Appendix 1
 Results of Comments made on each site at Consultation Event 28-6-11 Eversley Village Hall

Sorted by % Positive Comments
	Site No and Location
	Positive comment
	%
	Negative Comment
	%
	Total
	Site specific comments summary of support and concerns issues

	19 West of Westward Ho
	88
	91%
	9
	9%
	97
	Support: Continues existing scheme of social housing at Westward Ho. Good access. Central for local amenities and on the bus route. Integrates well with existing settlement. Minimal impact on community or countryside.

Concerns: Highway issues, Development will create a ribbon effect and make Westward Ho into a larger estate. Flood risk

	16 West of Eversley Village Hall
	25
	51%
	24
	49%
	49
	Support: Central location to access village amenities, schools and transport. Good site with good access. Trees need to be protected
Concern: 
Trees need to be protected. Site should stay as woodland. Access and Highway issues. Detracts from entrance to village. Gap should be maintained. 

 

	18 Opposite Charles Kingsley School
	32
	51%
	31
	49%
	63
	Support: Central location close to amenities. Continues social housing close to Westward Ho. Development would enhance existing site.
Concern: Access and Highway issues. Sets precedent for future development. Extends into countryside and out of keeping.

	20 East of Centre Green
	30
	50%
	30
	50%
	60
	Support: Good central location near local amenities. Good access. Development would enhance existing site. Minimal impact on countryside.

Concern:  Recreational and park area should be protected. Highway issues. Environmental impact and flood risk

	17 Old Village Hall
	25
	47%
	28
	53%
	53
	Support: Close to local amenities and on bus route. Development would enhance existing site. Good site but access concerns would need to be overcome.
Concern: Access and Highways, extends into the countryside. Does not integrate well with existing settlement. Flood risk

	21 South of Holly Close
	27
	42%
	38
	58%
	65
	Support:  Good central location, close to amenities. Integrates well with settlement. 
Concerns: Access and Highway issues. Impact on existing community and countryside. Affect character of the area. Flood risk

	13 East of White Hart
	20
	37%
	34
	63%
	54
	Support: Good site but requires highway issues to be overcome.
Concerns: Access and Highways, Impact on community and countryside, isolated from village amenities, conservation area and flooding risks

	14 South of Little Chesters
	14
	32%
	30
	68%
	44
	Support: Good access with minimal impact on the countryside
Concerns: Access and Highways, Isolated from village amenities, flooding, impact on countryside and community, conservation area

	36 North of Warbrook Lane1
	12
	25%
	36
	75%
	48
	Support: Good site with good access
Concerns: Loss of allotments. Access and Highway concerns. Impact on existing community and environment. Bypass should take priority. Flood risk.

	30 South of Anne’s Cottage
	19
	24%
	60
	76%
	79
	Support: Good site with good access  Good design could enhance Up Green.

Concerns: Access and Highway concerns. Impact on existing community and environment. Unwanted coalescence of Up green and Chequers Lane areas. Conservation area and flood risk. 

	35 South of Sherlock Lea
	14
	22%
	49
	78%
	63
	Support:  Close to local amenities. Has potential if power lines could be recited.
Concerns: Existence of Power cables on site. Access and Highway concerns. Impact on existing community and environment. 

	37 North of Warbrook Lane2
	9
	21%
	34
	79%
	43
	Support: Good site at this end of village
Concern: Loss of allotments. Access and Highway concerns. Impact on existing community and environment. Lacks connection to existing development. Flood risk, Should be reserved for the bypass

	22 West of Sherlock Lea
	8
	13%
	55
	87%
	63
	Support: Good central location close to village amenities. Could integrate well with existing settlement.

Concern: Access and Highway concerns. Location of Power cables on site. Impact on existing community and environment. Affect character of area

	29 North of Hunters Lodge2
	9
	13%
	61
	87%
	70
	Support: Good site with potential. Traffic through flow problem could be mitigated by closing Chequers Lane at one end.

Concerns: Access and Highway concerns. Impact on existing community and environment. Sets precedent for future development


	28 North of Hunters Lodge1
	7
	10%
	66
	90%
	73
	Support: Good site, dangerous access could be overcome. Could fit well with character of the area.
Concerns: Access and Highway concerns. Impact on existing community and environment. Sets precedent for future development. Out of character.

	27 Opposite Parfitts Farm Cottage
	6
	9%
	61
	91%
	67
	Support: Good site, dangerous access could be overcome. 
Concerns: Access and Highway concerns. Impact on existing community and environment. Sets precedent for future development. Out of character


Eversley Parish Council Sites

Results

Would you support Eversley Parish Council offering Parish Council land to use for Affordable Housing for Local People with a connection to the Parish?
	Site No and Location
	For
	%
	Against
	%
	Total
	Summary of main issues, concerns, support for sites

	Site 7 East End of Lower Common Wood
	30
	41%
	44
	59%
	74
	Support: Sale could benefit the Parish and Community. Good Access. Good site.
Concerns:
Site should be preserved as woodland. Should stay for recreational purpose. Concern on the impact on countryside and existing community. Access and Highway concerns. 
Flood risk, development in conservation area 

 

	Site 8 West of St Neott’s Road
	29
	39%
	45
	61%
	74
	Support: Sale could benefit the Parish and Community. Good Access. Good site. Close to local amenities
Concerns:
Site should be preserved as woodland. Should stay for recreational purpose. Concern on the impact on countryside and existing community. Access and Highway concerns. 
Flood risk, development in conservation area 

 


Do you think you may qualify for such a scheme?

	No
	63

	Yes
	5

	Total
	68


Are you on the Hart Housing Register?

	No
	61

	Yes
	8

	Total
	69


General Comments
Eversley General Comments by Category

Support for an affordable housing scheme in Eversley

“Affordable Housing is very important to ensure village is maintained. I support a scheme in Eversley”
“Affordable housing is very important. I am so glad these sites have been proposed and encourage you to pursue

 the scheme until it is successful.”
“My children will qualify for such a scheme in years to come”
“Couple on the register 4 years. Have lived in Eversley for a combined total 60 years. Want to start first home”
“Go for it !”
“I support the need for small affordable housing scheme in Eversley, but impact on the quality of life for existing residents must not be compromised. Land on existing farmland and woodland should be the last to be considered” (PC land)

“It would be great to have more affordable housing. I for one could never afford to buy in Eversley”
“Rural housing seems to be a great idea for low income families. However cost of living out of the 

main town is often overlooked. Local jobs are hard to find.”
“There must be housing at all costs. There is a continuing need for this.”
“Would prefer sites I have commented on, but as long as I stay in the village near my family. I would be happy

 apart from Lower Common sites.”
Against an affordable housing scheme for Eversley

“Arborfield proposal should take Eversley housing need”.
“Use Arborfield Houses.”
“Arborfield proposal should take Eversley housing need.”
“Arborfield site more appropriate.”
“Hart and PC comments seem bias and lack evidence to support them. Why is affordable housing needed in Eversley when Arborfield and Yateley can absorb any need.”
“I object that residents have not been surveyed about building more affordable housing in village. Village does not have infrastructure or roads to support this.”
“Question need for development when Arborfield will have large numbers of affordable housing.”
“Questions whether the housing is needed”
“Eversley has done its bit for affordable housing, lets not turn the village into a housing estate.”
“The properties will go to people outside the village, which goes against reason for building”
“Lets be clear, about 99% of current residents don’t want more housing estates built in Eversley, especially with 10,000 houses about to be built in Arborfield only 2 miles from Eversley”

Comments about the Parish Council

“Concern that EPC have hidden agenda, by stating sites suitable for SANG, when 9 homes do not need a SANG”
“If we have to have more housing forced on our village, the PC recommendations should be followed

as they are in touch with the environment. Only their A & B recommendations should be considered”
Suggestions for other areas to search for sites

“ Land SW of Fox Lane should be investigated.” 

“The Quarry behind Eversley Cricket ground should be considered”
Issues about HARAH
“Design of housing should fit with local character and historical area. Hyde designs not impressive”
Comments about the Exhibition

“Good Exhibition, Very Clear layout and displays.Well done”
“Good to have the opportunity to comment and on this occasion to be informed by the PC about it, 

which does not seem to have happened in the past. No opportunity to comment on the Need Aspect.”
“It is surprising that so many unsuitable sites are being considered. A realistic assessment would have reduced the number.”
Comments regarding Planning process

“We need to protect all greenfield conservation area sites at all costs. The relationship of housing to landscape is extremely important to local communities. Sites which are unsuitable for new housing due to planning constraints should not be considered”
