would 
include the mainline station in Chorleywood). 
 

 
 

c) How does this policy relate to those at District level?  Is there any conflict between them?   

Chorleywood PC: There is no intended conflict between the NDP and the Local Plan. It is the 
interpretation of the classification of “secondary” shopping area which the Parish Council feels 
needs strengthening. 

TRDC: 



The policy relates to Policy CP7 of the Core Strategy and Policy SA4 of the Site Allocations LDD. 
Policy CP7 and Policy SA4 generally resist against the loss of A1 retail uses in Primary Frontages 
and promote complementary uses in Secondary Frontages, including those in Chorleywood. 
Policy SA4 also encourages the retention of retail uses in Secondary Frontages.  

 
There could potentially be a conflict between Policy 6 in the Chorleywood NP and Policy CP7 and 
SA4 in the Three Rivers Local Plan as Policy 6 promotes a greater variety of uses in the village 
(which includes the primary and secondary frontages). Policies CP7 and SA4 prioritise the 
protection of A1 uses whereas Policy 6 of the Chorleywood NP encourages a wider variety of 
uses. Therefore, there may be conflict if an application were submitted for the loss of an A1 use 
and its replacement with an A2 or A3 use in a primary frontage; Policy 6 (as currently worded) 
would offer support to the loss of the A1 use through its replacement with an A2 or A3 use, 
whereas Policy CP7 and SA4 would seek to retain the existing A1 use. 

 
d) Please explain the reference to “major development” in the policy. 

Chorleywood PC: The Parish Council recognises that any major development will have a major 
impact on the infrastructure of the area and is therefore likely to create a need for an increase in 
‘retail and hospitality’. Policy 6 is intended to manage any such increase. 

TRDC: In planning, major development, for housing, is defined as development where 10 or 
more homes will be provided, or the site has an area of 0.5 hectares or more. For non-residential 
development it means additional floorspace of 1,000sqm or more, or a site of 1 hectare or more 
(Annex 2, NPPF).  
 
8. Policy 7 (Community Facilities) refers to “existing community facilities” and “assets of 

community value”.   
a) Is the intention the policy applies to the assets of community value only?   
Chorleywood PC: Policy 7 was intended to apply to facilities like the Library and the Post Office 
as well as those of community value. 

 
b) The assets of community value are listed in Annex E on page 48 of the Plan.  Please confirm 

these are all formally listed as assets of community value by TRDC and what their status is. 
Chorleywood PC: The Parish Council obtained this list from TRDC. 
 
TRDC: None of the buildings/land listed in Annex E of the Chorleywood NP are formally listed as 
Assets of Community Value by TRDC (the Assets of Community Value which have been listed by 
TRDC can be viewed at: https://www.threerivers.gov.uk/egcl-page/assets-of-community-value-
community-right-to-bid).  
 
Additionally, none of the buildings/land listed as “Assets of Community Value” in Annex E (Page 
48 of the Neighbourhood Plan) are nationally or locally listed or designated as allocated open 
spaces (reflected in the summary table below). It should be noted that ‘Land behind Darvell’s 
Yard, Woodland Lane and Orchard Drive’ is in private ownership and is not publicly accessible.  

 

 
Name of Building/Land in 

Chorleywood NP 
Nationally 

Listed? 
Locally 
Listed? 

Allocated Open 
Space (TRDC Local 

Plan)? 

Listed as 
“Assets of 

Community 

Chorleywood Library No No No 

The Memorial Hall No No No 

Bullsland Hall No No No 

https://www.threerivers.gov.uk/egcl-page/assets-of-community-value-community-right-to-bid
https://www.threerivers.gov.uk/egcl-page/assets-of-community-value-community-right-to-bid


Value” in 
Annex E of 

the 
Neighbourho
od Plan (Page 

48) 

British Legion Hall (building is 
connected to Memorial Hall) 

No No No 

Land behind Darvell’s Yard, Woodland 
Lane and Orchard Drive, adjoining the 
boundary of Badgers Holt, Old Berkeley, 
Southwold and the Kennels. 

No No No 

 
c) Please identify the land behind Darvell’s Yard, Woodland Lane and Orchard Drive on a map 

(assuming this is one area of land). 

Chorleywood PC: This area is in private ownership. In 2008 was subject to a Planning Refusal 
‘The proposed development does not outweigh the harm it would have on the nature 
conservation interests of Darvell’s Meadow Wildlife Site.’ Map available 

TRDC: A map of the land was made on behalf of Chorleywood PC and is copied below (also 
attached in the PDF map titled ‘Question 8c – Darvell’s Yard Map). 

 

d) What mitigation (referred to in the policy) is sought? 

Chorleywood PC: The Parish Council would expect any Developer to protect and retain both 
Community Assets and Facilities. However, if any removal can be mitigated by replacing with 
similar, perhaps in a different location, this would be welcomed. 

TRDC: The Three Rivers Development Management Policies DPD (2013) includes a policy in 
relation to the loss of community, leisure and cultural facilities. For proposals resulting in the 
loss of community, leisure and cultural facilities, Policy DM12 sets out a criteria that must be met 
in order for the proposal to be permitted:  



 
a) Protection 

Proposals for the redevelopment or change of use of any premises resulting in the loss of 
facilities or services that support the local community will only be permitted where the 
Council is satisfied that: 
i) The existing facility can be satisfactorily relocated within the development; or 
ii) The use concerned is not economically viable, could be provided by some other 

means, or it can be demonstrated that there is no longer a demand for the use; or 
iii) The premises or site cannot readily be used for, or converted to, any other 

community facility and: 
iv) The facility or service which will be lost will be adequately supplied or met by an 

easily accessible existing or new facility in an appropriate alternative location, 
served by sustainable modes of transport. 

 
b) Where a use is no longer economically viable, the Council will require supporting 

information setting out reasons as to why the use is no longer viable and cannot be made 
viable in the foreseeable future. This may include details of previous use, accounts and 
marketing information demonstrating that the premises has been marketed for use as a 
community facility for a reasonable length of time and that no suitable user has been/or is 
likely to be found. 

 
9. Policy 9 (Nature Conservation Sites).  Please explain how this reflects the hierarchy outlined in 

the NPPF. 
Chorleywood PC: As there is plenty of land around the Parish not included in designated sites 
(international, national or local) it was not considered necessary to prioritise land for 
development by the level in the hierarchy but rather to cover all designated sites as one to keep 
the policy a simple and easy to enforce as possible.   

 
TRDC: Policy DM6 in the Three Rivers Development Management Policies DPD (2013) sets out 
the hierarchy for sites of biodiversity (international, national, regional and local) and requires 
that the weight given to the protection of sites is commensurate to their position in the 
hierarchy. 
 
10. Policy 10 (Transport) refers to “Chorleywood Village centre”.  Should this be identified on a 

map?  Is it the same area as referred to in Policy 6? 
 

TRDC: A map of the proposed ‘Village Centre’ boundary has been made on behalf of 
Chorleywood Parish Council and is copied below (also attached in the PDF titled ‘Questions 7b 
and 10 Map – Village Centre Boundary’). It should be noted that in the Three Rivers District 
Council Local Plan, Chorleywood is designated as a Key Centre in the Settlement Hierarchy, not 
as a village. Key Centres are designated by taking into account settlement size, population and 
existence of and access to services and transport infrastructure (which would include the 
mainline station in Chorleywood). 



 
 
11. Policy 11 (Community Leisure Facilities) identifies a number of proposed Local Green Spaces 

(LGS).   
a) I have already requested maps of each area and these have already been provided. 
b) Please also provide a composite map that shows the location of all the proposed LGSs in the 

Plan area.  
TRDC: A composite map of the proposed LGS’ in the Plan area was made on behalf of 
Chorleywood Parish Council and shown in below (also in the attached PDF map titled ‘Question 
11b Map – Proposed Local Green Spaces’). 



 
 
c) Please point me in the direction of any evidence or assessment undertaken as to how each 

space meets the criteria in the NPPF.   
Chorleywood PC: All the sites listed are within the bounds of Chorleywood and in reasonable 
proximity to the community they serve. The table below provides detail against each of the NPPF 
tests for each site: 
 

Criteria Area Proximity Special and significant to 
community 

Local in character 

Playing fields and 
tennis courts at 
Chorleywood 
House Estate 

Walkable 
distance from 
both the 
Common and 
village centre. 
Easily accessible 
to cars and cycles 
via A404  

Provide key recreational 
facilities for the area including the 
only public tennis courts in 
Chorleywood, football pitches for 
youth football and open space for 
play. 

Limited in extent 
and contained with 
the grounds of the 
Chorleywood House 
Estate which has 
held the Green Flag 
Award for over 10 
years. 

Cricket pitch and 
golf course on 
Chorleywood 
Common 

On the Common 
and within 
walkable distance 
of the village 
centre. 

Provide key recreational 
facilities for the area as the only 
cricket pitches (used by the local 
cricket club with groups across all 
ages) and golf course (used by 
Chorleywood Golf Club). 

Limited in extent 
and contained 
within the limits of 
the Common. 

Swillett 
Recreational 
Ground 

Located by 
housing in the 
Swillett and 
Heronsgate area 
to the west of the 
district. 

This provides the only playing fields 
and children’s play area to the west 
of the area. Extensively used by 
local residents, with play area 
recently updated by Three Rivers 
District Council. 

Clearly delimited on 
boundary of parish. 



Carpenters, 
Whitelands and 
Hillas Woods 

Located close to 
the centre of the 
village within 
easy walking 
distance to 
residents of the 
area. 

Carpenters Wood is an ancient 
woodland as its been wooded for 
at least 400 years. The woods are 
of County Importance for their 
wildlife. Although collectively 
known as Carpenters Wood, there 
are three distinct areas – Hillas 
Wood, Whitelands Wood and 
larger Carpenters Wood. 

Limited in extent 
with clearly defined 
boundaries. 

Homefield Road 
hedgerow and 
woodland running 
parallel to the 
service road up 
Shire Lane 

Located close to 
the centre of the 
village within 
easy walking 
distance to 
residents of the 
area. 

Forms the historic boundary 
between Wessex and Mercia. One 
of the last obvious landmarks 
demonstrating this historic border. 

Limited in extent. 

Grovewood and 
Waring’s Field 
including adjoining 
paddock 

Located close to 
housing in 
Chorleywood. 

Provides valuable natural green 
space for local residents. 

Limited in extent. 

Queens Drive 
recreational 
ground. 

Located by 
housing to the 
south of the M25. 

This provides the only public 
playing fields and children’s play 
area to the south of the M25 in 
Chorleywood. Extensively used by 
local residents. 

Limited in extent 
and surrounded by 
housing and the 
M25. 

  
d) Please identify those areas which are allocated open spaces in the Site Allocations Local 

Development Document pointing out any differences (this could be part of the mapping 
provided).  Please do not send me evidence which is not already in the public domain. 

TRDC: The Allocated Open Spaces which are located in the Chorleywood Neighbourhood Plan 
Area are shown in the list and map below which was made on behalf of Chorleywood PC (also in 
the attached PDF map titled ‘Question 11d Map – Allocated Open Spaces):  

1. Carpenters Wood, Chorleywood 

2. Grovewood Close, Chorleywood 

3. Swillet Playing Fields, Heronsgate Road 

4. Stag Lane, Chorleywood (also known as Warings Field) 

5. Common Gate Road, Chorleywood 

6. Chorleywood Common 

7. Chorleywood House Estate, Chorleywood 

8. Pheasant’s Wood (West of M25), Berry Lane 

9. Pheasant’s Wood (East of M25), Berry Lane 

10. Solomon’s Wood, Berry Lane  

 



 
 

TRDC: The map below shows the proposed Local Green Spaces and allocated open spaces in the 

Neighbourhood Plan Area. This is also in attached PDF map titled ‘Question 11d Map - Proposed 

LGS and Allocated Open Spaces’. 

 



 

TRDC: The table below summarises the proposed Local Green Spaces and whether or not they 

are existing open space allocations (and other relevant designations). 

Name of Proposed Local Green Space in 
Chorleywood NP (Policy 11) 

Allocated Open Space 
(TRDC Local Plan)? 

Other Designations (e.g. Local Wildlife Site, Ancient 
Woodland, TPO)? 

Playing Fields in Chorleywood House 
Estate 

No N/A 

Tennis courts in Chorleywood House Estate Yes N/A 

Cricket pitch and golf course on 
Chorleywood Common 

Yes wholly within a Local Wildlife Site (Chorleywood 
Common) 

Swillet Recreation Ground Yes (however the access 
points are included in 
the boundary of the 

open space allocation) 

N/A 

Carpenters, Whitelands and Hillas Wood Yes Covered by TPO, wholly within a Local Wildlife Site 
(Carpenters, Whitelands and Hillas Woods), partially 

contains an ancient woodland 

Homefield Road Hedgerow No Covered by TPO 

Woodland running parallel to the service 
road up Shire Lane 

No N/A 

Grovewood  Yes Covered by TPO, wholly within a Local Wildlife Site 
(Grove Wood) 

Waring’s Field including adjoining paddock Yes  Wholly within a Local Wildlife Site (Wearing’s Field) 

Queens Drive recreational ground No N/A 

 
12. Policy 16 (Assets of significant local value).   

a) Are assets of significant local value the same as areas of local importance?  If so, which 
phrase is preferred?  If not, should this policy refer to areas of local importance and/or 
those assets identified through the NDP process as being of local importance?   



Chorleywood PC: The phrase 'assets' can apply equally to built structures (e.g. a thatched house 
or a boot scraper) as to 'areas' (e.g. land behind Darvell's Yard): hence it is suggested that phrase 
'assets' in the current Draft is correct.   

b) What work has been carried out to identify the areas of local importance? Also please see 
the next question which is related. 

Chorleywood PC: Many of the assets are already listed: those that have been added are simply 
through the local knowledge of those on the NP Committee (see also below) or identified by 
local residents in the consultation process. 
 
13. Annex E contains a long list of assets of local significance.  These include those of national 

importance such as listed buildings.  It also details “Locally Listed” buildings or features and 
then “Unlisted Buildings of architectural and historic interest”.   
a) What is the difference between these two categories?  I assume that the “Locally Listed” 

category is those locally listed by TRDC; is this right? 
Chorleywood PC: Your assumption is correct. 

   
b) If the “Unlisted Buildings” have been identified as part of the NDP process, please provide 

the evidence base for these (but noting only that information already in the public 
domain should be sent to me please).   

Chorleywood PC: As well as being based upon the local knowledge of the Committee members, 
two of the members are Chartered Surveyors with some knowledge of the history of 
architecture arising from both our formal education as well as professional experience - 
buildings such as The Gate Public House or Cedar Cottages are evidently 'period', furthermore 
there are a number of local history publications containing early photographs of these 
buildings.     
 

c) What status do the “surviving Thatched Houses” and “Thatched” categories on page 46 
of the Plan have? 

Chorleywood PC: There is no intention to give the thatched properties a separate 'status': They 
are being included as 'assets of local significance' so as to enjoy the protection afforded by that 
Policy 
 
TRDC: The properties listed under “surviving Thatched Houses” and “Thatched” are located in 
Conservation Areas and covered by Article 4 Directions (relating to thatched buildings). None are 
nationally or locally listed. Please see attached document titled ‘Thatched Properties in Annex E 
Page 46 and Corresponding Designations’ for a summary.  A copy of the Loudwater Estate 
Conservation Area and Outer Loudwater Estate Conservation Area Article 4 Directions can be 
viewed under relevant sub-headings on the following webpage: 
https://www.threerivers.gov.uk/egcl-page/conservation-areas  

https://www.threerivers.gov.uk/egcl-page/conservation-areas

