
alan wippennan & co. 

property & town planning 

21 October 2020 

Ms t.oucse St John Howe 
Programme Office< 
POSetvlCes 
PO Box 10965 
Sudbury 
Suflol< CO10 3BF 

(No Repreisentor r.f8tence availabfe} 

Dear Ms S1 John Howe 

RE: EPPING FOREST DISTRICT LOCAL PLAN. INDEPENDE
N

T EXAMINATION IN 
PUBUC. 
WEST ESSEX ANO EAST HERTS STRATEGIC HOUSING MARKET ASSESSMENT. 
UPDATING OVERALL HOUSING NEED USING 2018 PROJECTIONS. 
EPPING FOREST DISTRICT COUNCIL'S RESPONSE 4 SEPTEMBER 2020. 
COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF MR MARK GREGORY. 

I refer to the above documents and the Inspector's request for c:anments on the Epping FQfeSI 
Re,ponse 

On behalf of Mr Mart( Gregor; I slt>m11 the lolow1ng obsefvctbOns

1 The chang,,s In mO!hOdology and ospecially in some of the variables In popola1lon, births, deaths 
and mig"elJOn. •nd trends ,n hOuaehOld fcwmetion etc are noced. 

2. However, there has been e shortfe1 in net additions to llou:sa'lg ttock. despite recent inaesses.
(per& 59), It• therelore ogreed thot the Full Objectively AaMoMd Housing Need hos not,_ 
by an equrva� arl'IOl.l'lt to changes in migration. 

3 When suppressed household fonnation is taken into acoo,,mt (and high prloes r.-nan a ooncem 
!or Epping Foroet District in portlcular) (,ee """' 68). the requirement of 4S.�225 dpo for the
FOAHN 1$ agreed and su-

4 The dl$trtbvtlon of thl, need to Epping FOfe&1 Oistncl in Figure 21 for the period 201142033 at 
12.9461589 ct,a is lkewise supported. 

5 The conclusion of lh8 Key Find111gs in !he Sunmaiy is �rted The lastast information dOM noc 
represent �a meaningful change in the housing &luab:>nH. 

Accordingly the c:onclu510n or lhe Epping F0<es.1 Owstrlct Council in !heh' ReSl)Onse ot th& 4" 
Septembef2020 Wlth regard k>theovorall hOuslng requnmen« In the Local Plan Subn'II� Vet"SiOn

dOes not need to be changed Is broadly supponed. 

Howeve,. it jg not agreed with the Council th31 as a resutl of this mding lhe Green Ben boundaries 
and proposed green belt releases are ectequate and sufficient k> meet the FOAN for the District over 
1116 Plan period. 



tt remains the Representor'scasethat the COuncil has failed lo OOOSiderbrownfleld land opportunities
in the Green Sett properly and carn,pr'ehenslvely, and thal the potential for leod within and a*lning 
srnauer settlemenlS in the Green Bell hiiS been O\ltwlooked Furthermore th81 the oon!Jl)ulion the1 
smaller $fies can make to delivering the FOAN over the Plan period has been underestimal8d. 
8S4)0dally in the ear1y Y"'" of Ille Plan period.

Th is Response oonfirms these matters still require rectltlcatlon.

Ukowise the significant reliance on large arte dellvo,ywith a,igniflcent up.front infrastructure pmvision 
remains a more risky strategy for amua1 hOuslng delivert than that which small site oont:rbutions can
make from small scale green belt releMeS, These are still neeclect

The lad< of any meeningf ul charge m the hOt.l$IOQ tmiaoon does not alter the need for Ile Local Plan
amendment, ,ought by the Repcesentors to be made 

I trust the Inspector will giV(!! due weight to these comments in the Examl"l8tion 

Alan Wlppennan BA MRICS MRTPI C Dip AF

Copy. John Dagg 
Mark Grego,y. 


