Draft Dacorum Strategic Design
Guide SPD Consultation
Comments form
Please return to Dacorum Borough Council, by 23:59 on Sunday 16th August.
Comments received after this time will not be considered.
By online consultation portal: if you have internet access, it is recommended that you make
your representations online at:
https://consult.dacorum.gov.uk/portal/planning/lp/sdg_spd/sdg_spd.
Alternatively you can respond by: saving and completing this form and returning via
email to: responses@dacorum.gov.uk; or

post to:

Strategic Planning and Regeneration, Dacorum Borough Council, The Forum,
Marlowes, Hemel Hempstead, Hertfordshire. HP1 1DN

If you have any queries, please contact the Strategic Planning Team on 01442 228660.
This questionnaire needs to be read in conjunction with the Draft Dacorum Strategic
Design Guide SPD consultation documents.
You do not need to answer every question - just those that are relevant to you or that
you have a view on.

Personal Details

Please note that * denotes mandatory fields

Individual's Personal Details
Title
Name*
Organisation

Agent’s Details (if applicable)

Berkhamsted Town Council

Address *
Post Code *
Telephone No.
Email
(This is the Council’s preferred method of contact)

Please note: Your name and comments will be made available for public inspection (your address,
telephone number and email address will not be made public) and therefore cannot be
treated as confidential. Your name and address must be completed for your
comments to be considered.

Please indicate if you wish to be notified of future Local Plan and Planning
Policy Documents consultations.

YES I would like to receive future notifications
NO please do not send future notifications

Signed
Date

Draft Dacorum Strategic Design Guide SPD Questions
These are the questions that we would like your feedback on.
Part 1: Design Process
Question 1
Do you consider that the documents have identified the key characteristics of Dacorum
and its wider Hertfordshire context?
Yes / No
If no, please explain your reasons along with any suggestions for changes or additions to the
key characteristics.

Part 2: Design Principles
Question 2
Do you consider that the detailed design principles (as set out under each of the 10 broad
categories) will be effective in securing high quality development?
Yes / No
If no, please explain your reasons along with any suggestions for changes or additions to the
draft detailed design principles.

Part 3: Employment Uses Guidance
Question 3
Do you consider that the guidance on designing employment buildings and areas will
meet the future needs of Dacorum?
Yes / No
If no, please explain your reasons along with any suggestions for changes or additions to the
guidance on designing employment buildings and areas.

General Comments
Question 4
Overall, do you have any other comments regarding the Draft Dacorum Strategic Design Guide
SPD?
Yes / No

QUESTION 1 – Do you consider that the documents have identified the
key characteristics of Dacorum and its wider Hertfordshire context?
Is your answer to the question ‘Yes’ or ‘No’?
Yes

No

No

If no, please explain your reasons along with any suggestions for changes or additions to the
key characteristics.

The documents give a good description of much of the inheritance of the area (natural habitat,
ecology, topography and buildings heritage, etc.,). Much of the environmental landscape and
constraints are bequeathed by nature, but the urban and industrial environment has been
created by man in recent history - and can therefore be erased, maintained or enhanced. This
document should allow for the possibility that much of the latter, urban and industrial
constraints, could and should be removed or altered: just because something is old does not
mean it is good, although heritage buildings should not be torn down without sufficient
justification.
There is insufficient attention given to the linkages with adjacent counties and what that
implies: for example, Dacorum, being largely a commuter community at the western extremity
of Hertfordshire has more affinity and connection to Bucks and London that to (say)
Hertfordshire.
It would be appropriate for greater consideration to the natural constraints to be given. The
chalklands in Dacorum already have a worrying low-water table, which is an issue of national
importance and should be at the forefront of considerations and not merely just a mention in a
weighty document.
The Town Council’s opinion is that the document does not recognise the reality that much
development today is bolted onto existing townships, ultimately leading to urban sprawl.
Developers should consider the impact of the totality of the pre-existing town, plus the new
development with the necessary infrastructure to make a coherent whole.

QUESTION 2 - Do you consider that the detailed design principles (as set
out under each of the 10 broad categories) will be effective in securing
high quality development?
Is your answer to the question ‘Yes’ or ‘No’?
Yes

No

No

If no, please explain your reasons along with any suggestions for changes or additions to the
draft detailed design principles.

The document is too long, and could be onerous for people to engage with. Furthermore, it
lacks specific standards and clarity on new developments. It also has some material failings,
which are outlined below:
• It reads like a set of guidance for very large new developments/new towns. However, in
practice, the reality is likely to be a situation whereby lots of mid-scale (a few hundred house)
developments are bolted onto existing communities. These developments individually will of
themselves not be of sufficient scale to accommodate all of the grand designs set out in the
document, nor will they warrant investments in existing community amenities. The
consideration of future developments and with their impacts on the pre-existing societies
considerations of community, amenity, connectivity, mixed purpose etc., is crucial. These
guidelines should be used to create an overall plan within which sub-developments are
tendered.
• It is heavily weighted towards the traditional considerations of living design, building layout,
good homes, distinctiveness, compactness, street scenes, etc., before getting onto
environmental, health and carbon issues. This very much reads like business as usual (with
more imagination admittedly), with nature being considered as an afterthought. What this
means is maximise homes, make them look really pretty, be congruent with heritage and
within that context do what you can to minimise the detrimental impact this has on the
environment, climate and health. This line of reasoning needs to be exactly reversed. Design
homes and communities that maximise conservation, that maximise green spaces and
communities, that maximise the opportunities for safe and healthy mobility and then within
that context be as consistent with the pre-existing heritage and pre-existing notions of what is
pretty as possible. The scope of the document means that it is all things to all people;
tendering developers can never comply with all of these ideals and so what they really need
to know, in addition to this, is what the big priorities are (as detailed in sections 4, 7 and 8).
• Section 7.6 on Air Pollution is particularly sparse and makes only vague references to
reducing car dependency and including green screening. The adverse effects of air pollution
are well documented. We know that around 50,000 premature deaths occur every year due to
air pollution and that Covid-19 has had a particular impact in areas of poor air quality.
Developers should be required to evidence the base line pollution levels and demonstrate
precise proposals for how they will manage air flow and minimise pollution. Similarly, on
Climate Change (e.g. Section 8.6), carbon neutrality is treated as an optional extra: “deliver
carbon neutrality where possible”. Given that these guidance documents are presented on a

QUESTION 3 - Do you consider that the guidance on designing
employment buildings and areas will meet the future needs of Dacorum?
Is your answer to the question ‘Yes’ or ‘No’?
Yes

No

No

If no, please explain your reasons along with any suggestions for changes or additions to the
guidance on designing employment buildings and areas.

The Town Council very much welcome the intention to create industrial/business locations
integral to the living spaces. It is also pleased with the guidance on attractive designs which
include green spaces, focal points and areas for recreation and socialisation, although these
need to be given greater prominence in the guidance.
Developers should move away from the notion that business parks are ugly, out of the way
minimalist places hidden from view, or places where people spend the minimum amount of
time and just go there to earn their living and get out as fast as possible. People can spend
more than half of their waking hours at work and therefore these work spaces should be
designed to be pleasant and joyful places to be.
As per the residential design however, it is important to make the priorities much clearer and
enhancing the natural inheritance/environment, zero carbon and avoidance of noise, air and
water pollution should come first and the external designs fit into that paradigm rather than the
reverse.

QUESTION 4 - Overall, do you have any other comments regarding the
Draft Dacorum Strategic Design Guide SPD?
Is your answer to the question ‘Yes’ or ‘No’?
Yes

Yes

No

If yes, please provide your general comments.

This document has a wide scope and the design principles include many details which the
Town Council support, for example the provision of safe and useable cycling routes.
If only the developments over the last thirty years were informed by the broad sentiments
expressed in these documents, then we would have begun with a much more community
based, attractive, green urban inheritance.
This document is very welcome, there are many good aspects to it but in order to deliver on
the priorities of the future it needs to be clearer on what matters most.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

