From:

To: Joanna Vincent

Subject: Re: Response to new plans provided by Brett Aggregates re Ellenbrook Fields Inquiry
Date: 14 March 2026 21:01:19

Your Ref.

APPEAL AGAINST REFUSAL OF PLANNING APPLICATION FOR THE
ESTABLISHMENT OF

A NEW QUARRY ON LAND AT THE FORMER HATFIELD AERODROME
APPLICATION REFERENCE: PL/0232/21;

APPEAL REFERENCE: APP/M1900/W/24/3346607

APPELLANT: Brett Aggregates Limited

ADDRESS OR LOCATION AND THE NATURE OF THE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT: Land

at Hatfield Aerodrome, Off Hatfield Road, Hatfield, Hertfordshire

On 13 Mar 2026, at 16:54, Caroline Penn_

wrote:
For attention of Joanna Vincent, Gateley Hamer

Objection to new plans provided by Brett Aggregates in relation to the application to
quarry on Ellenbrook Fields for the SoS’s second Inquiry in April 2026

The latest proposals by Brett for access to Ellenbrook Park fail to take
important issues into account for local people and others using this amenity.

Cutting off the access to the park from the Southwest means a lengthy
diversion to get to the open park. My husband and | walk there eastwards
from The Alban Way. Currently it takes just over half an hour to get to the
open ground, but it is worth the walk. The access proposed would mean
walking nearly 20 extra minutes alongside the quarry works before reaching
the open part of Ellenbrook Park. A walk of nearly an hour before reaching the
fields of Ellenbrook would mean that we no longer think it worth doing,
particularly if part of it is next to busy Hatfield Road.

The access proposed would be unpleasant to walk along. Occasionally | walk
near the Colney Heath Tyttenhanger Lakes and the access through the quarry
is not pleasant. Apart from the noise from machinery and vehicles, there is the
constraining feeling to be walking between wire fencing along paths that are
narrow and often extremely muddy. Also, there is a risk of breathing dust
from the workings.

It is unacceptable that users and local residents will be robbed of half of
Ellenbrook Park for 30-40 years - at least a generation - and that, particularly
for Ellenbrook and Smallford residents, which are expected to increase
considerably due to housing developments likely in the area, they should put
up with so much less Park amenity close by. Furthermore, their having to walk



past the eyesore of a working quarry (or of high fencing and bunds) - the
noise, dust and heavy vehicle movements - all virtually on their doorsteps is
detrimental to health. This district has a high density of quarries already.
Forcing yet another one, in a residential area, would be very unwise and unfair
on local people.

My previous objections on safety grounds and the potential environmental
damage still stand.

caroline pern, I
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For attention of Joanna Vincent, Gateley Hamer

Response to new plans provided by Brett Aggregates in relation to the application to quarry on
Ellenbrook Fields for the SoS’s second Inquiry in April 2026

The latest proposals by Brett for access to Ellenbrook Park fail to take important issues into
account for local people and others using this amenity.

Cutting off the access to the park from the Southwest means a lengthy diversion to get to
the open park. My husband and | walk there eastwards from The Alban Way. Currently it
takes just over half an hour to get to the open ground, but it is worth the walk. The access
proposed would mean walking nearly 20 extra minutes alongside the quarry works before
reaching the open part of Ellenbrook Park. A walk of nearly an hour before reaching the
fields of Ellenbrook would mean that we no longer think it worth doing, particularly if part
of it is next to busy Hatfield Road.

The access proposed would be unpleasant to walk along. Occasionally | walk near the
Colney Heath Tyttenhanger Lakes and the access through the quarry is not pleasant. Apart
from the noise from machinery and vehicles, there is the constraining feeling to be walking
between wire fencing along paths that are narrow and often extremely muddy. Also, there
is a risk of breathing dust from the workings.

It is unacceptable that users and local residents will be robbed of half of Ellenbrook Park
for 30-40 years - at least a generation - and that, particularly for Ellenbrook and Smallford
residents, which are expected to increase considerably due to housing developments likely
in the area, they should put up with so much less Park amenity close by. Furthermore,
their having to walk past the eyesore of a working quarry (or of high fencing and bunds) -
the noise, dust and heavy vehicle movements - all virtually on their doorsteps is
detrimental to health. This district has a high density of quarries already. Forcing yet
another one, in a residential area, would be very unwise and unfair on local people.

My previous objections on safety grounds and the potential environmental damage still
stand.

Caroline Penn,-
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