Summary of Questions and responses given at the 12 May GACF
Subject: V7 Programme and highway works
Responses provided by Jonathan Locke, Taylor Wimpey (TW)

	Question
	Response given

	Is the route of the Roydon commuter link yet determined?
	Not yet, there are two possible options.  These are being discussed with the relevant landowners.


	Is the option of the route via Hunsdon Lock still being pursued?

	Yes, still under investigation.

	Has there been engagement with the Canals and Rivers Trust in relation to the Hunsdon Lock route?

	Yes

	Is the Hunsdon Lock route anticipated to be for recreational use only?

	Yes, although some users may choose it as their regular route.

	Is TW engaged with Greater Anglia (or successor operator) with regarding to cycling provision at Roydon station?
	Currently it is considered too early for this, but requirement to do so is acknowledged.  A financial contribution toward provision is secured in the s106 Agreement.


	What is the time frame for the delivery of housing at the site?
	Referring to the slides provided for the meeting.  First occupation is anticipated by April 2028.  Say 100 in total in that year.  At 200 per year, there would be 300 delivered by end 2029 and then a further 50 (giving 350 in total and trigger for provision for Sustainable Transport Corridor (STC) link across to V1) by mid 2030.


	In relation to primary schooling the understanding is that there should be provision by the Sept following first occupation.  Given the above there should be provision by Sept 28.  It is understood that HCC will not seek to deliver primary schools in both V1 and V7 at once therefore the link between V7 and V1 is critically important to enable children to attend school.  However, the requirement on TW is only to deliver the STC to the site boundary?
	In relation to primary schools, the obligation is for Places for People (PfP, V1-6) to make provision in V1-6 in the first Sept following occupation.  For V7, the s106 obligation enables HCC to call for a school site when they see necessary.  TW will work to make access available to the site as early as possible.  The STC is critical and, on above timings, is due to be delivered by the mid 2030 timing.  There is a similar obligation in relation to V1-6 also requiring it to delivery to the boundary of its site.


	Provision of the STC is not straight forward with some significant engineering operations to be undertaken.

	Noted but considered achievable.

	Cllr Buckmaster (HCC) – if TW deliver housing at the rate anticipated, they may be up to 18 months in advance of PfP.  HCC Cabinet has agreed to release of funds to advance one of the two possible first primary schools sites (V1 or V7).  So location could be V7.
	Noted, although it is understood that delivery timings are not the only consideration for the HCC Childres team.  An Education Review Group (ERG) has been formed which consists of reps from the developers, EHDC and HCC.  This receives and reviews information to enable HCC to come to a decision on which primary school to proceed with first.


	Noted that works are to proceed on a full A414/ Church Land junction upgrade (Rather than an interim junction).  There will be other road works on the A414 in Sept 26 and the existing junction is a hazardous location.  It is essential that a safe plan for construction will be in place.

	Yes, understood.  Once contractors have been engaged, they will be involved in ensuring that construction is undertaken in a safe manner and input into the required Construction Management Plan (CMP).

	As s278 Agreements have been sought, have safety audits already been carried out?
	Initial work on Stage 1 and Stage 2 of safety audits has been undertaken.  Further work is necessary before these are complete/ signed off.


	Will TW keep the community in the picture regarding the proposed road works?

	Yes, via website and Elipsis (project manager) are due to be present at next Forum to provide more info.

	Can TW say yet when/if road closures are anticipated in Sept 26.  Can another Forum meeting be organised?

	Not yet confirmed, TW can return to the next Forum with further details.

	Have the impacts of the proposed works been demonstrated and modelled?
	Details are yet to be confirmed.  TW wants to avoid putting out a position that has not been confirmed/ agreed by HCC highways too early.  This may only lead to heightened concerns when alternatives may be identified and pursued.


	When will a definite position be reached on road disruption.  Is Sept realistic?
	TW consider the timescales are ambitious but can be achieved.  Once contractors are on board they will be able to provide knowledgeable input to move matters on.  There is potential for slippage.


	Concern that a fait accompli will be delivered to residents in the form of further details that are only provided shortly before works commence and once crystallised with HCC highways/ contractors.
	TW will endeavour to provide further information as far in advance of any works as possible.  In response to a suggestion, TW committed to a further drop-in session timed to relate to the beginning of works, that is, either at the next Forum or separately.


	Given that HCC highway officers are not present, what action can be pursued to ensure that they do attend a future meeting?
	Cllr Buckmaster (HCC member) explained that he will continue to try and get officer attendees in addition, explaining to the Exec Director at HCC that attendance by HCC officers is seen as necessary by the Forum.  Forum attendees were provided with email contact details and the details of the relevant Exec Member at HCC to make their own contact.


	Primary School – returning to the issue, surety was sought that the necessary primary education provision would be made.
	Jenny P explained that HCC Childrens team consider a wide range of information when deciding how and when to proceed with a school.  They will assess child yield when considering house types to be built and the build rates.  Currently it is considered that demand emerging will be manageable.  TW add that its experience is that pupil yield is low to start, it accelerates subsequently and then levels off.


	Buses – up to £1m in funding is to be provided.  Will TW have any say in how the funds are used?  Could it seek integration with Hunsdon?
	TW has a degree of involvement and will have discussions with operators.  Cllr Buckmaster (HCC) indicates that HCC are considering an element of bus franchising which will impact.


	In relation to V1-6/PfP, it is noted that PfP are hosting a further event in relation to the Eastwick Road works.

	Noted.

	Have studies or modelling been undertaken in relation to the final outcomes of development?

	Yes, and transport consultants could be asked to attend a future meeting of the Forum to provide explanation.

	Are their other potential benefits for the community?
	TW, without commitment, invites the possibility of suggestions of potential community benefit works.




