Neighbourhood Plan Meeting – Wednesday 18th April
Housing & Development

“Post Its” 

Jackson Meadow

· This plan is no longer relevant dated 2006

· The areas around the church need  - this area is historic environment a heritage asset or significance to the setting of the church (+1 dot) 
· Construction in the field North of the Parish Church needs to be protected as a corridor for the character and natural setting of Lympstone Parish Church  (+2dots)
· Construction in the field North of the Parish Church needs to be protected as a corridor for the character and natural setting of Lympstone Parish Church  

· I am concerned about the road safety on Trafalgar Road and round to Jackson Meadow. I wouldn’t want too many builders near my children (+ 1 dot)

· Whether designated or not or capable of designation as a heritage asset, this land all around the church right up to Jackson Meadow and to the South into the fields justifies a degree of protection from housing development

· Land immediately near the church (as planned for development) needs to be curtailed or eliminated for the sake of the historic environment of the Parish Church 

· Development of the land South of Jackson Meadow would be detrimental to the village -; Unsafe for residents , children especially. Wildlife would be affected and some of those are protected

· Road safety in Jackson Meadow is a serious issue!!
· The plaot of land by 15 Jackson Meadow is NOT viable to use as building site.  Access is very limited and impact would badly affect families near by. (On the doorstep) (+3 Dots)

Other 

· Multi purpose mixed housing ie old folk housed with young people with warden accommodation

· No sporadic development in the Green Wedge
· Candy’s field could be made a village green – the only way to be sure it is not developed in the future

· At a glance it is impossible to state where housing should/shouldn’t go from an objective standpoint.  An independent audit that takes into consideration where/capacity/access/flooding using a scoring matrix (as a professional piece of work). 

· Capacity of school should determine houses built (+1 dot)
· Keep the existing built area boundary line

· The capacity of the village school is a KEY determinant of the number of houses that could be built in the village.  The District Councils policy on school investment should be established

· Suggest 50 houses are achieved by in-filling in ones and twos, NOT a block of 25/50 (+2 dots)

· Additional housing is not required; there auditedally 1,000’s of empty houses everywhere. At the same time the school is full to overflowing and the A376 the busiest road in the country.  The place is saturated. 

· Shared Ownership/ Starter Homes for young people (+7 dots)

· Local housing for local families

· Top of Glebelands small bungalows re-develop area for up to date sheltered housing/retirement flats

· Push for NIL carbon Eco housing on new builds (+1 dot) 

· How much infilling between houses should we allow?  What are the criteria for acceptability

· The village school have 3 classrooms divided by curtains – build a new school South of the church. (I agree totally with this + 1 dot)
· New house no more than 3 or 4 a year not huge development

· Protect Wooton Brook (+2 dots)

· Housing ground in Rectory – some of the 50 houses (+1 dot)

· If this area built on – include it within Lympstone change boundary – (+3 dots) (This refers to the land North of Meeting Lane which is in Woodbury Parish) 
· Our school is already filled to capacity where will the extra children go to school
· Ensure that any new housing development includes good mix and is not dominated by “Executive Houses”

· “Affordable and social housing for the young” has been high on the agenda for some time – we only need 11 over the next 15 years.  We need to consider the needs of our growing elderly population – Lympstone House has closed.  We need warden assisted housing

Dot Placement

Dots placed on comments have been recorded above.
4 dots were placed on the Jackson Meadow site.  (The community were asked to place dots where they wanted to see development – in view of the adverse comments re Jacksons Meadow I am not sure these dots were placed with positive intent.) 
What are our criteria for deciding where is best?

Access to village facilities – 3 dots

inside building boundary – 2 dots

Avoiding congestion in village – 9 dots

Fit with landscape – 5 dots
What type of housing? 

Sheltered Accommodation – 2 dots

 Family Homes – 1 dot
Affordable Housing – 8 dots
Should we stick rigidly within the existing build boundary? – 3 dots
Consider other sites – 14 dots
Floating housing – plenty of space

Do we want development space for businesses? – 4 dots
Workshops – 2 dots / studios / shops
Work hubs – 1 dot
For our plan to be accepted, it must deliver the following four criteria

The new East Devon Plan for the period 2012 2026 targets Lympstone Parish with a 5%

increase in dwellings 45-50. This is appropriate, feasible and acceptable. – 2 dots
Developments should extend the existing village, not be within the parish dislocated from

existing housing and amenities. – 5 dots
New housing should reflect the on-going needs of the community through to 2026 – 2 dots  
