





















































































































































that each development proposal is made to contribute to the solution as well as to the problems
caused by traffic, particulary in Puckeridge High Street.

5.29 This study may seem depressingly short on specific proposals to alleviate the traffic
problems,especially those in Puckeridge High Street. However, unless and until the extent of
the problems is recognised by the authorities especially the Highway Authonty, suggestions
from within the villages must appear of little practical value.

Recommendation
It is therefore suggested that, as a matter of priority a comprehensive study is undertaken
of the passing traffic, the local traffic and the parking arrangements Puckeridge High
Street and its vicinity.
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Section 6
Main Conclusions

6.1

6.2

As to the villages:

(a) Housing development within the existing village boundary should be permitted provided it
is such as to enhance the character of the villages. (Para 3.7, 3.8)

(b) The village boundary itself should be jealously guarded. (Para 2.3, 3.11)

() Land and buildings in industrial use should not be permitted a grant of change of use

to residential housing, (Para 3.11)

(d) All building development proposa]s should be monitored prospectively to ascertain the
extent to which they may be expected to exacerbate existing traffic problems. (Para 3.1 1))

As to the surrounding countryside:
(a)Housing or other development outside the village boundary should be resisted. (Para 1.16)

(b)People should be encouraged, by sensible planning decisions, to undertake local journeys
on foot or by bicycle. (Para 5.8)

(c)Current planning restrictions in the countryside should be vigorously enforced and further
initiatives to enhance or conserve the countryside should be encouraged. (Para 1.16)

(d)Leisure use of the countryside should be encouraged provided it is not harmful to its
character or to the local flora and fauna, (Para 1.16)

(d)The maintenance and development of rights of way, other than for motorised vehicles,

should be encouraged, (Para 1.16)

(e)The most important archagological sites in the parish should be given pre-emptive
protection. (Para 1.16)
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6.3

6.4

As to employment:

(a) Innovations to create further employment in the parish should be supported, whether
they cover self employment or service to an employer. (Para4.7)

(b} Full use of the areas of the parish in industrial or commercial development is to be aimed
for. (Para 4.8)

(c) Local shops merit the support both of the local-councils and the local population.
(Para 4.14) '

As to traffic:

(&) It is necessary first to recognise that the very high car ownership figures for the parish are
indicative of serious problems relating both to traffic and to parking, (Para 5.2 et seq)

(b) It is not possible, on the presently availablg objective evidence, to recommend action in
relation to the traffic problems.

{c) No further building development should be permitted in the vicinity of Puckeridge High
Street unless its content is such that it will on balance lead to a net diminution inthe traffic
problems in Puckeridge High Street, and possibly also to a net gain in the amenities
provided for the community, {Para 5.16 et seq)

(d) A comprehensive traffic survey in Puckeridge High Street is urgently needed. (5.29)
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