10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: The field area already floods at times, so this has to go somewhere

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: Traffic, air pollution, parking

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields

below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: No more properties built in village

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: Horse grazing area, foxes and birds seen in area

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: If anything should be built it should only be bungalows to be in keeping with
most of the properties surrounding it, however this is a beautiful green area of the
village and should remain so,
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: I

Date / Time: 4/3/2024 10:39:37 AM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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Lo

in We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: No move with the changes the UK needs 300,000 house built a year towns and

cities cannot provide it all

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Disagree
Safe Parking: Unsure
Character of the village: Disagree
Noise Pollution: Unsure
Air Pollution: Unsure
Light Pollution: Disagree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer:

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer: Not a question that you can answer like this

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer: Don’t see this as issie

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: No it’s not building on historic site
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: It would but planning should encompass these surveys

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: No

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Builder make this decision with county planners

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: None

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: No
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [N

Date / Time: 4/7/2024 9:58:02 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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i, We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Strongly agree - Great Gonerby has a strong community that should be

retained

2} We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Unsure
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Unsure

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: Pressure on school for extra placements

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: There is no capacity for any new businesses to be brought to the area, so no

new jobs to be filled by the additional population

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer: | don't think additional use of local services is a negative

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Houses will not be in keeping with the older properties in the centre of the

village
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Not sure

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: All services are already at breaking point!

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer:

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: Not sure

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from:

Date / Time: 4/16/2024 1:49:06 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: Kambrose76@gmail.com

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: on the basis of amount of traffic and safety to village users and residents. The
main road thought the village is a busy one, not only during school drop off/pick up but
at all times of the day, with large lorries using our village as a means to access the Al.
Church Lane is on a bend, visibility is not ideal and therefore is surely not a viable
entrance to an estate with the proposed number of houses. In addition to residents,
you will have an increase in traffic to the village with deliveries and visitors. This will
not only increase noise pollution but increase the amount of air pollution with an
increase of carbon monoxide and nitrogen dioxide to the village. It is claimed in the
sustainability plan that new developments will be near built up areas to make use of
existing infrastructure and transport links. However, over recent years there has been
a decrease in our bus services therefore residents would end up using their cars to

make journeys as public transport links can not be relied upon.

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: | do not believe that additional houses would improve unemployment
opportunities within Gonerby or the surrounding area. Gonerby has little

infrastructure to support additional workers and therefore would make no difference.
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5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more
examples?

Answer: The surrounding area is popular area for dog walkers and for recreation, with
access to surround fields this development would be of detriment to that and villagers
wellbeing.

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: The area is also near to conservation areas and preserved buildings.

7x We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: the addition of the houses to this area would increase the amount of surface
water significantly to the surrounding areas. Roads and drains can not cope with the
amount of water due to heavy downpours already, with additional of houses and hard
landscaping to this area, drainage of water would be more difficult and there would be
an increase to the amount of surface water. With climate change and changes to our
weather patterns, this will only get worse.

8. We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?
Answer:

Local facilities would be impacted. The primary school is only small and therefore
would not be able to take significant numbers of children. In addition, most local
secondary schools are over subscribed therefore more houses put additional pressure
on
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10.

11.

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields

below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Any development needs to be sympathised to the surrounding area with
residents on the perimeter of the village not having their view disturbed due to new

developments.

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.
Answer: the sustainability plan suggest there are trees in this area with tree
preservation orders on them. The area is also near to conservation areas and preserved

buildings. Also it is grade 2 agricultural land, as detailed in the sustainability plan, theref

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: |

Date / Time: 4/9/2024 2:03:20 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: Most definitely we need to keep village life going

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: Mental and physical health less walks and wildlife

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: No more jobs will be created for the area and people of Gonerby and
Grantham struggle now to find jobs especially if you have no means of transport and

Gonerby transport service is appalling

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: Gonerby does not have enough facilities in the village to cope with more

people and shops and schools would be needed or a better transport service

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes most definitely
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11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Yes we already have problems of drainage in lots of part of Gonerby ie pond
street Belvoir gardens etcetc

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: Yes most definitely we can not get doctors appointments | live in Gonerby and
can’t get a dentist my last one was Newark but now they don’t do NHS so | have no
currant dentist , the hospital needs to be save and opened up and made back into a
proper A&E

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Most definitely even better leave the village alone

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [
Date / Time: 4/18/2024 8:58:26 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Totally agree with this, we are adjacent to, not an extension of Grantham

town.

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: ‘ Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: The site is a haven for nature, this morning's birdsong was a prime example. It
was at its loudest down Church Lane, because of the paddocks, hedgerows and open

space.
Also, drainage and flooding in the area must be a serious consideration.

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer:

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: The school has become more popular in recent years and its communal spaces

feel over crowded. | don't believe the school could support further population increase.
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10.

11.

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: The space should be left as it is, the planned development is too large. As well
as removing valued green space, it would detract from views of the church and from
the church, and its historically significant surrounds.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer:

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?
Answer:

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer:

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/17/2024 7:26:57 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: If great gonerby has this development it will be like a small town

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer:

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: No

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer:

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes
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10.

11

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: It would increase the flood risk

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the
village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: This development and also the other development on the back way to gonerby
off the A607 WILL increase to pressure on school, doctors, hospitals and transport links
there is only a number of school places around here

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer:

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: NN

Date / Time: 4/3/2024 12:55:11 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: Most definitely

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Unsure

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Belton Lane junction increase of accidents. No proper functioning hospital.

Not enough schools or doctors.

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer: For building yes but not when everyone starts moving in

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer: Again hospital doctors schools won't cope with demand

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: No as these not being altered
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Yes it already floods

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: Absolutely no one local can get to see a doctor or dentist hospital downgraded
and who will pay for new classrooms and teachers

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Why not keep the undulating rural landscape

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: NN

Date / Time: 4/2/2024 5:21:31 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: | strongly agree

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: This is not the only development site in the area but all traffic will be
conviening into the village. This is an issue as each development site is being viewed
individually and not as a whole collective impact, specifically traffic, road safety,

pollution, impact on facilities (schools, leisure etc)

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: There is low employment in the area, many of the shops are charity, fast food

or pubs; additional housing will not increase jobs

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: Yes. Increased population has increased use of facilities and reduced

availability to the current residents.

Great Gonerby is a good walking location, increased population will see increased

footfall and wear on the area that would need investment to uplift and maintain.
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6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: The village is known for the fields and wild life - the church lane development
will remove the horses that locals enjoy and known for, to have dispersed out of the

area.

The entrance to the development site is a historical point for the village, a plaque is

mounted there, meaning development would be disrupted.

7 We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Great Gonerby has experienced flooding due to poorly maintained and
drainage provisions - removing fields for hard surfaces will increase demand on the

local drainage network and is already struggling.

8. We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the
village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: The area already struggles with schools places, doctor places, dentist places,
no Ank. This development with the others near by will significantly impact local

services.

S. We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: There are many nearby developments and development sites, developing in
the heart of the village will significantly damage the village character, it's look and feel,
identity.

10.  We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known

abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.
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Answer: Church lane and skinny winton lane are known to have owls, foxes and bats -

this development would be disrupting these animals which are valued by the villagers

11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/3/2024 9:27:59 AM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: | totally agree - it should stay the same and retain the feel of a village

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Amount of traffic through the village into town - already a nightmare at peak

times

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer: Definitely not

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: Biggest problem would be extra traffic and extra pressure on school, doctors

and hospital

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes it would -
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Belton lane is always flooded from these fields - building more houses will only
add to that problem

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: | have already mentioned this earlier . We can’t get hospital or doctors
appointments as it is .

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Agree

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: Regularly it can take over 20 mins for me to get through the traffic queuing
down gonerby road to the North Parade junction. and | only live at GHF .
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/4/2024 4:08:59 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: | heartily agree that G G should try to maintain its identity

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: Difficulty of access onto and off the B1174 on a fairly dangerous corner.

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer: Not aware of acute unemployment in the village

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: | would not think that facilities could be negatively impacted only the severe
consequences of more vehicles, both privately owned and delivery vehicles to

additional houses.

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: It depends on the style and number of occupants in the houses. There are

limited opportunities for young people to socialise except on the playing field.
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer:

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: It would indeed negatively impact on the local school and secondary schools

in Grantham as well as added pressure on all medical amenities.

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: | fully agree with this idea

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: Horses in the fields

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: | feel the impact of any more vehicles using the B1174 would be a great
mistake. We suffer enough already from the impact of heavy lorries thundering through
at all times of the day and night.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

response from: [ NN

Date / Time: 4/12/2024 10:58:39 AM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: | agree; | lived there for 7 years and it would be spoilt by too much extra

housing.

We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Unsure

We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: More dog owners/walkers. Increase in vehicles in an already busy area. Could

the village school cope with extra pupils?

We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer: | would say highly unlikely that the unemployment would be helped.

We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer: The village has a relatively high population now; it cannot cope with more.

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes, perhaps by engulfing the village atmosphere till it suffocates.
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7. We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: | lived on Belvoir Gardens for 7 years - flooding risks would be enhanced by a
high amount of more building.

8. We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: It could affect the local school/nursery. The GPs affected would be in
Grantham and these are already struggling with increased capacity. The hospital is
reducing patient services so any population increase in the area will only add to this
burden.

9. We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments
Answer: | agree. Green space needs retaining at all costs.

10.  We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: | do not know.

11.  We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: Great Gonerby is a special place; it has a unique atmosphere and village
community which must be retained.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/18/2024 4:59:55 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024


Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle


Great Gonerby Church Lane development

et sxpn-zu Pas tsh. Great Gonerby

iog at.on Land off Church Lane, Great’ Gnnerhy, South Kesteven‘ * l.incolns ' Land :yr,ra Greenf‘ eld

Brgpaa»;s Lize; Re;ndenual

r I'f*f"“fr*d ) '3 = Ye& 3

Sate Size: 3; ﬁ

SKPR241 1/

ELMS VIEW

L

T 5 A 2 r"‘“—/ - | N st e BRewy .
& Crovn eopyright and database nights 2023 OS ACCRO0B 1677~ 5 Crown %pgngm amznmbasa nghls 2&23 os ACUC}D&BQ@?;:
Malor fontraints
Constraint Assessment
Settiement Hserarchy Larger\ﬂllage

Site Deliverabditv Tlmetab!e o
Located f Dverlap with a Flond Zt-:ne
%of Dver!ap wrth Flaod“?.ane 2 -
% of Dverlap with Flﬂod Zone 3

Statutary cunsultee comment on F!acd Risk
{Envl'ronmenl Agency)

Surfa;e Water Fluod Rnsk 3
Proximrty tc :Iosesl Descgnated Sita tSAC SPA 5551)

Statutory :unsultee comment on Desugnated Site {SAC
5PA, S551)

Impact on the Strategu: Highway Network

Statutory comments on Highway Network (H!ghwavs
England}
impact on the Local Highway Netwurk S

lmpact on the Local Road Netwark

Statutory comments on nghway Netwark (meolnshure
County Council)

Does the s:te have suitab!e aCCESS
Site Aﬁected hy Minerals and Was{e Poltw
Mlnerals and Waste Pellcy Cr:de

S:atutorv consu!tee mmment on Mmerals and Waste

No: comme nt from Natuml England

Moderate

Less than Bkms howaver number uf tﬂps to reach
~multi ple SRnare fess than 40. Hence, ‘moderate impact.

Moderate
Mnderate

Church Lane smgle track restricted bvway Surfat:ed o
bend only. No footways/kerbing/deainage, Would
require bringing up to adoptable standard to paint of
access. improvements to link to PROW. 5W flood
issues. Church Lane jnc with Grantham Road vis ok. FW
provision to Grantham ok with good access to shops and

school.

Part
NIA

No comment fmm i.m::olnshire Cnunty Council

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024



1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: | agree it should retain a village identity 1.

25 We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Poltution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer:

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer:

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer:

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer:
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer:

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?
Answer:

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer:

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/17/2024 8:36:11 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: | agree

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree
3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: No
4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer: Not necessarily

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer:

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer:

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the
village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: The school is already very busy we do not need that adding to
We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields

below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: We should not be building on our green areas ot is what makes great gonerby
a nice place to live

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/4/2024 6:13:55 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: | agree Great Gonerby should be a stand alone village

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: The proposed housing site is the only green space in the village and should

remain so.
Better use could be made of the land e.g. Doctors surgery, new school etc

Reduce the impact by reducing the number of proposed dwellings. The proposed

numbers are not in keeping with existing housing density in Church Lane.

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: If the density of the proposed housing development was reduced in keeping
with the existing and band D,E&F properties were built. Employment would not an

issue.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
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10.

Answer: The impact would be greatly reduced if the proposed numbers were reduced
in keeling with the existing housing development in Church Lane

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: The proposed development does not take into account socio-economic
diversity. A third of Church Lane properties are owned /occupied by NHS doctors and
dentist This is the character and rich heritage that needs maintaining .

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Developers would have to include suitable drainage in their proposals. If the
proposed numbers of dwelling were reduced in keeping with existing then the impact
on drainage and other services would be reduced accordingly

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: Once again: reduce the number of proposed dwellings and local services will
not be so heavily affected, Use the land for improving local services like a Doctor

Surgery or a new school and local services would be improved.

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: This questioni is of little significance. Wherever you build high density housing
in the centre of the village it will be seen for what it is a desperate attempt to meet

social housing target's
We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: The land involved in the proposed housing development is rough grazing.
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11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: High density housing development, to meet social housing targets is out of

place in Church Lane. Any development needs to be in keeping with existing housing

density

Both major political parties are promising to speed up the time planning approval takes.
Likewise, both parties want to be seen to build more social housing irrespective of local

feeling's. Major action is required to successfully prevent the idiotic proposal from

going any further
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: N
Date / Time: 4/7/2024 9:07:52 AM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: | agree

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Negative mental health outcomes, poor academic achievement due to lack of

school spaces, impact on the environment

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: There does not seem to be any plans to increase employment opportunities -

unless this is rectified, this would lead to an increase in unemployment.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: As a mental health professional, | object to any new building plans on existing
green/agricultural spaces. The removal of green spaces has a proven adverse impact
on mental health- which in turn leads to poor academic and employment outcomes.
There is no ethical way to carry out additional building in the village as this would

adversely impact the mental impact of residents .
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10.

It can not be stressed enough that there is sufficient housing stock already should

councils and property owners invest in their maintenance

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: This is a village - not a busy city. Losing areas of local character is not necessary
- as stated above, there is ample housing stock already. New builds do not fit the

character of the village.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Looking at Green Street and belton lane, it is clear we need to prevent further
developments as there is already a problem with water not draining after rain. We need

green spaces to allow for a healthy water table.

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: There is not enough school spaces. This will have adverse educational
outcomes . The local dentists are already over prescribed with no access for NHS
patients. There does not seem to be any consideration for lack of employment

opportunities. Local activi

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: There is absolutely no need no further developments. The council needs to
invest in maintaining the existing housing stock which is sufficient for local and national

needs.

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.
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Answer: There is a number of much loved horses kept in the area. These bring much
joy and delight to the inhabitants of the village. Furthermore, green spaces provide
homes to many wild animals - we need bees and moths to survive. Maintaining our

greens spaces is

11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: Please do not allow any further developments in the village - Invest in
maintaining and improving existing house stock. Doing so will ensure that the village
character, well being, and environmental health are maintained whilst providing

housing for those in need.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/4/2024 3:02:20 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: Great Gonerby should be considered as a Village Community.

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Unsure
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Disagree
Light Pollution: Unsure

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: 1. The biggest intrusion would be people making unauthorised access from

back gardens into Church Lane and Pond Street properties.

2. Itis also feared that unofficial vehicular access will be gained by the occupants of
the new development, to the disadvantage of Church Lane. The Lane would be turned
into an access road, creating additional parking hazards along the single track. Itis the
Residents and Landowners of Church Lane who are obliged to maintain the integrity of

the lane at their own cost.

3. Also, the overhead lines currently crossing the proposed site will have to be re-
routed, almost certainly along Church Lane, to where they can be reconnected at
Skinny Winton's Lane. This would create additional disruption and deterioration to the
restricted byway, which has already suffered significant damage from the recent works
to connect to the Rectory Farm Network on Barrowby Lane. Itis the residents of Church

Lane who are obliged to maintain the integrity of the Lane at their own cost.

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: Where is the employment in the area? What jobs?
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We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: 1. 1in 3 of the population of the UK is likely to own a dog. Of 86 households,
there are likely to be 26 more dogs, therefore dog walkers. (PDSA Findings, 2023) This
will inevitably mean increased levels of dogs deficating along Church Lane, but not
picked up. This is already a major issue for local residents.

2. Currently local pedstrians can enjoy a country lane walk and vista along Church Lane
and beyond. This could potentially be threatened with increased habitation and
population.

3. Currently pre-booking and often long waits are necessary for the astro turf court on
the Gonerby Playing Fields. Availability would reduce significantly with an increased
youth population.

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: The development will weaken the historic character and rich heritage of the

village.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: The village main street area has suffered from flooding in the past. Any
development will add to the risk of flooding and make flooding more frequent.

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?
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Answer: Signficant pressures will be exerted upon all local services, which are already
limited. Admittedly, local retail and caterers will benefit - Post Office, Pub, Social Club,

Corner Shop etc.

9l We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields

below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: If at all, the development would benefit from bungalows, not houses, at the
higher point of the development, as Church Lane is elevated at a high point of the
village. A house development would overwhelm the views from the Conservation Area

of the Villag

10. We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: Church Lane itself displays interesting wild flowers - Arum Lilies, Cowslips, an
abundance of Daffodils and Snowdrops amongst other varieties. All of the paddocks
on the proposed site provide valuable for horses. It should be noted that the land is

desi

11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: What has changed since SKDC refused Planning Permission for the

development of the corner site of the proposed development on previous occasions?
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/13/2024 6:06:49 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Great Gonerby is steeped in history and has a fantastic community. To become
a suburb of Grantham will destroy its identity. | live in a lovely village and want it to

stay that way!

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: More pollution will take its toll on the historical buildings, the beautiful church

and most importantly, the vast wildlife in and around our green and beautiful village.

The proposed entrance on Church Street to the development is on a dangerous bend
which leads to the aiready dangerous area around the school, especially during drop

off and collection times.

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: There are not enough employment opportunities in the area to support more

jobseekers.
Future developers will use their own workforce for the building of the development.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
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Answer: Parking and extra traffic will be a problem for the villagers, we just haven’t got
enough safe parking, there will be no green spaces left to accommodate extra dog
walkers and pedestrians. The sports facilities will be over subscribed! There is no room

for more people and overcrowding will become a problem,

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: As mentioned before, the extra pollution and more traffic, would hasten the
decaying of our beautiful old buildings.

7. We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Pond street is called this because there used to be a pond there. This street is
already waterlogged and the development’s excess water will make its way downhill
towards pond street! We need the fields off of church street to soak up the excess
water! Additionally, the flooding at the bottom of the hill from belton lane has been
very dangerous for vehicles and is destroying the road surfaces.

8. We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the
village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: We don’t have enough school places for more children so “squeezing” them
into the school will negatively impact their education.

Grantham is severely lacking in hospital facilities, GP surgeries, the ambulance service

is at an all time low and thereis s
9. We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields

below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: The rural landscape houses massive amounts of diverse wildlife and flora,

please don’t destroy their habitat! Mankind is killing our planet so we need to say no
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10. We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: The horses are a beautiful sight grazing on these fields, families of foxes,
rabbits, hedgehogs and field mice, along with a wide variety of birds live there! Please

do not destroy their habitat!!!

11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: There are far too many houses on the proposal, they will be an eyesore and

not in keeping with the Village! | strongly oppose this development!!!
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: N

Date / Time: 4/5/2024 7:39:32 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024


Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle


Great Gonerby Church Lane development

Hei SKPR-241 F'a 15 h GreatGonerby

Lotation: i.and oﬂ’ Church Lane, Great Gonerbv. south Kesteven, & meolns Land Tya-e Gteenﬁeld

Pry :.-powr* Use Res:dent:a!

Prmr-rr. d 31’ & '{eﬁ

_rte S‘:e, 3. 5

“skpR281 11

Malor Cantraints

2 Ceown copyrightt and distabase rights 2023 OS ACORODB 16677+

nmmm B &\% :x@}\

& Crr.mn cnpyrighl and dumnass nghm 2023 08 A@%ﬂﬁ&?ﬁ

Constraint

Settlement H-erarchv
Site Defiverabil:tv T’lmetable

I.ocated / Overlap WIU’! a Fiodd Zcme
% of Dverfap wrth Flond Zune 2
% of Overlap wlth Fland Zone 3

Stal:utory consultee comment on Flnud Risk
{Enurronment Agencv]

Surfat:e Water Fluod Rnsk_-
Proximrty ta closest Desrgnated SI:e [SAC SPA SSSI}

Statutary consultee comment on Demgnated Slte {SAC,
SPA, S551) - N

Impact on the Strateglc Highway Network

Statutarv comments on Highway Network 1Highwa§s
England}

Impact on the Local Highway Networlc
lmpar.t on the Local Ruad Network

Statutorv comments on Htghwav Network {meolnsh:re
County Council)

Dues the s:te have suitable access
Sfte Aﬁected hv Mtnerals and Waste Policy

Minerals and Waste Poiicy Ceude

Mnderale

school.

N/A
Statutorv consultee mmment on Mmerals and Wasm

Assesment

Laxger Village

Nu comment from Natural England

Less than 3kms, however nun;ber of trips to rear.h

multiple SRn are less than 40. Hence, moderate impact.

Moderate
Maderate

Church Lane smgle track restncted byway Surfaced ta
bend only. No footways/kerbing/drainage. Would
require bringing up to adoptable standard to point of
access. Improvements to link to PROW. SW flood
issues. Church Lane jnc with Grantham Road vis ok. FW
provision to Grantham ok with good access to shops and

Part

No comment from Lincolnshire County Council

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024



1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Great Gonerby is part of this area's history and remains unspoiled so far. It has

a great sense of community being a small village. Let's keep it that way.

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: Impact of al closures would be worsened with additional traffic.

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: Any jobs created in building would be external contracts and would not have

a positive impact on unemployment in the area.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
Answer:

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes.

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024



10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer:

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?
Answer: Yes, the local schools are already at capacity.

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Agreed.

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024



SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: I

Date / Time: 4/18/2024 8:30:18 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Great gonerby should remain a village. The schoolin the village (St sebastian's)
has no room for more primary aged children, neither does Gonerby Hill Foot School.

All children in the new housing would have to travel into or across town to go to school

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Children in the village already can't get places at the local secondary schools.

Add more children to the village and they will have even less chance. What schools are

all these children going to go to?

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: It will increase unemployment in the area as more people fighting for the same

jobs.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: As already mentioned, primary school is full so where are the new children
going to go? Or it means children already in the village won't get a place at their local

school and will have to travel a cross town.
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10.

11.

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes. It is extremely close to the conservation area. Building new houses would
not be in keeping with the historic nature of the area. It is a village. It will no longer be

a village with so many extra houses.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: The fields and surrounding area already floods. Adding to this would make
the flooding worse.

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: As mentioned village school is already full so where are the children going to
go? Children in the village already can't get in to the closest secondary school so where
are the new children going to go? Cannot get a Dr's appointment at the moment at St
Pe

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields

below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments
Answer:

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.
Answer: Foxes, tree preservation orders, horses grazing

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?
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Answer: How are they going to access the site? If on Pond street it will be a major
problem. | live on this street and it is very difficult to drive around with the current
volume of traffic. Concerns about emergency service access. The pull out onto the main

road from pond street is dangerous and extra traffic would increase these problems.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/7/2024 5:54:36 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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Great Gonerby Church Lane development
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Agree, the green areas around the village are full of wildlife and regularly used

by walkers.
The school doesn’t have room for the planned development

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: There are bats living in the hedgerow around the village.

The fields where the planned development would be flood now, where would the

water go? Especially with the increased rainfall being seen due to global warming.

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: Probably not. The developers will already have employees and the new houses

will be purchased by people already in employment

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: Increased traffic on roads not suitable,
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10.

11.

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: ??

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: The fields on Church Lane flood at the bottom, where would that water go.

The water on Belton Land this winter has been across the road most of the time. Again
where would this go?

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the
village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: Grantham hospital no longer has an A&E department and waiting times at

Lincoln are extremely long, especially with ambulances waiting for A&E.

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields

below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer:

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: The fields on Church Lane are used by horse owners as paddocks.

There are bats living in the hedgerow of these field.

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?
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Answer: The land on Church Lane is not easily accessible from the High Street.

The properties on Moreton Close have their lounges facing into these fields and the

new development would negatively impact privacy and potentially right to light.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/17/2024 6:55:53 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Great Gonerby is an ancient village steeped in history, for example it’s links to
Oliver Cromwell. It is a haven of tranquility, especially on Church Lane, and as such it

would be outrageous that it simply becomes a suburb of Grantham, losing its historic

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer:

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: SKDC has been very vague on employment opportunities. How would 86
dwellings improve employment in the area?? It wouldn’t have much of an impact, if
any at all. The pollution, destruction to wildlife far outweighs employment from the 86

dwellings.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: Loss of community. More people and facilities will detract from the village
character. A development of 86 dwellings on the Church Lane area is not in-keeping
with the immediate area and doesn’t retain the essence of the village and the

tranquility Church Lane offers all villagers and non-village users. Furthermore, any
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significant development will introduce light pollution, which will further reduce the
tranquil scene that is Church Lane

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: The area would lose its heritage, the loss of the historical green space and
church Lane. The Pinfold is an historical part of the entrance to the fields. The whole
entrance to church Lane would be affectation cope with potentially 200 vehicles

coming and going on such a dangerous junction.

7. We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: The site is on a slope, and slopes down to the houses at the bottom of the
field. This would surely cause flooding in their gardens. Additionally, the spring Church
Lane would surely require work doing on it as it currently comes up through the actual

road.

8. We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the
village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: It would negatively impact the services, the traffic in front of the school
especially at peak times is dangerous and adding 86 houses would greatly impact this
danger. Doctors, dentists and hospitals already struggle with the current population.

9. We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Building on the church Lane site would completely destroy the historic part of
Great Gonerby, there would be a loss of heritage, identity and character.

10.  We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known

abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.
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Answer: The Lane is full of wildlife, especially birds in the ancient hedgerows. There are

many bats in the evening and hedgehogs have been seen on the Lane.

11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: Loss of historic green space and impact on the wildlife devastating. The idea
to put 86 houses on such a small site is not in keeping with the village historic identity.
The amount of traffic will impact an already busy road creating a dangerous junction
around a busy pedestrian area, especially at school times. The land is a peaceful area

where you can get away from busy life.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

vesponse fror: [ NN

Date / Time: 4/7/2024 9:03:17 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Piease complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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Great Gonerby Church Lane development
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: Great Gonerby is our Village we like Village life that’s why we live here we

don’t want to be a suburb of Grantham.

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: The School - pupil numbers. Child and general safety on a busy narrow corner.

4. We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:
Answer: Increased population would further exacerbate unemployment in the area.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: This proposed development in the centre of the Village would negatively

impact all facilities-

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?
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Answer: Yes - the most beautiful and tranquil area in the Village, the countryside starts
opposite our lovely Church at the bottom of Church Lane with peace and birdsong.

7. We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?
Answer: The underground springs could have an impact on drainage.

8. We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: We now only have access to Grantham Doctors - Grantham Hospital has no
A&E and traffic into Grantham is regularly stationary from Gonerby Hill Foot.

9: We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: The corner of Pond Street is considered to be the centre of the Village the
proposed site is no more than a “stone’s throw” away according to Gonerby
Clockpelters and once again the most tranquil part of the Village.

10.  We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: Horses graze in the fields along with the foxes - muntjacs and pheasants also
red bellied newts ( name unknown to me) and lovely field mice. Birds - the bats circle
round on summer evenings - we watch the owls and the red kilts and lots of common
birds

11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?
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Answer: Don’t spoil this valued special area let it remain for future generations to

enjoy.

Leave the old hedgerows and trees to the wildlife.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/17/2024 10:33:11 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?
Answer: Great Gonerby is classified as a village and should remain that way

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?
Answer: Danger to school children as there are two schools in close proximity

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: There doesn't seem to be enough jobs now, how is an increase in population

going to get jobs that aren't there.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,

sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: The fields that plans are being used for are green spaces used by villagers for

dog walking etc. We need green spaces to encourage children and people to be outside.

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic

character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer:
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10.

11.

We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: There are currently major flooding on Belton Lane, and parts of Gonerby Hill

Foot and all this is going to do us increase the flooding as the water has nowhere to go.

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: There are no dentists, you can't get a GP appointment, the schools are
oversubscribed and the hospital is at breaking point. Where are all these new people
going to go?

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: They shouldn't be being built full stop. The infrastructure can't cope with what

we already have.

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal
grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: | have seen families of badgers in the area.

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: The increase of traffic is the main worry and also the flooding this may cause.

Congestion and pollution from the extra cars etx
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from:

Date / Time: 4/3/2024 9:24:13 AM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: It is vital that this historic village is retained and not subsumed into the wider

growth of Grantham

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: It has the potential to cause over crowding of the local schools and access to
medical services and the developments would remove vital green space walking routes
for the villagers that have become even more important for maintaining mental health

and wellbeing

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: | do not believe it would improve unemployment, it is likely to increase it as

there are not regular bus routes to support work attendance.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?

Answer: As mentioned above this will impact on village facilities and our general safe

environment
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10.

11.

We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes this would continue to blur the line between great Gonerby and Grantham
We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Yes, during periods of wet weather parts of the village are already saturated

from rain water this will only increase shoud these developments go ahead

We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: Yes, school places especially secondary are already scarce as are doctors and

nhs dentists

We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: Yes

We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: [

Date / Time: 4/4/2024 9:42:50 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable
information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

What we presented to the village:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.
The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development sites - with some falling
within the Great Gonerby boundary.

Great Gonerby is classed as a Larger Village and future development is inevitable. As the Parish
Council, we are coordinating a village response to SKDC with your views on the proposed
housing site of the fields on Church Lane - which does not have a planning application in
progress currently.

May we ask for your support please by completing this survey and sharing as much detail as
you are able - we need to provide specific examples of the ways in which a new development
will impact on the village facilities, the community and the landscape.

Please complete this survey before 18 April.
Thank you for your kind support.

Kind regards

Tim Bridle

Chairperson

Great Gonerby Parish Council
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1. We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: It has been recorded in Parish Council minutes and annual reports that the
village must retain its identity and not become a suburb of Grantham. This means that
there must be a separation / buffer zone and no further development should encroach

on this ar

2. We asked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side
roads, having a negative impact on:
We asked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree
Safe Parking: Agree
Character of the village: Agree
Noise Pollution: Agree
Air Pollution: Agree
Light Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: The field and surrounding area is a well used pedestrian access to field and
footpaths leading off Church Lane and it is critical for the feel of the village that this is

retained.

4, We asked: The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: It would depend on the types of housing and residents. Oddly phrased
question. If all residents work then its impact may reduce the unemployment % in the
village, but if some are reserved for families that cannot work then there would be little

change.

5. We asked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities could be negatively
impacted by any increase in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians,
sports facility and playground users, social activities, shop users. Comments and more

examples?
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Answer: | do believe the village has capacity for additional developments, but they have
to be a proper thought out and supported plans that deliver good housing, without
unduly effecting the feel and existing residents.

6. We asked: Would the new development site have a negative impact on the historic
character and rich heritage of the village. Comments and examples?

Answer: Yes, any development that reduces the population of horses and internal open
spaces should be strongly objected to.

7. We asked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this increase drainage demand and potential

flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer: Unless significant water storage and control measures are included, it will

overrun the existing surface water systems that already flood at times.

8. We asked: Would this development negatively impact local services by increasing the

village population significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. Fu her examples please?

Answer: Most of the facilities could use additional custom. I'm not sure about the
school, but other facilities can or will eventually cope and additional numbers only help

the long term infrastructure of the village and town.

9. We asked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing
development should avoid the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields
below the skyline, and not off the village centre. Comments

Answer: It is clear that the main areas of the village that would be suitable are to the
North and West of the village where there is still some flat land, which could be
developed with a new access rd / junction at the Belton Lane / B1174 junction.

10.  We asked: With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known
abundant or rare flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal

grazing areas in the vicinity of the Church Lane proposed location.

Answer: The area provides grazing for horses and | know it is frequented by a family of
foxes.
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11. We asked: Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: It is very disappointing that the village and parish council were not consulted
earlier about the proposals. It has caused horrendous tensions between the village and

parish council which may take years to repair. Very poorly handied!
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments: R
= SN
L) — "

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrlan safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agyee-
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments oy s f ; (
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and pIaygrounwfy/
social activities, shop use ’
' Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ D?saé/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Commentsb[g

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
N\ 2

/S (

.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area? B
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

oo Ciotea CAS 155 o ooy Sppenooice
A0k Searnd 0oL Do e e HEON .

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - St ongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agr
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreé/ Strongly Agree
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Comments and examples?

( D Vi
TS ;Kﬁ@ﬁ;ﬁ [ﬂ s Al @L@rcpmg;%



Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle


6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeéﬁﬁi‘\fﬁé}_éé“"“n
Comments and location examples? =

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre€/ Strongly »&gree--_.'\’>
Further examples please? I—

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTES ...ttt e e et ee bt s ees s s e e s s e e

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

Light pollution ineAeEASES Strangly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY et e e s e s s R e s e s s

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

....................................................................................................

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments . -
2o UL vae wo (L WWdes 8BS e fols '
(F- Now 40 1810 Towed  ywels aes” TiE Dezen Suops
A LN;& Lo B3 20T & comddl BF  Aaed \_ T ecoawd g0 034\”
L}

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly-Disagree/-Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?
Tue T LaeAE s N lasyE Ao
e L LS .

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? CAe ATES MORE Lk 1M L Losles UNTTROY .
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?
THE jmworl sOFFELS Road  FlooDnwg bUé 16 _SMAN SURFIcE
DainAGE o Pocl. Flowd Before prv Furzue  Abbhticawde 94D

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strengly Disagree/-Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
SE AREADY pisve SoMe OF TUE LoNGEST [OMTS FBl pocTess
N pesPrrrL. ANOowNTMENZT . SEHOBLS AL foe ANS (L Deda' CLejLdaen
MRAVEL TD _DUT OF —ZHIN ScAls ik press gxlovee —z PARE =

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

THE PROFPOSEDN LAND AnND FleLPS AND (uoedS on TUE Scut AND LEST oF Thie v i AG

Fiov i€ VALOABLE. AR FoL LD Fo, NEJITE Frocs TuADS iNSec—S Borresf~rt
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

PANGE fioprd  DePea T THE NomBERS iN ZHUS ABeA . UE Wode Sead LaDzel S + j)‘qz—ﬂ@\
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.

we)
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

vne: |
rosiode: [

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact neg atively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Dnsagree/ Disagree/ Agree
Why: TN NANGAR.. Q—“‘Qc.ﬂ% ...... % Lot S s Sc,\dso\slc:\p.uro\—\.
Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree

Why: Moz, Ose.. odmeds pesitine in . Sile.. Sksedy o o peke<.

Structure of High Street properties _

Stronglv Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree
Why: Noeise.... ame@. Wisian.. s% o |Nekehea... Q..rrs-& ‘\:o\\u‘cms Do'se .
Noise pollution Stmnglﬁ Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree

Why: \sse.. Coma. Q&FQ&%M v, N opk Soves o8

Air pollution strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
Lo ! = - Tha Lo cﬂ.!en%\tms Mok camspet Uy Dol\Ema YTa- QXC

Light pollution ' strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreeStrongly Agree
Why: . Mo Neisseten. Sanl danoa taere. Makidm. gl ﬁw S\eeping.

Local facility acces strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree g A\ st
Why: C.c..sslum Voot e Onlbe R @\QM@ : A~ Sreek an o'&ghg e
Any further impact examples? AL VSN Sescdame\ I Qxxﬁw

Koo PUMEC o &.20mm-OZonm ol St~ e Te % e.snr \m» \ssues
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment ofthe area Q—jaa
Comments

\ cmm\- See \..a\.uL Eg l&;.ﬁ;\_ﬁw
\C—-%V\ &meéﬁm_@ & Ca V\N:L\rv: Q,A-A\if

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facnllty and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagreef Disagreei Agreex Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

Yes onore \ocalls CadO ms&hsxg;a?tgﬁlggé%gz_u \’BLSS;_

- . -~ ~ Ty
Ay

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree (Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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be mcreased b more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

ﬁeld surfaces and water flow. o
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{Strongly Agree )

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negativ_ely impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. :-

Strongly Disagree/ Dusagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree )

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village,-any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. ‘ . : cQoe.g khn__

Comments"b\:\x_g\'%{w“&\%crm

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special hab:tats conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regardlng
the Church Lane development area?

2. Neet Ao doe anQ Saue Vg 'N\cce Ce e Owate =
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Thank you for your kind support. K@-\@_ N2 51 Co_a,-%,.\ resk@al |, Mok trees,

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Great Gonerby proposed Development at Church lane

There are other areas over and above your questionnaire that needs to be
brought forward which consist of the following-

1.

This development isn’t just affecting Church Lane residents but all
living around the perimeter and beyond of the proposed land
affected also other villagers living within the village. There are
villagers who work upon these fields taking care of them eachyear
cutting and clearing so everyone enjoys the benefit of the land.

The fields hold horses and ponies which are kept daily, fed, watered
and looked after so the owners/young helpers can either ride or learn
the skills of keeping livestock etc. This is something usually only the
village life or bespoke equestrian centres provide but village life
usually comes free to the youngster’s so the not so wealthy can
enjoy.

This area of grass land has some trees with Tree preservation orders
upon them which will need to be stressed before any planning
permission is granted as after permission is granted the TPO’s will be
lost -Church Lane has many of these trees.

There are many bats flying above this green area so a full survey will
be required by the planners before any planningis permitted.

We have seen badgers within our garden which come from the green
field area so badger setts must be around, we also have the rare
Elephant Hawk moth which visits our garden each year and have
even seen their caterpillars within our garden after they lay their eggs
(we have a video of this rare species).

If we wanted to be proactive, we could start a tree planting scheme
within these fields to go carbon neutral and even dig out a pond to
enable wildlife a drinking spot- this would show how our village
wants and values the area.



7. As an ex-building company owner -If we wanted to kill this proposal
dead why not get the village to purchase the 1% field outright then
build 1 no house in the access point only and then sells the
remaining land and then we will not only stop the development but
make a tidy profit for the village?

Within this village we have numerous tradesmen who could build
this property, so we are providing work also.

Whatever we do we must start doing it asap and get the village
working all together.

This village has approx 850 house in it (counted 2 years ago) and
within the last 3 years we have already seen many new properties
constructed (125-140n0) which as you can see is a major impact
upon the village.

There’s also plans for 480 house’s being built at the bottom of Belton
lane thus increasing the traffic issues within Great Gonerby junction
going to/from the A1 motorway. Our roads are already at breaking-
point and this is easily seen by looking at potholes and cracks within
the road surface’s.

When Covid hit the country the only place’s the villagers could go is
into the fields walking with their families and dogs- where will they go
if these green areas are removed next time a pandemic hits the
country?

So- if you consider all the options the local Government is asking of
this village we will effectively lose our village status to a small town
and lose all our green areas which gives so much pleasure meeting
other families from the village?
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

vere: [

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
Chrnge® LACE pdDs T THE Vilbaet TEEL As Mo

_ﬁi@ﬂﬂﬂ_ﬂﬁo CoMNeRelig @ve& woAiad C\-\ﬂ(\i&{ ’THC Losl/(
2o PLECe Y, LoQE Adg LeeT BI\T FTWAT ualEs T SPLCLAL

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: ' .............................
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagreg( Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: bcbxs)ml(?{’qu;m.ﬁ]c@k‘Wxgh’\.aiff*q—\s“@ fayey o ‘:&’\«U"\tt)‘al/\
Structure of High Street properties

. ~_ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: .D.\(.;an.f.....Ga.@a?@_ai';m.t@ﬁz.."ﬁ\acﬁ ﬁ‘..ﬁ%.%.\..;\m..lcf&k-?@w:>

Noise pollution R Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: Daestiradlic, armmgin el Heglad g% Lorvie -

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ D_iggee/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WV RV et are st s b e s s s pen s s e s e e e e ——

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WRY: oo oo senssssoee sspmspesacns MRS SRS R B35 e N

Any further impact eXamples? ...

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples? i

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? -
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples? T
MoRE BUlepies ¢ OB GREC FICLPS PUTt Mol € PRE S S YR
O PRAMACE . wWi(TH MOWHERE [[OR \WATEL Tobxi =l

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments. asusiaunssamassmimaig

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

T e4 FFIC LEAVIN G CHupcH LANE Tugoubh @u—= ~THC
DAY oM THE BEwD To HicH STRECT wiii. CARUCE PuCBES
WD QAN CER o VERIce &S 08 5ALD BREMD

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Sieu s Remin A ViLLAGE

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: . SHMERNNS Too NARLeW, 18 FND ST, hoNG.ST.. BT

Safe parking - ‘ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree( Strongly Agree)
Why: .. NeT... Enenet. Pagans. . O ROOR,

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@Strongly Agree

WHRYS oo oo e ionsiaiassvass ens s sasEses s 0S80 b s bbb AR e

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree Strongly Agree
WY e rsemsiascas sassssssssasssssasssasssass smnasssasasnens sossssssssssssssus esshnass sas ssasesannes
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@ Strongiy Agree
VWY e s b s e b A s e s e =
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

1717 YOO OO OO PSPPSR oy SRS . v
Any further impact examples? ALRE”D)’}%‘VEMEWSHNEVE”’CLEZ Pecen o4 T

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

WHeee  Aee  They Gows G WDRK 63
RoN  HpoME ? °

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@suongly Agree

Comments and more examples?
WIL We [otoE THe Fagerie ArTas ENp e
Citrlret LANE

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/iStrongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

ST«QEET‘/PEH‘!'I) DRAIWAGE GNLLI; Averacrs EFH@:’ENC? b

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. :
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please? Neaee

TJusr Loox Ar CHaod  Meoudns Tre Stool W
Pope  DRofLmNG QFF/ Gl iscrnie GirmeE

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments...........I..\} QEE ......................................................................

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

e oved 4o taes: Catetn_ap rr UoCd G Njce
wllaee. . uye . eld ol W AT o MO S
’\DCQ..LP

)
2. Increased traffic through th ittage and-side roads would impact negatively.an;
Pedest n safety- b y D|sagr o l"h_:___ """‘“';.;e_.—;-.-.r;_ - y ] i
e e o = EE R ANT MOt Cprraesiion

Safe parki 8 rQngI DIS ee/ DisaBETEE AETCe] PITORBH-ABree)
Why: ﬁﬂ%ﬂ@\« he g amacsiiy DALY Ob e |

Structure of ngh et properties

- gy Disagrie/ DissgTperAgree GiyAe
Why\)caow 5@(,(:&3 fg, O
Wby % MLS [aads oy Qpgres/ DissgectsareefSronsir

.......................................................................................

Air pollutio Strongly Disagreéf Disagresi=Ag
Light poliution L r ngl gre REFEE;
Why: A E AN AR ALh== ( AN
Local f§ lity ess ‘ Stro Dsagre ‘Disagp an
Why: VY SN (ONANC Al

Any further |mpact examples? ﬂ_o wﬁ»i)l/\  od | R

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comfents .« -

N AR N CANE (Ve S| NI =T YW (N g aR T e
AN O /Q@M\ﬂaa ot YW Aco or

X ol .

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

/ (\3

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

CBmments and rjore examples? .
S A8 T, fyore clortdyen, figie: titte

Co X Jo U, (Mol TORL, Maio]
o O, feal foacks. J°

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. ’
: Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

"/WWS 'S \/c\la%a Qﬂd\ SLL@U(QK feQn )
o villaye-
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
. Strongly Dlsagree/ D|sagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree
Copmments and IOE\ n examjples?

‘HOW vuz\ 4 N\LQUK Mo DLQ)(;UJ?

ene
<J

l\(lll’f@,

A

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hosp#a.

Further dxamples please?

= | _ .
AR w, CoiuoE 84 ocdors
— OVCL G\, — Mgm) [ EPTAS

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

e N0 ool Lotses Siodd ko bult

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation SItes or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lang proposed,jocation.

Uoal vm:t N IVETU 70T Sy mum w% lu:“fel ;a J;s
o1, WA UTey AVeaN S A Aol
S SsOla %T Ye LT on\ -

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area’?

1 (ﬁ _ / .
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Thank you for your kind support. MJ‘Q’P ,ea_/

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

v [

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments: G7gq 7 O3y 1S A BEboni iUl JIWACE so gROVMZED

Wy r i WS DERFYG COCVTEYSPE [Tod P€=Pld 7C EN NEY

tHeo LOTS & F MW7 od/

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/

WY ottt e s ser v e b et s b st s bbb s s

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree[ Strongly Agreé"
WhY: oo PO ot S AN SHELSSUIE oo irrissssesnsssssnes

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree

WY oeeeeciiimesstsssessens sosasisssionsnssassnsanssesass sassnssns s susasbins htsensas sassesasssenssssannsss -
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree |
WY oottt scs s i s s e i s e s R s R .
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agreb
MY ettt e s s b b s 44 e b b RS b s e =

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree@

MV RV ettt et ettt en s s s s ss s s i s i e R SR s e

Any further impact eXamples? ..o s s

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments wun— € AGLOY HeWT FTHE e 15 AU HAx0#

MAAMVUERC TUDWE  ino 7ike SUORROUAIWP BREA  j& Bide
i CoOMIANYS

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeétrongiy Agree

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree

Comments and examples?


Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle


6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to gverloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow. e
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. )

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

overz 7HE Lasi 1§ MonviHC THRE wWilpLiFs A EOUNY Y1 JieAace
s in/eZepse P A0 MUCH  Bage owile (KITEZ 1202204 g y<
FOXE S srtulis 1S 1 & RweTiTe CEEAT T(T€ FSiwcurs )
MANY de cdE

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?  £x17 owsre U A 2D Uo7 eve)
AT SCiHew - TTHES 7HE PARPEING 18 ATRICIOCS e
PARKNE enw  1da” (FCo7ATHS Bau ) {La'gef'-}" PO TEHE TONCT ' oMt
lod & i JoULVTION gD <o ACeTrion

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

vare: [

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Ty 6 Bglly dercatle . fs bitere esidensy Ay bock -
Avusrs  [he” nloge Kivn o ps e ylos dils ST Kowdod

/{'.LG /a':b( u/ J‘/Aof_/’.f.uz, L A"Af 4_:(‘6 ﬁf ﬁa /?'-_-1.214:;2%;4143 gg@ggr 2 M

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WhY: ool ) EGL ... ALY S Bl S, ...mng ‘tﬁt ivzmtlt
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Pisagré€/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why 45 ...... @/b Ll i o een svenanainnsnersansnnnnarsesseiesiiia benpaasisausavenvenerissseianere
Structure of High Street properties
Strangly,Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Sg_c_:ﬂg_l_y_Agl:ee

Why: ... &ﬁ.ﬁamdr ..... GANGAC. . TRk A m;ﬁwz /}\?
Noise pollution isagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Str ggAgr_ee

Why: ... e adbeon.. .

Air poIIution Strongly Dlsagree/ Dtsagree Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: ... M eve.. S M. r—sg RN ... DNt.... 1Pt o

Local facmty access Sfrongly isagree/ Dlsagree/ A ree/ trong_ir\[ Agree

Why: ......... 89K o te... Aredh.. Lin... cdindd fess.. f@ Scboct

Any further impact examples? ...

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

/5 @M a d./ﬁ‘*.(oa 7 dud ncunw te  Cnoprdesldl Scte

2 net lfe Wu% zg’ Wrzive % L /J./O‘MMA

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
Pionucnt srhiad plecos /.s;zz a.bc-ue)
dee 2 1 cicon ::J,u'n. Mk flooo, b Aave a

ﬁxw Ce.  tuon ted ,ﬁm&%
5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? oo amaiwe. b (i
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples? '

Compron L20Q0 ff?ef@ Zf\;/_) e dd Lo Lo DIl

A

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

Sehods ; e {;O anh eufar

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Commentsqj{ﬁ,f}«ng:ﬂwf%%

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location. -

/
/ ;

-:.—ﬂ-“‘/

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

,—"

/
/

—

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

3 naron o %ot Hasle Asous Y I (i e,

ol !ﬁs\i‘lvﬂm ol %J:.ﬂ;lf

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree Strongly Agree

LTAY Y PRSP SOUT SRS SRSt

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree
VWY ottt e et s s s e s s s e

Structure of High Street properties
. Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@ Strongly Agree

WY oo e sisasesssasnsratssssssssnessnsnsssessnsasssnssassussssssasesins sivsusasnsarassassnsasssnss

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagr@ Strongly Agree
WHY: oo cisasasasssimsensnvorsesas - SO VNNOOON .~ .-y 2o

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@ Strongly Agree
WHY: oottt vesass s sssre s b bss s sn b sebs e an sam s R asaarnssenes o

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagre : Strongly Agree

WY o e st essessssessssssarass srasen s s snans s sas enass snsasessasss sin sasasbsnpasesnassas

Any further impact eXamples? ... e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Qm_h_{ L,{_ 20 Miibibxfmaj a 51’?00‘;#1&;: Foy ote aneslob(o.

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. N
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@suongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changlng
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreg/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?
Wade (ol @ edo alvec Ay Coug vy Somse DRblems
Dvneige 4 o D@btem On_ Elws Vo acel  Rorodd
Sye 5t
Okl \—Lo bo /ﬂﬂm/o[)aol ad M_jdu-c'oica—/ \Y b.a,l')(ﬁ’.a)-é’ ?PC .
@~

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. \
Strongly Disagree/ Disagrée/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

MM%%LLMJ od veed ; (oesic , Dpbbins Yo
aoppdd /i) »(\/’a o) Cuneh J:':JﬁoD L

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre

CommentsD,Q—SiY%\],:lg

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

Boels 0 umgoot st ibanco  vwoutal he

Q

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

L]C,C,Q}é atd _olroe noow Sy sTousS  p ellod] K
Weoctor i Daad W kST Yhe wopdpy |
ana‘tfi(?_o\r_{ S NEN of cLhid /D & Pasaﬁ

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.

o e



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Dled R Gk Cousla o datels, Aros o solowate of Gloallan
‘0_1»._\‘ 3 W & \é v....-\' iy S \' 4‘0 G ""ﬁw Cv'\-'u'\) A 8

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Bheduahas sQeed. ‘Q-U“Dw,s\ . \ﬂ\\%*’ PAVETRLOTNR - PN N »\w}\ 0
Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree ‘Q"“
WY et s sa s s sh e shsb s s ea e s SR bR s s s

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Exien elie slennmn. Shwet... ol bastiugs

Noise pollution ’ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Whyvz_—i\.;m%e..m\.hﬁ.\.ﬁa... woadd e AR O, w‘—&-»g Qau_\«\ <

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY ettt e et b b an e s e

Any further impact @Xamples? ...

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Nw\nﬁu};\lﬂg i C\';Q_.l( C&?\\CJ:NSL\ e e Blo woss \Wwirbreus ’«..‘wl.QuA.b\m:)\Lm:

' 2 J L}
wa W Lin \,\QLOS? é—_‘o L.g mé&\ ‘ﬂ) W L \.v\u»«.\.b\&‘i.’ ‘c\fé).h\r ~\’~ QO apd \a\.,
QAL \-Q_O_. .rx_.k‘r'\ﬁ- i;-"n \A.x.\'\g_r\r— & Q&“H\'\) G..I"?-.'J?‘Lc_\'% VD OUNY Cowg \-'\h-\fb Q(QJ

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

e oAl o wyould medood  Megiowa a Yown 4adowds  owd Wit a

£\ _
Au\.tY-!L.

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

U\}\ég%\'w\l\_:(o\-. (TN M&G&oﬂm\-—'ﬁ oﬂ—w Ao uwer ko wWhe

Eﬁg.._-&ggz \Qe gf,,y R oo &&L\Es wa N qu Mo oems

%\m Mesnan2  Culews MM Dt wac \Dx—a\—nrlo So e
e’\f;&hua{zge_ L:.)kk&u‘-d O

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
We alea My \ch\,q, on Preow. WM wey \aw: e JQ_mJQA,\
accusg \g &Ebo_\ea\% &—x«w\{c\\\@ ¥ o Ala.\‘s\\ s VW(J\'Q-«:\/.\\M ‘-Q-cz.
f:o ?_-Q.La&\m C-F“ 0." Lq:\\\m-s-a Conmn. GWK,:\_,MG O g m\c\\bm

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTS. ..ottt et see et e see s e e emresnan s

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

W gmeved here e e wsen & Synaw Vllew? | bhub
SANNV - FVLU W ) RVVA1S ;;~_L1.~—~E:_uc'\\:‘| N I R VO O G o € ;-c')ti'xu.,‘l‘f vl
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - _ _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{’Qtrqng_ly Agree> Es
Why: '—‘Kneﬁi-3C~’~i\~'it~‘-‘—vjm‘bw\.h\f“\9QL’\'S {.\ cordla i O poivirent

Safe parking - < Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agrée .

Why: i\,'if‘So\)ﬁ?\C‘C'”‘i‘/"""\by\u%wf—uﬂ‘-uw) Wheiy Scheol P
Structure of High Street properties ' _ p -
o . ‘ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: 3268 b van o b B0 YA S AN R AL

Noise pollution . _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
why: Mex? Cor . SQALNeALD = o X A0 Qx el Ve A0
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agfee"

Light pollution . Strongly Disagree/ Disa?\ree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: s bodoien e e 5’“‘““‘-\*\‘3“\5 ...... e

Local f ci\lity access Strongly Dis_agres/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

ey VA OO LSV EUN Wi oves e b _ ,

Why: )\3%&) ..... BB Dockers, Schocls

Any further impact examples? Mt i3Sl A REN G2 f AR A R

HeS [ (e %

ocok ameralien
X s ¥ C\,’u = 'k'(-;-"“lfﬁ

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
A

U

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users. -
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/\'Strongiy Agree
Comments and more examples? T
:Q cod S APy oA V2V gDy aaoind BN
MG G oond X Ao Schotl . Sewa Tpanidents do pek
hevr 2. Awven an & ol Vo pox . o M o -

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. e
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agre

Comments and examples?

Nk o) o pre
oD oy b
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ ?tronglv Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. =

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre. , o CE . K . o Lon G hoalk
Comments ()L‘r\‘-““"\“’\ nek ol X o\ L1009 ‘"‘ﬁ’ )hw"wkﬁ N ) 7

..................................................................................................... Lv\ q V v k\(\(}_v\/\ X

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.
£

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

fezern nrgowdanl Churdn hang v A e cnl &8 ol pady
T 7 - 7

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

et [

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree[Strongly Agre .
Why: W@raiSQL&dymauy’rmﬁéa%VQH ullagt Lot
Safe parking - Strongly Disa ree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree SOv7E—

} i “\ L0 ¢ AL vl ; Aty
Why: CARG.. LA, cnvldes. el 20 ek L\ 2C oten g

Structure of High Street properties

_ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree[ Strongly Agre
Why: l«kouxsonﬁg\'\gweg*_gw\*ﬁmf\/ Q:Ac,; F e a lon
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree pasies,
why: . ZA:S..15..E O(QA‘*L.A\.QN ...... (A 0Fen.. T (OAdow
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disa_gree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
e Py Lo

Why: A)umﬁMgwavgm}; ©....ONAC _
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagr\ee/ Agree/ e et (anl

Any further impact examples? LA‘*FF\‘JOGM:}V\L‘\‘ o~ pedettnas
: 1S Lot -
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
T (¢ paly emporary  Oale Jouwel pe suolt
Ao e N e ewmplbyrmett (npusaoeanh

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
= W ranly affact Pe Guol Ly W
R e

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@)ﬁrongly Agree
Comments and examples?

¢ 16 o L\ o et al e W YE u\v@bdy
WO SY, PONRED ol iy Xl Areflie omel volse
A~y aﬁ(d‘\‘\'ﬁ‘c?/-\ Lo\ waz O @enoul NI O [VV\/Z/?C/'E‘
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
MIA 1 O not oo &l Lo OASLon L
Ju=c¥on O Jo Not wal Qnsy Lo WOACO
O e L\th},gc;ﬁ - Amggﬁ ol f'\C’LCw(

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agre

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMIMENES sssssstisinisisiimmmisssssmianessmsseranmmrasensrassprsasassnsssonsrosemsassmaxtsmaromasesssess

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




o SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane. N

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

(acech cn--m-. \\(Q.»-\_ oo tMmeflioan Q\M/Q\ UiNaee Qb &A\arS o oF
=% M‘:} ”GJN\:E"; s \J\\\C-_&_SL S\ru..\*w:) \”-%.Jf‘ oL ( <:»_L,..n QN CCERD D™ un
Siae Lgc. Lo J«’ \osv ouc k.‘)'s""n\msu Shee\ied,

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agrg’)

Why: Ib5...cn 0. cosdl.. o8 mroel Weol e, deots, \nawe ogperdl , ook Yo Qv%f‘ow

Safe parking - i trongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly :\g;:ee Jr

Why: Ceacs... cnde. Soon . on.. Pedi., PR, S\rves C“":S““

Strtfcture of High Street propertles -- ¥ EEN C‘i ?wuv& ('&A"% s - o
Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree@

Why 7355, Mi N .St S Ser. doswa st Nabaiaes.. g, el

Noise pollutnon Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree\f Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Mese.. A\ e00ie Crecla Dagre.. \2ise eSen. o) Qm.}_;.\‘«_;; PR

Air poliution strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agree>

Hore Cosst Mo ekc\'ﬁ-US\f' ?‘OM LoWwcla Cleclten waome ‘bo\\dh:m,\ T e cac |

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree ) 1L 10

Why: e . Cenmdoonse. nase.. e Lt 2. s, Sel\da - scrde a\«k/ Lrsides

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ m

Why: S, M. (“¢c.».5an99£-$ L. Care T el SR, AT - Tncreones cceielenln,

Any further impact examples? .G AR TR \"O\w L reaedd Weds/ fosve=r,
“The T\ e/ $aste Conso \,.,\1‘9‘- ® -  Sereeie \esanps ookl Signe, \\m&é!‘bo&)onck\ ans |

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

1 Oaie agree ow Mo 3&0@\@. neel dalus G Qg@,gi \i—% Cone_ %
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users. }
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/'Agree) Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples? '

TNMo nervonConmness Lo\ Stan )\:_\) ol Sorress vRo s TRecrnedl. Sedslce

e Mmace 0Q~'Eo-s—(-i-m

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/: Strongly Agree)
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@trongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
Further examples please?
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To6 \Mevses CiecL, S e ann c‘e.?ofe_ o e
&.’Q_&-ﬁk ’D.r-e_m,re. = Deepasre < \ ‘

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. . : Lo\nc, euer AM&\QAQ\WSW
Commentsmoﬂof‘"wa’—ﬁo"\%\“%u-c—‘@“@- Bnenn BOE T Ton <
orea,

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

: \fw Gccess X bﬁu_ @'c_chL Y Cn.wDL.nCU\ G» &Dgp ofces o
%Q."ikﬂ.. &ggéoem Loscs  Snolh C_o ) Sa\#.&-l.- (:)Araf Tbl?_c_:‘b\ﬂ_ gfbM (ol
G'O“W'Q:-vg A \tve O Q}J\,&-\j\.‘h\\" o ﬂﬁ{‘:‘::k:. 3«;0(' \\ \sele ci_g&'\-_; e Ve
toe OFv Ve Yaues or el fedr o.,...m_ Lol . Swne Gim \aeld Sate @l

“1::;) \OM Gn \kti-t:-\/\o. Lo . oo "'ﬂ-?"‘h:l\-(..& k_;,\-}c.—’ﬂc:. Q.m.‘gL crn_‘:-:\ Lo P—o"\be.r@-lw
Mctnj‘u. e \.3.\\:65.—_) Loa\dl Covnsife45as , & ~=

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments: P

LOSS o¢ ovitioow.. CodssevaTion) VILLWAG . Wito LIFE A
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/-Strongly Agreev” Yy y
Why: ExASTIeSS. oS AN fADIS. UNITRRE. . & AOOTIonAL RATRLC
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree v’

Why:NOT. ERRISH. OFF. LoAR. OVAMNG  EXST R0W ...

Structure of High Street properties
_ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree/
Why:DAMALE. 2. MoPeeli€s. 18, TAZAL 1S, 20AERSED

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree v~
Why: ADOITUO T, AR et

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree”
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree /
Why: .. =288 0P .. . QOUT LM s

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agreev

Why: INBZ L0 ATY... Lecahinic, 2. EXISTLENS, 2Dk SHOPS WTTHOUT ADOLTIONRL
Any further impact examples? ... LEEREL L.t A AL DRELO P a1 T wooLD
CAYULE -
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
(A ONEMPLOYINENT oo {osS\Bf 48 REDJLAD W e ST JAE
| deverofpef WwAS 2uiG . T wWo oD Hew BUBR e8ues O 153
PREUIL S MUINREDY D  OMPLEAOD pf  A#KE  QBVEOPEINT .

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree /
Comments and more examples?

AKE AP E CarondTer S LIST @ PSS T ouTS\08
UG, L€ WD JILLIPKE EACALITIES,

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree /

Comments and examples? .
GREAT Conersys pas A e e PR TG Wirhor MATR

T ONSUVTARLE Fol A modeas ESTATE. AHE Trewd Fok
wobern OEN Anp ovil DEYELLPMENT wovwo 6T AT
WITH N THE ¢ anilE eF THE ViLLLSE .


Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle


6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree /
Comments and location examples?
1AM a0V AN BN p BER. S Cawvol Cwe AQueau®a) ANIWER
Howeverl | A E DRSERJED TrE NUNSRIOS  ANER —Trhar
AHE RoADS ArsD PAHS WPlE BEEN Do Of REcAuss o
LS, SuReACe wWATHL MOV CETIING Auwredy. Blo st dDd
DrAINS 1N IHE oo L Lwve 1N,
7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?
THE B)ISITINS, Scrnor. () IF (L UUIPEE GANVNGT PlovinE [aeds

Foll 148 cofenCinuncg PolovAmion, (§ e € #ienos rer
A BN smg L,é’ Woolitre  DDUB @ @mﬂégy AT, coee

WIWTA coesn ol O M WA 00 1 ST ovStnerS T LISt
8.%&% tﬁe unEdula"ar% ru'r_a'ﬁa‘r\f(ﬁs‘c“ape of the village, any new housing development should avoid

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
WS AVLEE. . e\TR. e ARG, STATEMEN T,

Comments..ff.... 3

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
! i = ANY PORSONIAL o ) LS0E.
= A 40 ANJIRE .

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

CHE OEVELOPmEnt w) ANY AMEA of 4wt ViLu s Do\
NOT poAvE s INFLASTIWOGURE {o Sof2f0T  An IN c2exs)|
qﬂﬂ-ﬁ-‘l‘fo&). e CXLSTING  PAPiEaTIc~s) oo SUBESRE. .

W LASERS AND ISITORS, . CONRBNT ¢ g0 Cuess LADE .

By Bl OF wsmuesm  ReruTY THPR SHoowo BE  PREErID
o’k RRTURE GENELATLONS.

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
Greot  Genech., ] befievc Should eloin > Demr icienkh by
as o  wllaged J
U

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree

WY oo cccere e tsnemsses st es s ssststsstsasannsen snsssnssasesansas snsonensonsssntas snssssssass ssn

Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree Strongly Agree

Why: Incrzase. . fa...ovmbsc..gf-..c (p g off (P Sp School and
\.)

Structure of High Street properties h't] V’:) e © dc‘ ) ne=c scdesl b frasblc

Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WRY: cooreenn. cinmssansmsammsiansisimsiions saessssmemmusmssmme s et e A B A AR AR AR s o PSS

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree) . Al
W inev iZL
w5 W %)

N A )b
Why: . lac@ast. it ash .. dmffic.....end . Shbsey e e, B,
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree )_ ., < ,;Op\;-
Po“-.:p\l oA

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree ™

WY . ettt e b r s e sassaesre e sen e s st e s s e e
=

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
Why: Menen . Isak. bl coxabed... . doke.... 0. WQ&S o olfer
Any further impact examples? Eﬂ"’xc@‘”‘?@ﬁw% A addi ”\CMQ\ denands,
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments

InCrees St P’DP.J[G Lo in | 2 QUT A colcl (Tclce \_.mc:n?f)l‘btjm ¥ -1-3[ fhosc
fcople ait. _own bVsinegger end @aplod whes . BuF "on  Fx olffe~
f\c‘a\d i fr coid NC s B¢ LS nn ofoq ‘f; MOy (S f‘” ' NAVTI I"cd ‘"
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Comments and more examples?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agree

Ee sc ourein chews ) e ay) o 8 Ten Jpaces /nettux hes q po.j.l ho=
effeel on pceple ) penbe | NS LA S [-F » of  Hcac feaken
gl havt  « r\cc:,;h(/l ettech o Ao llh = wuell 'b'tr':’:j! ;

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreé/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

When wt concrrfz DTS, whet wa)d fﬂf:l'cf £ rf {cj;ft A pace H~_
weler he2 b fr'cuo someus hert elde  ghich Can pALeA

odi - oSS e e
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree >

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. . o
Comments...... 1{ ..... baldim... bhas.. b ]'\QIPCA .......... end .. fherzs neo choice (X
it nok k' hepped)  Fhis  weuld ' pe | F~ | prefeieacc

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you wou!d like to comment further on ragarding
the Church Lane development area?

Ao oSN § te et ' whak 'ﬂf\;CQ Y d I’fo:) [rc;rfj, o ritef

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

1+ loet > H. Thes l/..)ra},ﬁogoe/

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - gly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree] Strongly Agree
Why: tks ﬂlmm% a Rek m

Structure of High Street properties

_ n = Strongly Disagree/ Pisagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree—-
N0|se pollutlon Strongly Dlsagree/ msagfea,(.AgngSLmngly—Agree
A|r poIIutlon Strongly Dlsagree/ gree ee

Light pollution - Strongly Disagree/ Risagree/Agree/ Strengly Agree
Why: loon O»k“/e.' ’\"\\a}

Local facility access- Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree
why: toade No 2 (Ruce.
NW \Du)f \N\Dq@ \\MA{\ W&Ed

Any further impact examples‘r‘

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

\\CJ Ce \ao:,& c(i} Qﬂu\o\ﬁﬁ\/‘- AY cw}& (‘,u;:\ud-&:\) [ T Rl E_’m g\)\csj meu‘(

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agreef Strongly-Agree
Comments and more examples?

Loe w\,\%\‘f w c,\uuﬁf\s Wewve ¢ eie qu\)acx” ow

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
Eheh Roldorsh, cald Pos‘p/‘\'\c)uwx o Xe g \/\,Lla‘é,o VReilo
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

I Codd Voot wele (v \RTov

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/-Strongly-Agree
Further examples please?
Cowld) ;{J oterTh axbi\;{ m ake MWZ};:‘I bettr

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre. i

Comment Sussssssmmens

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

ja’wf C”u']’l’-lu}hql e Shren s

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

/ Z%’Me /l/‘ Shols” Zté’ ‘a,/?/ro/fz/

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments: _ o . : :
There are much Hoe stualble autae Ter new, NUUSIKG
cleveloprerts, Aothe south of Graatheun which wall Fedie
lidle or no impack on Yhe kol com U hC=

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - [ Agree/ Strongly Agree

D ee/ Disagree/
Why:m‘ﬂ-ﬂ . }{FIOM%Q W&UGEQ‘TUQJCIQQD”HGE s, Mee T’LE&Q'

Safe parking

- | , Strengly-Disagree/ Disagree/ / Strongly.Agr
wny: o) praikig almoc] G S = i L onll aletio he peblem

Structure of High Street properties |
X ﬁ‘ oY ,Str.oplgly Disa?[elz_/ D(,iia ree/ Agree/ Strongly_ Aﬁt{fey @verber'cﬁ‘!
wnTncnscel use.of the. Highez wil e 0o sice ok el ki
Noise pollution /Q i / Bi /C@L’Ql_s ,‘or:,‘;,’cvﬁg,e;* it . ,@ecg?

why: Mo€heiseS. ).‘m.&.m.e-..@q.@,..am’r@ftbﬁ(@a,.kmiH@wm,q‘* it S0CLe ﬂ‘;‘?ﬁ
' Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/-Agreef Strongly Agree [POYE ‘

i »Ag;e/ Strongly Agree _ | .. [-
¢ A TUDeESS 7 cEusLC
% Z’%ﬁ‘u cW IF\DGVL‘Q‘JQ'@.- :

rongly Agree o
j abepcly conpruse

Air pollution

—— ) —

Local facility acc . .
Why: [CUA07 F%ETO
Any further impact examp

Sushng wy U F

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments _ ) A G L3 i
Shonalu disacee — there are alieacly encu G yocol esiglets able o
wrrR A the Grmadhaut asea bBuFchoose oy 0. Emphass =hepdel
be In go r/?rq; theee Drck to work. Many new" eclats e aminuders

> echool churen @

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

“ Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/. Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples? L . y .
“New Nousin deuslonmats Drng in_oeeple  with no_veerd(
ey in e wlloge s otten o desie vo ategede wih
Yhe Joail arrmafy hvile aaployrath oppatund v GF Ganerby
<o most will Rebe to coruude ™o Fircl waR

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
On the elye o o conseadien. sy ﬂ“Q P’f'??&%foﬁ
clevelepriont will] Clc.b)@_re,gvlﬂ JHpeict om the ew&ﬁnﬁq
chayacters change 75 village
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
(Bashng et deceloprats, Mate pegediusly Hpocteel
rilege, weder Plan. Veee 2 el g pondl
'e forol e _wiuch fixs nevelhelesss Plepdec m
ﬂ/\ S 72

\

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please? .
Faw oo nuich ettt « deagee parbng {ofer illagal )
alrea iy w0 accees Jucp Focal dervees . Jncreass o
OLUub\G/‘u@l laws lines, (i Dm@d\ will exoverbete TS @mb

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

commentshe=£zinpackon loal esidante x the village cadhe i ee0 2leo
OTUNETE S

No "1 F@&po;’l,_L N
9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location. =
Preposed oot on @gest CONSERUATION  BREA % Mas,
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding

the Church Lane development area?
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Please deliver this survey before 18" April to: %u’b@r’bs ’1—0 QJ er
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

veme: |
postcode: |

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

There is a difference bobwleen Jil\ase and an adansion Of
GArantram Tou\ - | ©hose o iNe hee bocause S aolag.

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Why: . hereased NomalessS @ pecEl. and cars .
Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
Why: B20Emg. en e InNgnSeet iS. bad. nan..
Structure of High Street properties _

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@‘/ Strongly Agree
Why: INLE FTERC el RaliaEon..

Noise pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/@ Strongly Agree

Why: e WA N8 BB NS\ e

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ « Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/./ Strongly Agree

Why: DMcredrTefis. 2 nfaht, pocrepeliEn,

Local facility access Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree ;

Why: LS. Bleac \'-j h*’s‘ﬂ AT AR . SNSRI T Con e, RV C SreaS |

Any further impact eXamples? ... s s e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments

LN S mmm@"‘-‘-‘-fﬂ\gﬂr F\qwe.@—z/ e ’7 3 ad VA
et Medco g S o) w-pnmm i

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. <
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agree)
Comments and more examples? —

Me s s greon space Iin ne s\_rfunqu area il a
Lorn =2 1R el < caniTy village Leol.™ 7 Gureon Saaco.
IS a positve for rhe«i-rl‘H«ch_Bn

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. T
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ ptrongly Agre

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
Nobr suce. .

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree’

Further examples please?

5 alveady hard o get rea?st@‘ed with_d clodey— Prere i<
N Q«-ﬂf‘dCJﬁ) fld&.ael o(esswe, e e Wallk 1 conbne

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
Comments.. NG eRmis entihig .

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

™Mece are foxes, n Hie papased locahom |

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

juf;#—st Ci.'?u—er{cmfﬁ' Sheoold nd~ e cargldored |

150 atie bhi~ grhadld he induded i~ all bho dd"LQ/
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
| agcee, GG o o foendh Village \oth @)y QW donh oY
Q,\'\Ou d he \C0.0'% @) \Q\R(\« A

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatlvely on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree
Safe parkmg - Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why:ackane 1S hin, el ST 1200 SR Tmae (oS S

G c\ou C(§
Structure of ITéh Street properties pe (\3

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY oo s siass s e ses e ses bbb senaos s st emass asmass ssmas sssesasnmsues —

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@trw

Why: £¥0SR % G S fRRRL N v cecinsinssssssssssssssssss sy “eg——s

Air pollution . Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreew

pore webuchen Spolly b 00

Light pollution Stron ly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agre

Wghy sl 0oy 3 vikha e 1A Vy 0ok, k{\mg\ Ig /Sw

Local facility access Strong Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Logi s =262 v k. £ N LMass.... 0.0 v hovyeo
Any further impact examples? ... “’\Q.,'..J‘q\ j{‘ AR \rj:'\ O 2R C\’:’\O JF\D Cope_ \WN)

AL v \Or\d
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

HAaw? Deofdnnen Wl _belowht 1n ri/JHf(: o d—FEhod
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. =
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@trongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

PO DQC)Q'(J = e, Ononge ag a<hh ‘Wael is (\\“@( do o
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. —
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/’ Strongly @

Comments and examples? . sl

——
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

/Ff-""_'—T—-"_"*-.,
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ ;Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

CIQ\A ‘1“_(:' C\\/Q(_.-‘.C'\J‘U\ h(DG\CJ.\/\ Ok)\_.zk-@ k.,/) \F\ﬂ..\fﬁ\l
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

Kaidn tadhwe villaea sl W d Eac aaen NGy o \obL
Qs‘OC\CL OA- k’\C(*Jl e(kgo\’ dJ

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. _ . ‘ _
C'::mmentsl\JQL\‘lf)‘:—wb‘w"l“C(f%('.\dljk.f

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:

WE Mipi) 7O (CLf Gomady FoR P VLN KIfE_ang
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Dis?éree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
F e C1sC KonD

Why: LAY IFEICALE T2, CYRSE 2D

Safe parking - Strongly_ Dis gree/ Disagree/ Agee/
Why: E2E 0 O 3] (5. ORI 2R ETOT

Structure of High Street properties _
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
why: oS T PRAPRAEr_HRE DA (6D, % GuitT

Noise poliution o Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: . AL L. TTOFELE. o Ll (LI

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Zl A oo IOuld. Bharle. s Al Lk T ¢ raie /ﬁd PERNES

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree ' ey
Why: /eé’/f"'/ﬂz’/’l/‘ﬁw/ﬁu ....... 3 Solteol,.. it COSES  (RELEHS

Any further impact eXamples? ... s e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
Z O ol s OF /Y ARAL TOE  offtpiuivi ES
o INT Mo RESOON  Liauty) o F» a7 50 KC
A IR pE O Tle  AUACE

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/\Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

CAUL) T §Citzzl (opPe ol MullE Hipig ¢

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. ¥’
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
L
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree//Agree/ Strongly Agre
Comments and location examples? )

TEAtid  OF THE [FEDS o pRPA o AL )ing
[ 77 PR oF JUobtwnw CL0SE Dol T= TITE
LOFE o THE  AMwD.

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeé{rongly Agre;>
Further examples please? '
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments ﬁ—ﬂo/\, £ ﬂgfﬁgg

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
vame: |

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:

fnost cehndely . IF bal (R oun huperi, GAueady cvof
4 4 i

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively.an:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )

Why: ... 2GADS. .. ARE. A DIEACYLT AL Sl Tlres .
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre@ngly Agree
VY] VT —— ot S - XL S T SRR S

Structure of High Street properties =
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre%’SErongly Agree

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

MY oottt e s e e i s s 8 8RR e —

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ S@[\ngly Agree )

WhY: coeveeees ACCESD TO. SuDE. | STEELS... R U T &30 Toe En eREUy
Any further impact eXamples? ... Vatre S

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

THERE IS NO  SIGA F7CANST E_\ﬂ/(,ff’c.x':.wucét-‘—T o a8 CL2TTE

LU 77

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. AT
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Ag’r@

i e

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village. T
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agreéj

—

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. s
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ SéronWe
Further examples please? e
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTS et ettt

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

comments: “TNEWZ (e Other pavks oF 1The Uilaoe 1hal are

MOZ [deally SLiFed D 1ESidenh cl dewmfrfpnrﬁoaﬂ ﬁ:@
48
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Name:

Postcode:

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreeAStrongly Agré
Why: . LEACUIE BD.OGSS. THhe. [0 CLlcntly.As VEr .
Safe pa;:a!ng - & 1Sk W?q;rgtgg&sagrej/ Disagree/ l.ﬁsgree/ Strongly Agree

Why: 7 J Q. CC‘ZI A dcid 9]
Structure of High Street properties _9 E/DC‘ o ﬁ
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree '
why: NOSE RADITIES. Qe L SR P . WOUIG

Noise poll Strongly Disagree/ D:sagree/ Agree /Strongly Agré

uti
Why: oo /\ﬁn e Hafhc=000e po:/u D1 4. M orse

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree )
why:../ CLEVELGD M0G0 WG DL COL LGP ecrmen: popolie)
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree )
- why: UG Q. 1108260, 20 smw r e VI
- Any further impact éxamples? .. LO":_,WQ @0 9 SRR e IMCIE 1/{9/’7/6'5(9’.7
NG me//‘/—/haa/m

3. Further new housing population cotld improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our faC|I|t|es would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. .
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ étrongly Agree

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. \
strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ 8trongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree \
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. =
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@
Further examples please?
T \Alloe .0 pa lld 76y core M gl m%/: /
SxEg O~AdEn. The Iaa! hospial "W ;Inl J0% 4 4
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8. Given the undulatmg rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

comments.._JOIGH L. QOEE 4. Fhe Lields haw aroer hedigerois
Tﬁj jﬁ’ ‘*ﬁ’z:rfshc:u/a ror be inferieredy ﬁ/}/ﬁ

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location. M%/’)ﬂ% }ﬁ’j SN Hhe ﬁéj{d@ ff)’fm

OIS
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
1,/
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ D;sa-g#ee/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
why: SAsgh. 308elr. 82 A s’\O Wk, XFebic. \ . Rt \-Kmu%lf_

Safe p_arkmg - leagt-ee/ Agl:ee/ Strongly Agree
Why: W, Sncep: g . ‘f\e\\%\,@‘m AlzaX, .5c~$ Exvrk\p 1S needock,
Structure of ngh Street properties

why: [hak- Skl ?m?zr\’m aw_ \a

Noise pollution b St-rengly DisagFee/ Djsagree{ Agr-ee/ Strongly Agree
Whyi\.f"?....ﬁf-ﬂ?a.xé.gk%’ @ \onee hawe e 4SS jpecavse & Rndge SeViike.

Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WNY: seueresnennrnmsmssnsanssssssssssssusussnonssnssansnnsnsnsnasasns sansssnensonsonsrssnsssnsrsssasssnsnssess oos

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

VW NYS sonesmensysssissas sssvitsvessssdis ieuiuasiasiius siness shs donivans sesvosinseissinassiorsssbarmmesscsmnsist

Any further impact eXxamples? ... s

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

C.G’\ﬂmrﬁkm Receae s
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/-Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

-Strongly Bisagree/ Bisagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Stronigly Disagreef Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

ALREATH  MENTaNED e Mo Bye = Depaiivng nis
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. v ¢
Comments....ﬂ“fb‘“% DVens o\

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcod e\

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree trongly Agree
Reols.. \ia Q&ru%,j - mc_% \osr Ras

Why: Qg Ao oag . enases - TR e A
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeif Strongly Agreeg ?”Sjl
Why: . \s...onou.. AL e . 830(\* L6208 Q@Ww ..... ouC LAV ﬁw?oreﬂ@

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree) Strongly Agree
Why'\.ﬁ\mn AL Vas.. acedLenls onx., Ua\\o@e el o Spore Foote~ Howaruss
Noise pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree Stron Iy Agree
o,\ﬂj\ e e 7

Why: \e—k— Covan A0, Yool ... Mo, Sl

Air pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree Strongly Agree

Coss N "a ’?a\\dc‘i‘m \b "{W_ OxCor — MMere Cocs = Mo %W%
Light pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ DlsagreeI Agree/Strongly Agree)
Why: Coxs W\\g&s MMere.. Concs.
Local facility access Strongly Dtsagree Dlsagree Agree StronglvA ree
Why WA X0 6 8 e w&a- Lwﬁi
Any further impact examples" ?w%e@.,. ...... , OV Mok~ -§\

podls ol nead Rplad ) r\oul
3. Further new housing populatlon could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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cQa@ Wese Sdxe cone Qow on Mo:.‘r eoPe Q_m.\m\ e
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase -
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow. _ :
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree )
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments... \@m@fﬁ Q—%”‘:‘-Q-—

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negativel :
Pedestrlan safety.- Strongly DIS gree/ Disagree/ Agree@
qb chiPrza o la.pseple.cross S
Safe parkmg - ' Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agre
Why: e M[ﬁﬁ/cff‘/\@?%aé M. /QC@/"%CJ:O A Sk@&ﬁ f{u&@)

Structure of High Street properties < ‘/

_ strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
vk &é%"ﬂf@....é@;ﬁ(ﬁmgs ...............................................
Nonse pollutzon ' Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreé/ Strongly Agree
Why: ... /*’“f::z-//”/»fc//*éép .................................................................

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agre

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@ Strongly Agree
WY oo oranenpsranme s s ey S A SRR SN PRI RS e PR AR ARG N

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag/Le\e//Strongly Agree
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Any further impact eXamples? ... s e e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
/}E‘.f‘% 475@ (sl p/:) brtoxL 0 G “@'61 sa o ﬂ*zeﬁfo /(fu.’\mr
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

o !(CLC./’/HLf@/\ ~shook ,O/:zﬂ. oIS amac*p?m. S“J)Qcan GO 1 o
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree |

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments. Zéc’-é.ﬂﬂ Md@éwﬁgwm@rﬂ@/&@% /ﬂ!/«’oc/@/‘&“ ”Q?SOQ

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise s of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

chur ek /,cm@ 18 a S‘/ﬁ'?,la 7‘ra0€ /arto cdjr%( e} lnr;mo)uet".

Local schonls are v"ﬂxﬁ?yms 7 c:n;po .Of);{/A’ Aumbors .

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strengly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree o _
Safe parking - Strengly Di i / Strongly Agree Eeaal
Why: Raa&:mtm&@mmngWWm (’0«40'@4— Grmargency U ehuckes
Structure of High Street properties
/ Strongly Agree

Why: D;wk...rﬁi..!n.c.rs:.-:fn.a\...Lw:.? LHW&'\J‘W’W—%M hoeman ok fke o Frediuel M‘N’?SL
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Local facility access Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree ,
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/-Strongly-Agree
Comments and more examples? 7, Uhl\cbg‘!_ faote: s Padistsicss aa) Aperks_an hai
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5 The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? fju”"kj ,.} daid Aok Wp.j .in'l,c..,m osznen o \1.MU-\ ,,LIQMLW(
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly-Bisagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/-Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and s'dﬁgads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safet Strongly E isadreelDisag congly Agree”

Why: TR, =S} VLR IZENTA v )"Eﬁ%ﬁ/ /SE
Safe parking - Strong/y Dlsagree/ ) f—p;@ AOW? e /Zﬁ Cﬁf?&
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Structure of High Street propertles
Strongly Disagree/.Di

why: DNOLSE. ﬂ@mw 0N CAnMeT. I

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/Strangly-Agree

Why: . ZRAEEAL..... CONDIESTIL...

Air pollution Strengly—D&sagfeel-DwgggeeJ.Agned Strongly Agree

Light poll tion Stro

Why: IO 2. 7?7")‘1:(1

Local facili v ac ess Strongly Dlsagree e

Any further |mpact examples? ~ 7/ /\)
\) f\J

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Bisagreef-Agree/Strongly-Agree,
Comments and more examples?
oNE SHoP o NE [olT7 pFicE ane POIEG
G101 TAMBLE Ford A SMALK VIALAGE ONA > .

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
StronghyDisagree/-Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strengly-Bisagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples? J
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ DisagreefA

Further examples please?' o T
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area? g e
LoE)nIG [(EAL)STIC AnTE oF ELDERLY (S0 piE:
WAN-7 a7 CRIME WILEL Co DF We
NEVEr2 See R pliceaErdAny Heds,  (A2)5 38,

= VELS WILL 1= AloT.
= oo/ ACEICS - NOT NeZDED

™~

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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trangly-Agree
W ScHoes. PAaRwow G Awd Tay ARGl ot o & Heny T A PR
Why ....................... 0 = ﬂ ﬁfz’
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Structure of High Street properties " oo s om wol; wistear gupine To T
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: Rexsef  om. A 0F . BTk oS BateT. on Modarn SBEFPe PrRS 16 by

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagreef-Agree/-Strongly-Agree

Why: Movz dedges [prmicie? |eams.. Sl BRams 0elsd O TS Dien e

..............................................................

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/-Strongly Agree
Roes cats|lUans -~ Moy ©O L Fre
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: Mot’-&“'“'i*'i‘m—’*‘l—twfPm—t-hﬂo»’fv'“@wmﬂy Vitenar.
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree '

Why: JTTEE. 1, So R, EATES. D Ee Rt EETEA, Ao oy 3 T Gemotar”
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/Strongly-Agree-

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly-Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strengly Disagree/Disagree/LAgree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?
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Wt Tuls v ™M Pher o0 Howezd Afdew ned oBTH & TE 2 =
LMo &Mt ml':! Nopw) MNoT AR ~tusy EYswT:

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape ogthe village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
T s vl FCE Geeaf Grarby 5!"‘5—“1)’{3-2-{" —&n(}, L
Aok Sl d’ N onbtorpe o LT iconpsie il

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - ~ Stropgly Disa ree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

i - A O |- -~

Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree 5{
WhY: s AN 2 o e O *-‘L—-M] Yy < 1[

Structure of High Street properties

, Strongly Dlsagr e/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
mmw"mmm&wfzﬁﬁkk:mmﬂﬁ" o i:“ﬂ ‘r&J&é b . Ak (oarie eAtp
Noise pollution ; Strongly Dlsagree( Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree. tre _,a
WHhHY: e L \,\;:. ...... Lo 't'v"k[v ................................................ o, S
Air pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Light poiiution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Local facolltv access Strongly D|sagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Stronglg Agree

TN TR TS
Any further impact examples? ..........

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples? T
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5 The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
Comments................... \’ Aﬁ ...........................................................................

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - . Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Wuen D). o8 blocKedd.. s ‘2 ....................... Q0. 4he ©il/agy

Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WHYS ottt b s e s e e SR S s e s

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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WhyLD"”f /égjo%,ﬁs@mg Srspen Zieq..

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Air pollution o Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Light poliution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Any further impact eXamples? ... e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/m
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples? Em—————
Ou /!o:S ;o;jz_;./ /8 7o /af)al’:’ﬂ Csz O/L _['14// Ce C7Lz.,,
r7e/ w/)c/ev' ,D ressygy e % /s e R Do.c/"?_.c Ctga, j\\“/f ;AL
IOG'7‘:>-7/L’ A e C?’/?c/ Scb,cols -/?y/;/ ‘z f'c:-u@cc:j

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/. Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments..................

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

AGRceD

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Streng-ly-ansagree{—larsegreef-kgreef Strongly Agree oENS [ﬁ&,

Why: Al Ceedy. 1ansafe. ak.. penk.bings. eSpeially. School pidf - o P rs9h

Safe parkmg - Strongly Disagree/-Disagree/ Agreef Strongly g\ & i s 72
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Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: .0UAESLAE...of.. o0y lenca L R ———

Noise pollution Strongly-Disagree/-Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree

Why: .. ua‘( A 'ij adla

Air pollutlon S_t,nmgl_ygs_a_gr.ee/—msagfee/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree
Tt MH:: <

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: ......cmks4e.. 2. 00, NP7 IS o R—

Local facallty access t:m:gly—Dﬁagfee/—Blsagreengfee/ Strongly Agree

Why: ... A2 il .. k.. 2. QR o gl SIS, nidbon— el ety
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments

Lhﬁufﬁ; ek W wrvohon  Asmldble i me
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/-Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ StronglyAgree
’wﬁ V) e:éé/gjn 7 Ig M}e)(/

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatlvely on:

Pedestrlaq.safety - ~ Strongly Dlsagree/ Disa ee/ Agr e/

Safe parkmg - ( Strongly Disagreel Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree WW
Why: MM v.eia

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Dlsagfee/ Disagree/ A ree Agre -«

Y AREN.
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreefStrongly Agree

Light poll Strangly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strgngly Agree
Why: ... \)M«%’ A Gl Xy

Local facmty access Strongly D|sagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character andfich heritage of the vittage would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreefStrongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood riédwould be increased by more housi@ due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Gtrongly Agree

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreefStrongly Agr
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your pérsonal knowledge of the village, pleas e us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. IstHere anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/StronglyAgree
Why: ... TER -’f”%f—/“ﬁﬂﬁ@: ALK EARY
Safe parkmg - A0 tronglv Disagree/ anagfee#ﬂcgmsi.ﬁwngbf—'ﬁgree

Why: .. 2 3TATE . “-”ka/!ovﬁcowv
Structure of High Street properties

/ Agree/ Steongly-Agree
Why: COUVLd hNg HBuT AL;ZE:«}’}/ ﬁ-F:—r._ch._aS WHEN M) CcrLosE N,

Why: >
Air pollutlon ﬁo Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
NOT @unNe Fidd> 70 ANVSwSH
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: JHERE,  Wits BE Ao CHANGT TP LIGAT FPolluTron -
Local facility access Strengly-Bisagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree
WHY: coeeecreaaenened PREITBLT. . oeeeeereressemmsesssssmmsmssrssssssammmssiis
Any further impact examples? e AN Eo MOAE S offeRT  ro NittAGE SHod)
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Bi

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Bisageee/-Apree/StronglhyAgree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/-Disagree/ Agree/-Strongly-Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/Strongly-Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
Comments ALEADY 1H0USFER NrLow €& cCHube LAnE 1H1&H ER

THE FIEcss 0 Qosrion
9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to.SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcodg

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Dlsagree/wlm Steongly Agree

why: L. {ve..aa.the. H\cjk« SE-beina.eclerl { herde ¢ ’Qu:f QL*QQ‘U“& d

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Bi SS' E} J’ CCu.m
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Why: OA..CQ.}‘?.,E%‘.\..“. - ek’\flc,u.xS'\' LONLEA.LL. N <L cl}A_\
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Stronply ‘Agree

/B\-QMPRII\% "\}‘-Q N &MM -lr\r\e_‘&—mg G 1D Q,.__\'F-Q.Dk(ﬁj (9(;4:,(.
Light pollutlon Strongly Disagree/ -_Bﬁagtee

.
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

comments H a7 C Mo .
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities Id be negatively nmpacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Dis:
Comments and more examples?
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5. Thefﬁlstorsé‘ﬁéracter and ncﬁeritagecgkthe v?l%e woulgbe%ﬁjmd or damaged by a IEN \&

housing development close to the village. Q.0 ()
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

zree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local serV|c wou atively impact y increasing the viltag populatlon
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. L0 : \\D\ [,Qq_k@-

Strongly Disagree/ Risagree/Agree/SteShaivaTioe
Further examples please?
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8. Given the t?nduiatmg rural Iandscapeq%ﬁwﬁkge any ne hogu%r%gge\hopmen oul av d
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
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tﬁmyour personal knowledge of the village, please
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the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to commmr ‘on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support. d R.U__(ESQ‘ %t %BQ‘Q}%\S

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
| -g wiiy — DORee widle e ciboe. Ntatpwadul

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly-Pisagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree
Why: ... S00RAZECL . PG, . ...k LOD DAY .. )
Safe parkmg - Strengly Disagree/ Dssagfee/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: . Alaocly.. Q1. pabls... Ok, Wl SChCol tadle Uwibed pordhiug o s
Structure of High Street properties

Strengly=Pisagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: ..Csx.. bw\dmcj LSebh oo, ). oo De. %ﬂi Shedliugy wodin \“é* ‘*@UQ
Noise pollutnon Strongty-Disagree/ Disagree/ A-g-ree/ Strongly griijél (e u%
Why: ... AUCCuy . NDY..... AaddGa.... 0. Mok g ok Mundd
Air pollution ‘ Steongly-Disegree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Stzongly-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ S%reng%rhg‘ree
Why: ... MO I PGOL..... M. Caowneh e UWOd QG0 ow ity S
Local facnhty access St;nngh,bmsagree/ Dmgree/ A-gfee/ Strongly Agree

Why: ...
Any further |mpact examples'-’ .........................................................................

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Ao 1 do uot Wi Wals O, Could

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?
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nul,\cﬁ@

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Steengly-Bisagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree

Comments and location examples?

/“M'b weadd bo ¢ AN . i:\'ﬁ&hhiu%

/. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly-Disagree/-Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

Naruicens mh,\mdf} ok \%\m CTNE e a TIN

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:
Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic
Pedestrian safety - S agreef Disagree

Why: oo 5‘”“)” ol Lj‘-ﬁ@t
Safe parking -

WhY: o Los 4.:2...L ....................................
Structure of Street prope es

Strongly Disagree/ Disagre Strongly Agree
N0|se pollutlo Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree
5 M/yla aalb...
A|r pollutlon Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree

Light pollutlon tronglv Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Gtrongly Agree

Why: .. ﬁf .....

Local facmty access Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagr
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Any further impact examples? ... ¢

3. Further new housing.population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and dcces our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre&/ Strongly Agre¥

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character andAich hefitage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/\Strongly Agreg

Comments and examples? %
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr&e/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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iven the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. /77 WW’Z/ }@Zym Mﬁ’@é!—ﬁ W
Comments..../a,@.zgl /Ag‘lﬂy\.f/ C P pkc

9. With your personal kn&% of the vnllage please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

[Llrg. € lataiNly) Aaemsolds DI 22 txy
gq ‘#; ﬁ 4’&}‘&@71“/3 / : — y‘

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

| _agree | mok) o Grat Genetby bease |
Wante) Yo lwe \n a Vilege

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/étronglv Agree)
- He (Troasw‘lﬂ

Why: Vewmdles. .. Spead.. bhavgh..vllage. naia.... net alweags Soepny o
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/{Strongly Agree
Why: G hee..... b Schaol s bRc 08

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree

Why: Cold L Shachues.. fee) . Vihmbos. wom lores now

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree >
W HY ' e eeeis et es bbb s e s e s s R S SRR s

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree*
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@ Strongly Agree
Local faC|I|ty access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@-

WY oeeeectnieees e e ees e b st sne s sen e s s s e s e S S s

Any further impact eXamples? ... s

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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Cufr«m-w\*' «.:}‘ 5\}5 C’m..-c IS _mi’:uﬂ .wl' )40(‘& er i:b f}@d" Tob

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. = s N
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree( Strongly Agree j

Comments and more examples?

5 The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree J

Comments and examples?




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree ™

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree’)

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMEBNTS ...ttt e e e oot

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:

| HAC LW/SD 10 GeadRBY & LY
COZ R E A \JILLAEE NOT A —laos Hood
Moy EnET 2 o~ —(_.AT S ARE Codkli.
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - f Strongly Agree
Safe ark - 9 i i Strongly Agree -~
Why”. ...... l‘iﬁl\/b\{ ..... ) D LAY TR SAE W LTS
Structure of High Street properties “/:'f_t\l&IJ
/ Snonglv—msagree/ /-Agree} Strongly Agree
(el Have. Crooat.. AT LE » Hom

Stm;glyﬂlsag:ee{—l}rsagr%%#\gteeﬂitmngly Agree
Stmngly-Dlsagree/-Dlsagr.ee/_Agree/ Strongly Agree

Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/-Agreef Strongly Agree

Nouse pollution
Air pollution

Light pollution

LTLY L1 OO OO PO PRPROTS PSPPSR PRSP P

Local facnlltlac e = _s;.:nngly—«Dis:gg-ree/ i =Agree/ w

Why: .. Vgl e BT\ %LY \/ﬁ:}é
Any further |mpact examples" ”ft{(.«.. \..) Q (L”\-k-’\ LN \.l\m)

3. Further new Evcltgr/lipopulatlon could improve the une G_ployment of the area.

Comments LIS 0 (BD(\.H
B (S  oc AL (cM{QﬁCth@' 5, C\é‘. Ao~/
JicoAdE IMPROVEMEHD

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

,jl:englv-Btsa'grEE/,DJsagme% Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples? — T Q&-{(_}QL\ AN T

Cob
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly-Disagreef Disagree/.Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples? 2 t"QA\\}C: <) A rRIELD DC\[Q{_{)M\J
Or %T%Pm RN AN ool
SoNE oF TRE EalDENS




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
~Strongly Disagree/-Disagree/-Agree/-Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments.... s

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane prgposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

e yd\ge. MAS sToREs as A e Knl
cOMMINNEE - WAs & Sense of W&mf\mm -f\%’b é&ﬁﬁ

ooz Dﬁm\ft\k\’\l Yoo WATORE

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrlan safety - Strongly Disa ee/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree p
Why: .. YLD 0 9&?\1}{ D\E’Q ..... V2. Ao Tho RoAd) M,\D volole ¢
Safe parking - ) Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree Ttde

hy: ... DORE.. TRARETC... oo . Ml . cenges e on We sbrescs
Structure of High Street properties

Stron ly Dls ree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: . SHESE . DroReRTIES. .5 e, Yo nel Sewaes, arp e o\ o
Nozse pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
NEOE. TR AR2N0. Sareald....

Alr poliutlon Stronglv Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Gnes  tooul Yaelk
Light pollutlo Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: \b\ QQ@Z’L\. ) WY Q"\Q——\n \\i\\@"' SNees N\lg\tg,\;\\tﬂ.&‘ﬂ
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree o
Why: ... \=0CX... AN,

Any further impact exam?es" \DDO\;DQQ&Q’\\MQ .............. . L\ ﬁ\\)\m& \G\E'BS

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

W b0 oo oiiel enrpices EF’M gl;ag\xl'la X
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SeRVATION

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples? -
WL weed WeNo-eale. DRDeSTRWN QATHUSMS 5
\s, \) Raca) € oce oly Coutonliy Cenho?)
\5 Meve oot fof” gl XWePS <

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? e

\\’\‘m\& WD \oe s SRt Y afd) ool
oty o GranTiau



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
Agedy, e Teod woates Wy RS
ol 4 \)x\cme, 0 on_ PeenL \ane

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
5 Wene  enciOln_ dooas,  RCKERS
cotl. AT Besyale

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments&qﬁﬁg—

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

foxes , D=, heolSeS e oS %\%\'Q\B
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/
Why: 11122581, 8. MATBR ol Ak bEfons THels 1o AR TS (HE Schlson

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree
Why: SEE... AboNE. . Hav's.  DortaArte. ~Tee Bigt, STREST C :

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Stron ree e
Why: LRefEefien. . NoT. Bowl, Ao wiTusTaSy Nopeel (Bt xwmr. > FaggmenT ;fe =

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreetgtrong!y Agreg)
Why: IEUURTROUTTUTTINE = 1K U ~ Sy S URE - -7~ 1~"1 = OSSO

Air pollution strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree>s
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree@

WY cooeecie e ceucssenca soepins sesesssastianasasnsisasssnssbsssvens smass sasasiosi ssssasonsasbansanasnassnsse

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/

WY ciiincicisiiiminsississmssississssiosesassiss O T W S \, =
Any further impact examples? Pu&:aawcgpxﬂv&«’umi’ﬂ@oﬂﬁam fads S O &

Sl . Mitkion Sfaat on Access FRom gouTr BHIc  NoBsy UEES .

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
& o6 Abssl. Qe Aeczas Ao Cladtutn ro?\ CQ\@H\ Ny,

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/{Strongly Agree 7
Comments and more examples?

VAPfL.KmQ‘ oo onde BN o€ UJC{H 18 ‘{0 A oAUER. 15 AN OPBasestT o
NSAdcElonet SR e e, . —Tie Lo®\ 15 'Eur” Now, Ay €024 15 & RATER
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow. ‘
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreefStrongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

Rod off wie PecoroanE. S cESTRE o Jiviacs .
collcarey Ry Sohis WTo Sot -

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTS. s assisismani

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments: -
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - trong Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/[Strongly Agree / :
Why: AAcrz 2. /€ Ol SHoacwm. LORRARL. T WL . (TP E” e

Safe parking - Strpngly Disag e/ ;sag e/ Agree/ trorlgls,ir gree geo - /7((//2;:@
Why: .. e Al L. LT 0 LA L s 0N gz A5 1y

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
Why: . Hoae.. iRl ., S Mo b0, LA PR S o Trres

...................................................................................................

Noise pollution Strongly D:sagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree y
Why: oo 2880 LL2EEN /vwrfcv/”"/ ..... L. 500 ) AT T7757 e (7 ey
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agre //z,f,. ﬁ/ f/‘-f}

As Hhoce: =
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree\

(VY[ SV PR—— . S DS T

Local facility access Str/qngly Dis /ree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree /
Why: ¢ Condecindenm.. L02.. 4202, e L u,ﬁ”/ Lol PP /!—c PRl
Any further impact examples? ...................................... % i?.’.’f....ﬂ.?..’.?.{—.’......4:.//414(//‘—0- X c,,»;rL Legene

/Z“E?fzu bt S000C &
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments - ,
Ahicewe Audfsty [ Tir) (S 7K COVpry e Fo Fo
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. :
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree >

Comments and more examples?
fore  fOtlLur o, LS Gopegesse | AOAs L/ 77R '
Mehe  Aolse LSt SOCrtbicict /t"ﬂoma. Sl Lo Ak
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agr

é;‘\

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Ag-lt_é-é\)
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Stronglym\
Further examples please?

/"{6’4& A) )/ ;C/f"g{)L(/f/(—-//;d //’ yfﬂf/‘/f /l‘/f;: -~ [E/M/L-é
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
Comments..L. L 4T 7S AL 2. LETeX /4044?? ........ AT S Y cle et

ACCAG oo
9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location. . _
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

DS WJ(rDi\Al‘

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY sueerrernsaressenesssenssnssaseas smnssesenesssensnssessassnssns snssnastass sbansnsss sssasssnsesssonssasronsesss

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@ Strongly Agree
WY ot st en et s es s s s s sie s e s e s S s S e B bR e aRe E

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(Agree/) Strongly Agree

VW RV ! v e isommasresssassasasnarsarsasasns sasmsassensnsasasasss snssasssnasegsssssstanssasyosassssuse

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(Agree/ Strongly Agree
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/Strongly Agree
VWY . e ettt sa e e b s e s s s s S e e h b e eyttt 0

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@ Strongly Agree

Any further impact examples? 5&. ' OQLF&QK]K}[’}lXAL&#&'ﬂ/{ DM QF@OU\R
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

NoTHHN( To OuUSD —opn THLL

e i)

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

EutT WD & (ooh K Lot £ HAL !Tnb'\.g

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a hew

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
BECTonN Ging N A Good ity ¢
\ ! rﬁ\ (e Y N -
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. =
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. .
Comments.........IN Y. &E} ...............................................................................

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

NNAEAE To CoMMe - (INSUFE( CIRAT
KNoptsDGE

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Nam

Postc

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Pedestrlan safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree
Why: the.. X ¥n. 08 va. £ bbﬁu[ DR, . I b worse.
Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/; Strongly Agree)

hy-Q..L’.}i I 00FC.... 00 kb . i, ene. o, W0GE D8 5 to noymy
Structure’ High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/étrongly Agree)
Why:loa@act...on. s prceo. due 40. At IRIST, Neion Toad,

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/r trongly Agree
Why 0. ek h-;ﬁQ on.a.Xikee. hichStteal. \With.. 0w oA
Air pollution Strongly isagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
LG T Car 5

Why: D0 E.... +I’f@n ATS.....

Local facility access Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/[Strongly Agree

Why: NQ.. z;rcmr foc. L—)Cf-i( ShopS o he. hﬁx...&@ﬂi brafP
Any further impact e‘)amples? The. Sehaik. PG"k.J J - ¢

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. b
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ (Strongly Agree }
Further examples please? Ne
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8. Given the undulating rural |andscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding

the Church Lane development area?
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@'ongly Agr
why: .8 enibrbeem e B 0w Alre el e ST e
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Qﬂ-ongljfgree

Structure of High Street properties o
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ S@r?glv Agree

Why: fAgie. solomd 2 saer®  dowetia s

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ S@y gree

Why: 822 EBEAK eeesnssssessnstesesssannes -

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
o {U\)M = ‘—‘/I

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ St@glv}\gree

Why: 68 EIDAL s —~—

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ St@hgly Ag(ke )
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Any further impact examples? N T———

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments

T der'vc Yaoro e  ureanflomive A uwen boi .S"wc;-f\_a’{-& Sosllioel,
e QA LA Al b \;;_\%m e vt \f_';@’fi i 11.-,2{ ui_Lﬂ: OIS A @ A aﬁ’-‘avf’\f Se\wa
RerDlenead i Hoiess» D ) £ '

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strolnmgree
Comments and more examples? el
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village. =

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ @E@f Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? -




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow. —
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Str@ee
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Stgree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments........

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments: ggwc o & ViL\ocE 1S REQuitiky Fol Af-Sace | oNG
| Retimernzur

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ $frongly Agree
Why: (25, H0vE. Contssion. om 7ok Lle 3. MOL............

Safe parking - Strengly-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agfee( Strongly Agree
Why: WITHZGCM""vQ)JVﬁﬁ,"fﬁm‘fvst?r'fm(ﬁrys‘I‘/{n e

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree
Why: Cavno7 /I.( CAPIEE D

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Qtrongly Agreé

Why: MeRE ... TR oo FAZE YIS s

Air pollution StronglyDisagree/ Disagree/ Agrée@
NoAR TRAPFric_ ,( ./

Light pollution ) Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Wy RE., B0 ... s :
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agree

Why /% 28 T84 M. 00 [t JOUS's..oooooc e

Any further impact examples?f.ﬁ%@'....‘.’.‘.'..’.‘-.?.’.‘..f{f'..::‘.‘.?.:’..?.!{4:4...%‘.’::2.?.?....5.‘1.““"’

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strenigly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
StronghrDisagree/ Disagree/ Agree), Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly-Disagree/ Bisagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. :

Strongly-Bisagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ .Agree/Etrongly Agree—I _
Why: /—'}m/f\se,v—’aCCMfcnwi’\’&o\f\whmﬁﬁg s codd be decngasonn

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/lStrongI! Agree(
Why: Y c{’&—(k\néa(femiﬁak'csff&nwﬁh«"cbu. \I[L(c-ft

Structure of High Street properties

- Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agree
Why: 1415_‘;;5(" Gesithem L4 Alrecd  offfe. s L\eau;/ Fotfc " Conid omly e

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree ‘Strongly Agree! €xccerbeled
Why: ..o R R L N O

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution A Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WhY: oo P@Akknw ......................................................

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/’Strongly Agree!,
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Any further impact examples? ... e s

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area. afr mofadg) P
Comments Schoal Tormres.
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/f Disagre%{ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree;{ Agregl Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to o'verf%ading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/lStrongly Agree

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/|Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. .
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree‘_ Strongly Agree 2

Why: Ps&‘\ﬁ.m&u.j Voo MIASIA. e Lo Y koo T oy rawyn Vil e .
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Sti'oneg Agree f*;

WhY: o V0.5, 2000 S DAL I A DTOD e eresssnessssssssessins

Structure of High Street properti
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

WIYE sissiimmsovsassssssisiss e i ss oy ses i S Savems s sams e s EasnRs sunssasms s nsn e

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/étronglv Agree
WHY: coriecceeeeercissmsemmsssvassansnssussasassssssassnsnsonnsnssranssnasnsns sunsonsnsssearassasassaysnsasessa oy

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongiv Agree’
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagreef Agreé\j Strongly Agree
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Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(Agree/ Strongly Agree
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why: ..Hekken oot Coun DO Teule. Gt

Any further impact examples? ......ccccecurveeee

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase °
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree{ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village._ Sy .
Strongly Agree J

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow. _
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree Yy
Comments and location examples? )
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTS. .. i s sty e s e vins

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.
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Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:_

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY : eompprenmorsmassssnsmesssiimman st k— --------- )

Safe parking - Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
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Structure of High Street properties PR
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/c;_§trongly Agree /
WY . e eresessessas s sesansensas ebsas es srs ensus et sus st sisbod bas snssensasansaresananssans

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree( Strongly Agree )
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Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree,{Stroneg Agﬂe/e‘)

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ _'Strongly Agre‘e_ )
WY oreeceerssensnsssennessssssssinssssssssssssssss sesssssst sensassnssnsiasssssnstos st shutssssssussassassonsvns oo -
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreeLStroneg Agree /
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Any further impact examples? ..o e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users. [ —
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(‘Sirongly Agree )
Comments and more examples? e e——

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. .
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Qtronglyr Agree )

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading dramage systems changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree/
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. -

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTS iismiciuniimmviniarismssmssnensssresessemsnysenesysessasnsssarerysassasemm s ssssans

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strong!y Agree’
why: Mest daodi s, 88wt a2z 1. (088, Hhe ndiia o=
Safe parking - { Strongly Ii)}lsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree
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N0|se pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree
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A|r pollutlon Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree (Strongly Agree>

. Mave defie ot @ailick tew
Light pollution , Strongly Dlsagree/ Dcsagreeﬁgr—;e/ ?Strongly Agree
Why: LG Gied.. Sdnset. [, L,C‘ AN fw:w el .
Local facility access Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree™ .
Why: [ Cuactn. {; ulibies gre.onThe bagh. Stoek Mcs@ have [o S = e
Any further Impact eXamples? ... s s s '57”‘51 (eend

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments s ol 2

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree( Strongly Agree )

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/)ﬂ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree 7

Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTS...... e et st e e b st en s er et

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
Absoloiat - bl livi in © villogo o~d Jiakh ke
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
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Safe parking - , Strongly Disagree/ D!sagree/ gree/ Strongly Agree),
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Why: Lt pectady. e S nekd Sems fovd. ooy S e e &y sl
Structure of High Street properties e

, Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
why: Fodeavs slagedn. Secnomeal Osbo Mo Stesek grepds S Hrfougn **’QL

Noise pollution Strongly Drsagree Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree £ & C
Why: ... 5{erx... B AN et -Le i Vo E R

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree@“}

Light pollution ¥ Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Tles . l’*‘fa%w L 2.0005R. ML fercasdakas ...

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree ‘
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Any further impact eXamples? ... s s

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. -
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/{Strongly Agree D

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape oftL-I% village, any new housmg development should avoi

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.

Comments. HQKM‘"V‘ st C-QJ-&F?.\Lj ..... V.iib (_gc"f‘d ..... el CAN QLS’W\(.@
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



roposed Development of Church Lane.

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

s JllUake M Qieady (GLow N TP ITTS

M IpmuM Size FoR “THE Neoctt FAriUTIES AND
iz Cize oF THE ScHool

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Stron y@}sagreef—ﬁsagmeﬂyee/ Strongly Agree
Why: ROARS... A LEEADY. TDUS. DI 2N, LT
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

why:ALZzed . Mo PeRleng. . af... Loua L SHeE AND PosT 2 Fr=ice .
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why MOV ME. . OF. TRATELS. . JALEEARY] ...

Noise pollution strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: THE. INOLSE. . Colie T 1.5 BleeARy. 24 [1 TAND N CEEASINSG .
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
ConSTANT EfHAUST RPoiLvTioN

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree.

11T T L

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree_

Why: ﬁ»pécih{ﬁf"@gméfwDa(c"f‘@uu*mwé— o= TeArC

Any further impact examples? ...

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

THPBT  wWopl © i%ﬂ-ﬁ’i/s/ LIRS wWIHELE

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? _—



EXTA JVEMES OnN THE RpaDS . INOTHER Gl e rd
SPAcE DISHPEALE .

6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

A L2eEiad 7 AT CHPP‘%C,{T?’,

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
T WA auem TELD THAT Aler  vast ol
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcodyq

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
%.\fe. SAGon e b\‘.—;f/\(._ el e AnY pi_.GV\S Te Bu oD Pan ‘i’/b\-ﬁ
OwniY Gasczn SPACE tn TuL VicLnce Bécavse Any Huiowne
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/ StrongiyAgree

WY et cemisenecesens s ees s et sns s s b b sas s e s dhs b i b bR et s b s e

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WY e cetinen s sesassses st ssnaassns s sas st ssvsbs s sassassos sestas shssensue nnass sosasssansnasassons

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WWHYE o cieee et ses s s ems s asssas s ses b s sk s b e s s A h s e st s

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
VWY et sas s s s sh b b s sh e bbb b e SRR s s

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongiy Agree
LT OSSO R

Local facility access strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY ettt b s snsne s sre b ar seb b s s s a s ssb e s b s SR RS s s st e

Any further impact examples? .......cccuvnrvnnens

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
WE Ragd Dex Answedes (Mowipudac Qoud atiovg
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMEBNTS ...ttt ca s st et e s e e s ses e

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode]

g

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

e  Ae Ao

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - " Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree:
WHY: oo L Y L OO OO

Safe parking_- n Strongly Disagref/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WhHY: e (et dAdnds oo Sl .50 ...

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{Strongly Agre%

i

WhY: o AT VIER S VIBCATIONSG e

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/[Strongly Agree

L YE— phaH. Yorumd of Thalec. A T, Crece

Air pollution / Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ tronéﬁdAEr%
Meoad VEWELET = Moad grmissioms

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WRYS oo oo s momminsibsisssasssass oo s oaamss e oaass U o Ao b b v sSi AEE a SLSS i

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree)

WHY: oo SEE. Shte, TALICEIG. e —

Any further impact examples? ....... lopg. eaits, | RiGuaZ. (o renss

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

e el g - - i
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. _
strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree™
Comments and more examples?

Wied Wi By oo Scorbers Bg fux,

/ s
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree)

Comments and examples? , .
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

Hew Wi gxeets Gt teemeve B DL sPrassd

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree//Strongly Agre
Further examples please?

Pvo - SEE AL TS TTC (peiliTia]

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTSerrrorrrsrirn IS A @ed™

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments: )
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agree
WY oo e i G NSRS Lo S O G o 450 9 SRV Fom S U PR e e

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/('gti’ong!y Agre9
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree
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Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree)
WYL e e o it s s R4 A AR R PSS SSRGS 63 =

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
WY oo iSRS b RN a0a S i o SRR AR RS TRV

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree
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Any further impact examples? .......c.ceinnnnnnassssne

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

No "1t vwon'ke

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agre

@

Comments and examples?




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/{gtrongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Stronly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre. N
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable, Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Mos7T  CEeERTadby

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Et_lEEy Agree )

WHY: ool B G L TLEREE LG e

Safe parking - o Strongly Dlsagree/ D|sagree/ Agree/&ngly Agrea
WHYS oo 08 DI T G ICS imomstcssusssassissiossvormsacsianesss

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@'figly Agree
OB 30 MABRATIAR, ..commmmssisssissisisissisisisssssisssiiiss =—

Nmse poilutlon - . Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: oo Ty T T o T L

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/fStroneg Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/{Strongly Agree \
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Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@ngly Agree b
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Lupg .5y

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. - —
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/' Strongly Agree /
Comments and more examples? /= isaW ™ o RevaAd g \/\‘L-:_“HTZ.'.e

sl PP e Nema@Z  —oe Re® @y ¢ a8

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree \
Comments and location examples? '

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the V|Ilage populatlon
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. SRVIYY \

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )

0 Deeior  ig

Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments.........

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
-

Name:
Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

= N A ; - ~
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre@

Why: ... BB S oA Zonsn. ..., —
Safe parkmg o Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agre// Strongly Agree 2
WHY: oo SRR A B CABAA. ... Bouen. o AR SORT

Structure of High Street properties e
— Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree[ Strongly Agree o
WhY: oo o D\J(\l”"g o)

Noise pollution 2 Strongly Dlsagree/ D|sagree/ Agr e/ St n:mglw,ir Agree— 2

WHY: ceoreveeesnneenneee ] (W) PANARAVES

..................................................................................... e

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/”Stroneg Agree ;
—

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY oo co s ssprspsssannssenssssnsnsssponessmnes o vesmspessasagnsssacayasncsssindhess I

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Dtsagree/ Agree Strongly Agree ;

Why: ... TSR SR WA TS DAL

Any further impact examples? .......cccccuuevueene

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

7 _,/1’
/ /
i —

v

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. i —
ly Di Di fe A 4
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel/ Strongwa/

Comments and more examples?

- A _
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. N
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree #
Comments and examples? L o —_—
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeﬁsftﬁliaﬂ__ﬁgw;\g_@g# S
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please? =
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMEBNTS ..t es e et s s ettt eeeens

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like tc comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Granthamn




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

l\ln rﬁ *’l\m\“’D{L(ﬁﬁmQh\\ \'\(-]."'3 \__Cj__’:_':\r o \f-_}"'("»\ )rﬂf_
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Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ gree Strongly Agree
Why: . BE. Clrgya (,—X e B NA Gk :
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/- e Agree/ Strongly Agree

Structure of High Street properties ——
Strongly Disagree/ Wree/ Strongly Agree

WYL oo oo G s a5 oA 4 0 X0 o oA S AR R oSS iren

Noise pollution Strongly Dlsagree/@ag ree Agree/ Strongly Agree
17112 YOO, ou S

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Wrongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/'Qisagregl Agree/ Strongly Agree
WHY: e asbabasssubnse oo s sus s st soasasessssesmdesnsnagerrEimagasssoranssas N

Local facility access Strongly Disagree[:Disagree Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY et s et s s e n e e N e R AR

Any further impact examples? ......cccmnmmnmmsesnnamacsmeine.

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

ﬂNW\T\k LD m /l&
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users. P
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. .
Strongly@isagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?



Deoad2 o \ >
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

n\(\m\% &Dr\ﬁ_\_@;&_ﬂt& PP L \
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

CoOmMmMENtSs...........eeo Shilisii s i R SRR

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments: i . A N vy £
WWE  NEEA T HTlid IR TIT7Ers

. A h ) g / ' / e
N TR T Jardl 1 2d i1

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety / Strongly Agree
Tp— . ol 0 lal Y21
Safe parkmg, 5 e / S
Structure of High Street prc?es

o ; ghee/ Strongly Agree
Why: Z//%/V}/AM’ lernns AT A WP T /AT 4‘/2!/7/%;/65
Noise pollution i i / Strongly Agree

Why: .. //){:\/Z/{f”_r/?
Air poIIutlon /;L; /Q‘iCl/f

/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution /?,j, /;ﬁd/zf / Strongly Agree
Why: .. &
Local faC|I|ty access Strongly Dlsagree

WRY: issinsimssivissisiissssnssssnasasisisin o ver siglmyssssapsssio savaof Massosasbosusassaesansnres

Any further impact examples? ... /2.712/7 4? ....... [.Z’ﬂ....[

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/-Disagree/-Agreef-Strengly-Agree

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
(Strongly-Disagree/-Disagree/-Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
—Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/-Agree/-Strongly-Agree—

Further examples please?

W7z /.4//,4?// 75 AI7EAD T

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments.....

S. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

70 WY To TEnTI o N

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name;

Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments: G/eaL CeAerixf Should remai @ wiliAge, +C0 Many AL/
L2000 will SLFECt UE AL cfe i this lovely v?’//ﬂar» Trefbcil
harome maore rcmfsrm‘

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - ree] Bisagree/ Agree/ Strengly-Agree Sw f
Why:ﬁfc_c:z.mmq..cafs.c'..c& : sactepaic e 4. schcal a ccess iAo vitipee y
Safe parking - Sirongly-Disaaree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree™

; Afreil FC e 3 of A il O 24 ACCrcleES F '
Why: ,Lf.i.u.a@g.umaaqtgecs.r;cageytgl. lus fr’lléﬂ }Sncnco{hmaf and ety eccoaleats oot
Structure of High Street properties

Pisagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree
Why: IrafaC. CQ/@?SC"C" il QQZ? LAOISe..
Noise pollution Stmngly—Disagree/ Drsagfee/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: .CONSIUCEEALTIRRE.C CICIRLS..... .
Air pollution St-reﬂgly—stagree/ Brsagn:ee/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light poliution Stronghy-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: (ALCCEC L L IOE Sev el SHECIRE byl LS. =Thel vorll (cose nuir hab/ kot
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: ..

Any further |mpact examples? .........................................................................

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

AN heae o ommru., AT eAcuch 0H VRCCAAC LS. N c,m/:tm;m lof
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly-Disagree/ -Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
ThisS_will affFeCt MCre dog welkecs, ﬁr‘r:ﬂ/pf}afsman actrvitees and
PeRestian NALUNe Welks/ramblers

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
Strongly-Disagree/-Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
TR vdllea® will JuSt becom dactnar Pt CF Grantmam towort, of Aore housin
aees are AT ol ed. Trus coill (ocse s v tage ‘Aenerily \9



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly-Disagree/-Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

The area 71/ (S foceted wiitl secome fiecie Lor Overlodida] a'mm,w’ S/ R o
Creaie ryawvek /-?‘f INCSe drcuuad e iurmu;:rff//) Eseplo

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

SAACUS agy DECome over 0opulpted, Same 88 Or’s ¢+ HaS/tals

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments.LNSAGLEE. AUINCAG 20, LG LOUESRILS. 2adl. hugher valley S(pEs
TR will ARLREIVELY BELECE N Feel ¥ Viesls oF Cux village.,

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.

DPEY, FOXES, HAreS, RRDhIts, 8’*6&48@, £eQRENCS. Keshral 2loens, Bats
OuuULS, Horses Birtts of &l) ki ads.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcol

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
Loc Loenly \""—3 \5@& i \\1\9 \J \\\f‘\qu \\-'\(- s G\u \_\j \S O\I\C\ \4'““‘{
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impaethega

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree/

VWNIY! | oiissaissssmminansisiasins samsasssiss sasdesamsnesuas somssssasis v fassan semansons Fesgiom s sy assmes _
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agreé‘>
WY unmmmmenmaiinmmsms s marssmssnammsmswessessmssnsnsibas SRm R o s S ss g =y

Structure of High Street properties e
Strongly Disagree/ DisagreSeI_ Agree/ S;rongly Agree

VWY oo e soaii s oneu i ohoa oo e s R S A SRR A5

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagreéf Agree/ Sirongly Agree
1T £ Y AT ————— 7. I ‘\

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WHY? oo v qapaptammass s S s S RS IGS R

Any further impact examples? ........ccccveeeraennen

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and pIayground users,
social activities, shop users. =
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agrese/ Strongly Agree N
Comments and more examples? ——
\.Q v N Mane nd  Loe Monne € \ove\e \J ‘\\C"cf"
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow. o
Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@ Agrge/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. T
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreg/_ Strongly Agreey
Further examples please? T "'J
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMIMENTS. .ottt e e e et s s ses s s e sen e s ensasmessenes

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



ﬁesponses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postc

LQ(&-"Q
1. Great Gonerby should retain,a village identit nd n becoq‘ue a. sufburb of Grantham' \’S 1(
Comments: C\(-Q(;\}\ Q{‘;\(\Q_(bd\ 1N e G(r%g u-r"\._ L/\\{Q \
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Predoh  Sdeo K Niowks W~ leokonce, axe Sy

P D00 v o \Lillage  WAM . on | Deathsy] df,
Boren sl hdBiarl ot o e ton Loads olse dusa
2. Increased trafflcthrough_t_-.' age-and side roadswould impact negatively on: EQOLTQ—"’ (SR

Pedestrian safety CHFE {1“1""1"41 m {:E
Why: .. e - \l S RV =W, Cf‘f{:(/

Safe parkmg - 5
Why: 710, asl k. ... J;—/\Q.ﬂ 0.
Structure of High Street properties

WM

WY e

Noise pollution t ve {
_ net | =2
Why: G 5 MOTBY. &3 I4es,. XS a,’\ 0 NS VE

Air pollution {/&Fﬁjgggiee Dlsagree/ Agree Strongly Agree)~

Light pollutio N Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ A reﬁ%
Why: CUfS‘E\LJW:) ..... [’O‘/"l—{? ...... {U“’V\QS Movy i\/

Local facility access S}‘{:ngly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree Strongly Agree

Why: ... : . \Q
Any further lmpact examples? S \3 G‘C.\ A S B’Q— Some
Relron Lo

Jone O Q,\ "\}-kf\’ (o B s e n_>,
3. Further new housingfgopulation could improve the unemployment of the area @usk{
g G|
Comments _ LL, <oa
oty enouan \1\@3 N carenthann (‘%f C /poe%
Cionod u «J

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. i
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

Trhe Nl\cuo "ol & c.m\ﬂs‘s L(m\t\-\{ FD\MC«&L\F\CX ‘
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5. The-Historic character and rich herltage of the village would be diluted or damaged hvfaﬁu ] l

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ 8trongly Agree
Comments and examples? ) :
\f:e-u:S E‘# Co\m\r\/\\@&c}\sz, = (O d \J L
\ev : c e A
fm.POdC'Qd'!J CIVE'(‘J\)(- Qm/\j\gg g"‘ \/lt—l’ﬁ(’t %_ By e
A

tousi =G eg'LC(ke' / tbﬁé e ‘PF’CA g/g—imq

i




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

lﬂrnr‘& A0 YT NO 6lf((2, A C\DM
AL A J:_\cscr\nc,\)l\ Hus Nea~

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Sfrongly Agree
Further examples please?

Be_ b ot heni® on AsE—se Aleas Smij
voac\e  to Sez’r cAdonths )
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMIM NS iaziisiismausisniisesssaesss oo s m R TV v S ovas sos S oah s bbme s ssmsnaasmasass

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
Laeally yes Bl o esb”ewﬁa(/m cn/mw/w POW{L & LGranriSreun ﬁ‘f a
(1ol Selulte S 1€ dachy, oSS E ﬁmsﬁcﬁfﬁ mz#—ar/ abmrz&/%m
S eMesllopnd (ool Pext- Offre Sedvls , Ay /)ub/zc hovae
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: ...zl 0. Crosa. et fin kBB IR, 0.0 (O.8a ... Se v vice )
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ I?_ls_qgggg/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: . ;mz/zr@ U, o big. LRl SRS,
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree ;
Why: £AL r‘emrytez//"m er L. z‘— Lides R deond s Eox it o /th/?/wj

Noise pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagreg[ Agree/ Strongly Agree

T I A/l B 3. 2T o

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution_ nggly%gr_ee/ Dtsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: 43086 075G rem SE... o= A el e omon plopges( 70 Al bleet
Local facility access St!rt:mgl\«r Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree 2 “"fﬁ%.‘a' TRea

Why: xRl frmsilibes oo Sehmlp ped . Pot . 6/&@ Shovtc! berep T T o Sonme
Anyfurther impact examples? F(/;f./m’ Lbo DBl i VLS Sb.ﬁ/ﬂ’ f‘tj cevlel be
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3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

diftle < p htt-sment™ CAASYTV LN, o Frnnn FE2 L1 /1(6\.4-;&3
IO/ 77 J 7

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples? -
L hove never [1iied anuWMrer‘n”A L0 prany do g We )b ey by hng
hevse ! 1 Reess Gm'ﬁe%xm/ L ) iy Soonn exealloly Fngl nell gubb%r%é—/
/:M Vo (i 0 e s,wu 2h !/v//é_L_/giﬁ tall .

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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é-eﬁ.: « Yo be /‘LOK%U'Q‘E\_(/»"\H i &c.«?LI'U-v- 7 hAcrn 64%7‘—( ‘-("hfrw e

I~ s bobupdocy .
6. Flood ritk would be incresed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

Zp rele vop £ -

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please? { =
Otter-Sthpon S Lotod ScAod T [ rre/evewt |7 neS ?‘*50'6? ery

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location. -
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

\ife,s_i We, STONQLU_Qgree Tthot (real G,onefhu showd an i€y
Viogg eI

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreefStrongly Agree

Why: ..X{.e,xx@..c’s.o.&&..m..g...&@.hgq.\...‘.Z..Q.f.\.&..mm..T.\.\.m:t....qi&..\m.g%..ndouinq Chlldren .

Safe parking - _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree

why: .Chuith. cor Pk Wik \oR00me, ovtx Elowied.. ang. peopie UJF*T-—;'\' re8Ort 10 PG on the
Structure of High Street properties ©OdS. This 1 U.i\&{lf'ﬁ 4 d{]n EOU& AUg 1o ™he SthooV zine d

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree{Agree/ Strongly Agree NUQE [0r11Ed thet
d | "

Why: ...!:Q.f.\..\.&j.r..ucg;t&(\;ﬁfi\\...g\.xm...LQW.&.Q... L SUIOUOING, (YOPRINey & the  pasd 1A(OUGR The
Noise pollution A : . Strongly isagree/ Disagree Agree/(Strongly Agree’ .

Why: ...Q.G(\hli.\k(.t\()ﬂ...ﬂ.@.@i«.ST...'\:‘.U.\\QZ\E.B.,-...\.‘.\.C.DQQ&.@.C\...HQE.LC,-mUQ(l&EQ numboer of peeple
Air pollution _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agreg (N The O Q.
Whyt Morg, LN 1A e QFEa LINCN CoWId PRAUAE In Mot STediicnovy el

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree v

Why: MM\M&@O\KBC‘}EL\% A ...-?.T.Qm...h.o.m&h...&&..mw ol an t%crtc:a;;ed numer of

Local facility access | Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ A ree- ven oty gntng
why: .\ocak.. facitnes. Wil become. Qvel. croided... rolid.

Any further impact eXamples? ...

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Only breanse eonglouged OeoQ toill e movinrj N0 Thel houhed.

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree[Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

%)mh a_highet (0OWAKEN COMED BN INCERAN in The WY ot the. locad.

QUL - :

Plagroud equiptmen] could be DroVen or worn oyl eatier fhert would
be“Gvercrogding & 0 lach of eadousced Within our small Shops.

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree’

Comments and examples?



MO,
Addino.newer oroperhiey ruiny the inteq(id of T tradifonal

Vikaof” thal (0 hawe:

6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

Could poaniblag el in 18 WoclOged 0 The ArQNQ 0L
SRy, 9 -

Nowewer, we ok 0ot qualified To commen COﬁﬁmeUJ\u an Ahiy.

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree>
Further examples please?

Thert, v aleadih not e00WGH spACed in Schools 4 WAring Hme

atthe, noipitak e, verir leriathi. In addition, & there aw 1o0g
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

Deess, FOXeS, Qb ahunddnce of hirdy (sioling, wood pigeon, Magie,

1AL, Wl cicd)

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name

Postcq

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments: Men mainy) O L aea O y/s Qg M Aushanot < J [m&d% ?/W
ot~ ole ¢ did P FMMQ‘WAV l/e,mcwd&‘ Open ApAlss s dose Ploximdy b nalze >
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2 Increased traffic through the village and side roads would |mpact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree oo ol
Why: 78 g 4. S .. 0400y, 1oy, st leticn e B chateo  Jptfiafly 4o Al L b s
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: V& e, altetely D’/‘/&‘/C‘LM' G pak ot busgy.. n

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongiy Agree

why ol ok aluatty o ol hoy Ay g0V Trarbhi e ~mone braffee i ko buts T2
Noise pollution X Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: JAckRad et B . L5 aninling 10032 5T & husy HHSA

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree |

Why: &g 46. 4. I ,/?*Oﬁﬂ?ﬂ- + sflet f@?}ﬁﬂoﬂmﬂf@mag pollution ,

Local facility gecess Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why:&.. ... alcnty. el fl Sl T poolk. 14215 J—@’P phutth .

Any further impact eXamples? ... s s st s soes

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments

WWG&MM&MW& mmm é‘z,iaux
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples? Zue awe searty rmansy 0(49/1/0/\9@4/ A0 on /ncneasly

Youtd Aaue o, mgatlops flt fut oy fhe obier (aCilidis men poun
e quw Aol })M’b@bl«f& Rladeel & gueletme how Aidess

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, chdfging
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
| Ko fSNT 25 ooty Qeemiled Ay poiptentsae. prapat e, 5
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre. . . . I . :
Comments....2 bk, AR A 2 MO AR TP BT & baitat 1N Y1 2 Comtie

a tesoe e Aooat

‘ O A R S o 5. ~Stantham
9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:

Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name
Postc

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestri fety Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Why: &\ Q.f M ?D?‘-\\C&\:\m o {& ‘JI

Safe parkmg - () Strongly sagree/ Diga e/ Agree/@ngly Agree
o LR

Why: A L0\ \J mm ﬂ Aces de_
Structure of High Street propertles

Strongly Disagree/ Dtsagreetrongly Agree
Why: ...

N0|se)llut Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/&trongly Agree
Why: AL LG OVR. s

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree>
Light pollutlon S ongiy Disagree/ Dlsagree AgreeY Strongly Agree \,L
Why: TACKLD ncreuned G k 3 WG q )bo.{ Skeen ~.

Local facd:tv acc Strongly Disagree Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

RV o o ooty esf Ry
xvnhyyfurther impact efaiples? ?Q.S,b Qg\c.e: ?g,(l_u_\j }QM&(QQ.L' \/e(j HMW‘

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Wil 000 1o e unewmeloymen ke, OO ore M
€ \»o(uxm elSe. thwe L an etny accelf

-

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
, Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/étrongly Agree D

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/{Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples? ) \ ‘
]
W o o o W\ &udhkw_w_

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/l Strongly Agree >
Further examples please? . . -
NO_DOCkS i\ ulage . (V) Junior ;
L Nasp\‘ca\ not {it ‘ opulaktfon .

M-
8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
Comments...... l ...... A&Q« .....................................................................

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

(eek - R oxen , Deer,

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
g‘f"{”m\d\ '-T'—'\‘_(K\:\) CASS = N\OC L’D\E\‘%‘.’_l’ 1

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safetv - Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/ Stronglx Agree
Why:VE6A 2y T 0%, 000 S Rreking Wk ed. 3 MV T =0 ) Sl s
Safe parkmg - Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongaegrée b \ougne5
Why: 295 TN =TT TR e AT 2t \QG\KW}D O A e = e_rel:_e\
o OFonQe_ =2vedcs,
Structure of High Street properties Qo O anisens:  Qonye/o=S
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
VWY oot s sos s e b s sas s s e e b s s s
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WY et aes e en e sen s st b shr s b sa s R s st shs ek sa s RR SR bR e e
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WHY: corietcereseee e et esmss sesassssssasasssosssassanosss avssmoasssas ansaso sis sassnsanssansamidasessssanisas -
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WHRYS o ibabas siasasishios asasamssssss iabasbnssasasssnsioem aiibasminisssssassnas sovnssa
Any further impact eXamples? ... e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments

Srnnoie. F\e\:\b wn Srok Conez\m\ S%o) Fc/ \2lenn naof Wouses T Cvenodem €A
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?dy o wwioe. o \,_;c;(;\ ConsXc X L\E_Ga:,h Vo oos

Qromns  ndheines Lleck eN.

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Stlgﬂgm[gg
Further examples please?

r‘z’\\\\\ OO wA ﬂ\\\N&L a\r)‘bc-\v\?\fq 1)0&"(‘65_\ dactesrs ond WS N\ (osale
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments. MO MG NI R0 28N 0. S aNese

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding

the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:

CreefT aeRrRY HIRS BOGHT To Keef (T's GREen SPACE I8 SEPRRATE
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WILL- \0S€ e VILAGE Feel. RED e W s€ GREEN SPREES

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Sth_meg Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ y Agré
Why: ASRD. Has. ALRSAN. 601 RUSIER; G- MAKE.I T MEEILT To CRoss RoRD €sf. FIR THE
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree QLdeR LY

Why: PARKING. AENE MAIN RD WW1TH HIGHER. LaNGS S TRITFIC Mare DN 621 S

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

17T

Noise pollution _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ @/ Strongly Agree
Why: ... INCRERIED TTRAMC. & FTTENTIAL. QUEES. WAITINETID T

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agre

HIGHER lEVEls OF TRRFFIC
Light pollution _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@ Strongly Agree
Why: . BLGHER VOIS, G TRARC.. BURING. AOVES. C 5. ORRNEST
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree PeSPLE
Why: .. WL BE TIREDER TT0. FARK. IWMITH. MIRETRAFIC + 1Tt RN CPURKGS ol
Any further impact examples? THE SON CTIRNL AU SRETTG. L MGRE [0 PRRK. WIS DRNGERVSLT

RISk OF ACCIDENTS €SP T SCHoL TIMES,

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
HCRE A PE e Dok (W GRINT GonerBY AND p Pocr BUS SEKVICS
Zp ANY ONG DERIING [N GRANTARM (S WoULD R& RETIER HOT
B WIRE MOUSING (N GRANTHRM ,

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
NsT SURE

5 The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housmg due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree[Agre& Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree( Strongly Agree)
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Commentsg;(.&.’"\.."(sﬂz

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments: HAS TS  owad P%&ﬁbﬁ?\h@hﬁﬂaem A gﬁnﬁ’g

of L,C»G“l\}m’r;{ AL) SPEAK TO b A et}

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads wouldimpact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - _ _Strongly Disagree/ Disagreef, Agree/ $trongly Agree

WhyRAC . HOWSE LOUE. . Al R v —Fnde WO CAet
)

Safe parﬂl;ing 2 trongly Disagree/ Disagreé

—_ ﬁree $

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree Strongly Agree

trongly Agree

WRY: oo e s isinsiessaiissassonsisdssssscisns saness smemnasassusomvsaeymssansseanaroosnsmsnasssssurnyrns

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Local facility acces Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY oo e ene e icaa e sa e o3 oA SN S so s e B G s s

Any further impact examples? ... e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

o

NPICAEIRATY

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ DisagreeStroneg Agree
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or’damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow. :
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree( AgreeE;Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

F?ufOb-é,nr)» ete  dlecidS Qw,i{ju—fg{ﬁf

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
S|gn|f|cantly e g. schools, doctors, hospital.

. Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any ne housmg development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name

Postcq

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

T md’c@c—t G{e@r\&mfeﬂs .\’:1&(:63 Q‘ ¢ walaly {E—“’ > = lr‘ackc-’ci'
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact j yon:
Pedestnan sa et Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree

........ P:Jhc LS. u@b Ned G Cals. pac Moke ceoess heutd
Safe parkmg - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree C\-\Q‘f\g f

Why Cais.ade...lilead! c:\c,s\mcs:mﬁ NOchaos. Ao lGic SN pai}g
Structure of High Street prope:)ms
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

No:se po!lution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: T30 N et =

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WRY: coceeieiieen s sooussanmiseissionsnsssnsssssdsosassnsssossmtssasnsnsassmsssnssssnssas vaussasut sxanasanasensn

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: F)a-lb.er\rj 30N we‘(cg:. M‘Ed ..... SCanstl....

Any further impact examples? ...

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

| At agies. e tas ey ade ioudas
Ca OO, %

\ou
J

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?
<Chal. o \alee. enadh. o BanaP
3 Gl R I | R

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples? e
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sAu;c%_cm ::xeci%etk ke

6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Straongly-Agree
Comments and location examples?
Spiuna_©ach fecss nas o;\mou( bdo s LS. (O
Loses howe been ook oﬂcd\ﬂe (cods and_
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undula!clng rural Iandscape of the village, any new housmg development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known#bundant or r:ai:e
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the V|cm|ty of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

CA\,CM Gm\wb A \ovelu PO | m[uwb and. Wistonc
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree

WY oo s sussasssnsssssssssssnonsst stassvanssnssnsasassnsassasarnusrsusisenase snssexasmvas 2
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/, trongly Agree

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre@
WYL oo e iiasiissdassssaassinavseasiseiisoskion sensassorasnsinsesans sobassamiaiusstussnss sususnsnss
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre@D

WY! cocetirecee e snnommassssssssssrossasenassusssmorsyensvssnsanssunananssanenssasespesassnsyserarsssaenasess
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre€/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WY cereiiereeses s ceces s et esssas sidsbodassus snsnssons sus o sabssonsnotaTs s asuaES SUNRSOVORR ISR TR MRS VD
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Gtrongly Agree

WY oot see s sts s sanesannsns s snssessab bebass st assass sssasasna sanassdsnsasassase sssss
Any further impact examples? ... e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. )
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreefStrongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

Qua. eguekt jud ﬂUaaa has & ww Wwmkd ora {m rjo% WOLking, ou
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. )
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreé/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow. ;

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
Floading oL t0(lids olocked Awady, nappens a,w}c ojken
0 SO mow  houxs wifl OIMM/ e Y
Qoton  wouk .

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

ThL mo\g mo}m e mow dodors aw reeded . Tl mowe childien™ tHhe mow  schools @
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments. ..uesaasmssnmamisiives

S. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Toe e haa cliecd um hpan b hew s 1o ectate pucll ofp of
- J EL | 7
Br”i—h-m L [ A .") 22

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ gree/ Strongly Agree

Why: .......] ok, Gt 2.ELAL.. f’\-\-fmuj codronan. . Chcucih iaw to a traax fo @
Safe parking - , Strongly D|sagree@a’g_!£g/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

VWY oottt bbb s s e b s

Structure of ngh Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/\ Agree} Stron ly Agree
gly Disagree/ g @ gly A8 £

Why: ...Clremge.. Sue ke Gusamb B proporties Mok Toon ke Se2n 'mﬁk&aé
Noise pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WHY: oo eisissl D R Stlissssaisssisssmsssisismsosssaniavisasessomanssisrsmasssonssosemmss

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagre -/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

WY ettt sttt st e s e s s s e e bR

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree@ge/ Strongly Agree

WhY: oo Semepl.., . Aot hasPlal D lac 05

Any further impact eXamples? ... s e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
| Seuntzib -~ Mg be for Yo Ozt o cgij ‘o lm.a‘\cﬂ.'j- Wicarle §

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users. R
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(Agree/)Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples? '

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village. —

Strongly Disagree/ Disagr@ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelgtrongly Agrég

Further examples please?

W

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
Comments..... The leol ot T dedeloprent brm  fee hgu gereci

oLttt aeq ghvet G(A-aaué: &f Gonrerb
9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank'you for your kmd suppoﬁ ~d 5” ’

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

TolaMy ad ree—
A

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeﬁm Agree)

WHYE ooveorasnescenenseesens GRS SARNEL: s coscesonssthstosnassssss sstaessasasbassaes sosssssus ssssnnon N

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/\ﬁgr:i@
WWHY: cooveenesenc o cussssidasassisssasssssssiviens sssssont asbussns ssonsaonrsansosanasssassyosas avasensssnss

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why:

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/fStrongly Agree
WY oo e s isssbsidisssssasesssessssaiessness dsuressssas sssass stssarens srossaors ssesagensassssmasess

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreeXStrongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagreetrongly Agree

VWY oot scs e ceosstsassisassonssssnsasas sonsan st anssstasssansssssssonast sassesass ssasesssnasssasnsnene

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree[ Strongly Agree
Why:

Any further impact examples? .....c.ccvuieruennnes

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeyf Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

CurrenC Loiowe o thots foicdels woutd tx 4n adsgumbe

w e Liee gomze Aogh st W \Abiope Lrow mos =
Faeifalior

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

Ngt @Mmt'iv(uéf s opgues Yuis LS5me

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comment S

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Aol e Ly

W
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact ively on

Pedestnﬁn safety - Stmngly_msag;ee/ Disagree/
Why: .. MEeadi on. st Nade wiorse. e M MaTns [ mwh
Safe parking - Strongiy Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ \{ ongly Agree )
Why: {\’\\x, fﬂ,k\; At f\!"embj _.J'W'L'g DeY DS W\"lw s J& Luu ~Jon I: — m ) Wlb ilé
Structure of High Street properties &%Ubﬁh’vfi “
, , _Strongly Disagree/-Disa ree/-A-grea St’ron ly Agree s

. Yo roli At . 4\§~:e1 . \ gvf - / 2 g 1L_A_ / gy E,-—-/

Why: . vaczliia. e sl e\ e hens,.. el Shakids:

Strongiy-BrsagTee/ Dlsagree/ Agree;‘-&ﬁ'ongly Agree)

DAL e }fu. & JV(A.U...MC:(Y AL -
Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagreef Agree/ 3t\ong|y Agree’
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Strengly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreeﬁ Strongly Agree. Agree

Noise pollut;son
Why: L&y @"‘WWS ARISR.D
Air poIIutlon

we shold be ‘LY\JMI’
Light pollutaon J

25

Why: . s;\mmﬂ:? ...... '-‘-}""-‘-?'L L*f‘"" ...... il v s . i, PR BR A TUNNG [ coaimels.

Local facility access Stron Iy Blsagree/—[;usagr € rongly Agr

Why: . \tma S\r‘!‘e.l Su.ake ‘Li fléwap"v\-'s LGS ,a-'-l . ULz Lﬂb\ﬂj*-_;&v,—fe ){"- 2ly t?UJ\’W{ “"‘“ A
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Any furthér impact examples? .. AC@SS...Am.. e vagan., ek B Yrasehe Simlov )

A \ane Wil pien, as wal] guaans
3. Further new housing population could imprové the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ St\rongiv Agr)

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/-Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agreé

--Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Stmngly_Disagree/_WE/ Stro ngiy {@L@E)

Comments and location examples? _ -
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly-Disagree/- Brsagr‘te’@/'ﬁ?ﬁe[ Strongly Agr )
Further examples pIease?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments... \We . k\\i\xﬁ f\é\ \i!')?-”?“,)“‘ﬂ{"““jﬁ&‘/\l%“a’z ok all "

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like te comment further on regarding

the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

T rC easart O riorr c;r—,f-n L ot one, O
C—nr—**\ i~ o Cileat Gono Ao Irz:;;.:lmmn,
(ono ot o wap cs.\C | ‘

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - . Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/{Stronéli Aéree!
Why: I (€ e Z%:U o

\ —
Safe parking - Strongly Disag / Dlsagree/ Agree/m
Why.@%fﬁwom ARl AtSe. A <At voaid

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/{trongly Agree )

Noise pollutlon trongly sagree/ Dlsa ree/ Agree/

Why? MCJ% ..... Xooed ... SLC AR DONDC. af . :

Air pollution ongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ A reeﬁtrongly Agree)
E<i~ovust PRllcdao~

Light pollution Strongly Dlsagree/ Dtsagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree )

Why iR o SAan OIS, . Qlooe. S ok

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree ee/f trongly Agree

Why:(oLL ACCeRD 5. 1% @mﬂ e

Any furtherlmpac examples? %’pﬁiﬂ: 2. - QCJ%OW\Q(
3. Further new housing populatlon could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agreeé
Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree

(e > — R At Ao § I O S b T —
-

Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{iﬁrongly Agree )

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments%ﬂﬁea

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name;

Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:
YES I sHou RETAr A YILAGE Tz TiTy <+ HIK7Eky L <Al dor S any/
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly f_g_gg_e e
Why: /78K M/Qf?‘a'z:'@jrs:)m@—ﬂvwaa GETIG . . SIDE BT S
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree~""

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree e
Why:ABEBRIES. 6200, CRE. A AT OF RaNTIS. 7. 4t B I NS I

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: el i D065 RGOS o b IOBKING. M. RSN ET2OR, T

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree. "
OCicss BIeassE of TN RASE "TRAF=IC

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree v
WhY: DA CREASE .. T, LDMTION e ST MG v ven e “H

Local facility access strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree o

Why: g, ERTRE.... PARKING .. A VUL B oo
Any further impact examples? .YHZ&&.. .RF. . (RA T2 T2 B T L.

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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7
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree \/
Comments and more examples? -
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree_
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree v
Comments and location examples?
ADNITI0p 8N HIRD) PRYED ALRS on TOP OF A tice  (Siu (R e
NETP Fter N OF L=yt [Aoss) &/J TS [RorPERTIE

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree _—"
Further examples please? -
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_h':r-ws; —F AR TRI

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments.. Y.ISUAA. T PACT..OF. 7= COMTESIDNE.. MLL'?;G"D‘BZQ(?/ RNiFE ‘B

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:
I3 Viimeg 15700/ WiH ITS L PedTS foteasseE 1T 1S Qe
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Name:

Postcode

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrign safety - Strongly Disagree/-Djsagree/-Agreef Strongly Agre ,
Why: ﬁmf#fwwﬁumm ............. (PoRsTomis on é“’”“’*& RS
Safe parkmg - Strongiy Dlsagree/ Bisagree/ Agreef

StronghyAgree—
Wl A T i &my.ﬁma X 7TLr7 A0S

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Dlsagree/ e/. /&:ong Agree
Why: L ARLTLD. T2 Lot kU2 T HRA A D0 7
Nouse pollutio ' Strongly Disagree/ Bisagreef-Agree/Strengly Agree—
...... TLLMPLAML . AL e TN e
Alr pollution Strongly-Bisagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution /-Bi " Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: ,/:/49.{4'/? L u Jf?ﬁ{ﬂ/? W) R WD) e

Local faC|I|ty access Strongly Disagree/
Why: £ 24 b 423 AL, Yoy, AL, /fc(c/z? 250~ AV
Any further impact examples? LU LA AL T2 -

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

T S LT, D TP STIE 7 AL =

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/.Disagreef-Agree/ Strongly. Agree
Comments and more examples?
ST 7700t A THE AL

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagreg/ Agree/ Strongly-Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Comments and location examples?

YT/ SheoreSsn/se Lilmrid /) LS
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/Apree/ Strongly-Agree
Further examples please?

22026 S22l L) see/r) jﬂ//%'«%rﬁ Ll
SVELT) 27701765 /5085725

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments/D@foyx‘p/é?mdﬂ/z/!/’w&/zzﬁ /55’95«75/":5 /5&(’//}/}’

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact ne on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree@i‘;ﬁ

Why: .. ke foads Pk NS SR R YA e R

Safe parkmg - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree@

Why: )N A5 . S T\mr\""uﬂ ............................

Structure of High Street propertie

: J ] Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree, Strongly Agree‘
Why: Hmm ..... & \@,Wﬁfﬁc ..... o Fost. Cals.. Mol cn ix

Noise pol

gly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre Strongly Agree i
Why: .. N & WadR.. 8400 Lx,\j\aa J(‘( (i c{{,ﬂﬂoluowi’u X\ —
Air poIIutlon Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree trong!y Agr’é‘é“»
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ S@r.ongly Agree
why: ... Hlose... slaee .. lLSMﬁ AT \Lgk\ Lao lahys ool e 1“"
Local facullty access Strongly Disagree/ Dzsagree/ Agree/ Str;g!y Agree
Why: {@C&Hfg‘% ...... ak.... .C.'.Q.PQ.S-Z.»%
Any further impaet examples? ... St s s

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreg/ Strongly Agree /
Comments and more examples? -

Ouwrﬁmmko\huﬁ Q u\aar IS Aok Heo. arswec
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village. o
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agre

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow. :
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
We Kby ek Veoedivg v e\m e . Reldoe
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
Further examples please? e
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments.... ==\ \L\C\*‘b?«b_m% (lﬁ Fae Mmoo -

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area? 3
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.




Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

ASTH L) AL-2EE

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact ne i on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/5trongly Agree
Why: LTS, HALY. ENCOGE. ALRenz.. 48 J‘H&:ﬁi . ..... J
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre@
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
117/ [V —————— R LS L SR -
Noise ppllution . Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agrée/ Strongly Agree

Why: LABOLETE FRRC LS oo
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre Strongly Agree—

Light pollution ___ - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agreg’
Why: L1LE {,{AFF}L ..................................................................... '

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag Strongly Agree
WY oot cre e e bassassnsses s s san s s s s s e s RS S e
Any further impact examples? ...

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
[T e INCRERSE  Un eMProy rmerS7

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. (’%\
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre Sttqngl_yﬁeij

Comments and more examples? B

Tre ,iaGe 15 Ewt AS (T /s . Dony Nex [RAAY
DE Ve L0 PERs HEZE TpsT Lo [TAKE  Mowes AND
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village. - ,

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreé/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ fronglir Agr
Comments and location examples? —

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre ongly Agree
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMIM@NES..ccscisamonansusvuississinvinsassasesss s i G SEotE7 okmmmmrn s aommnapemmcrmess e e oo i

S. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

NVE Sgen Newsie  AdD /qzmoa_fl, Sv2zZaRDDS b/R
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18t April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:,

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree

VWY ot ses e cae s s s e b e e s e ek Sk s s PRSI
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree /Stron Iy Agree
(1Y YU OO TURTOOPIODNRS PP ST

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(Agree/ Strongly Agr@g

WY et sssescesssssosons s ssassa s bessessesshs s sasens st sts s sssshasss sssssssnsbas dasantsnes EEEE

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreew
17T L O TSRS

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/wgr})
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/[ AgrEéf Strongly Agree
WY ettt s s s s e s e b SR s e

Local facility access Strongly Dlsagree/ J Agree/ Strongly Agree

VWY ettt s saa b s saa e dh b s s SR s SRR s s 0

Any further impact examples? .........cccceuenn.

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Dfaaam
4

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(Agree) Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Dlsagree/ Agree/(Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree[ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

Comments{"ﬁf""‘-

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location. [ ; , ; P
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area? . g T
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18 April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

Sffc.'\t\ Ll aofee , 0 JAV AN G S ATAYE a?\.{.iVL’L :‘-*3 NS NS Jz‘f
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n i on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree/

VWY oo een cee cenem s oo MR A5 4 S5 5 NS S P BN O A A PVAR PO PR SR s
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree )
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Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@ Strongly Agree

WWRYE o e b suaissst i 5 065 e v s s Hm S e AR e W R SRS SRR RS 080

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre@
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Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree@cmgw,ﬁ\g/m,e;
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagre@ Strongly Agree

WY oo b ssie nss i e P var e AT o oA R A AR Ay A A s v s

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagreé/ Agree/)Strongly Agree

Any further impact eXxamples? .......ccuuiimninmrss s s s

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agre9

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital. )
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre&/ Strongly Agreé
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please adV|se us of any known abundant or rare

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding

the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of (Hiess

Name:
Postcod

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:

2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - -Strongly Disagree/-Disagree - Bigeee/ Strongly Agree

IRV s e s m s eeasasuasssams e aelsea s

Safe parking - Strongly-Disagree/Disagree/Agree/ Strongly Agree
WHRY: cnemsmmisusmpuvssmmamrmmsssss s s s s nss e sar e o ST RYEACSAS

Structure of High Street properties
Strangly Disagree/ Pisagree/ Agree/ Strehgly-Agree
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Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/Disagrae/-Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Air pollution Steongly Disagree/ Disagres/Agree/ Strongly Agree
Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
WY ©oeoceonse e e e i asasunasasisiaanssonssisatas svoussssnsdedoass sanass asessonssonsessonsusnusamnvss

Local facility access Stﬁonglv@isagae&pisagﬁee/ Agree/ StronglypAgree
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Any further impact examples? ................

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,
social activities, shop users.

Stronghy Disagree/Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly-Agrée

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

strofgly Bisagree/Disagree/ Agree/ StrenglyAgree

Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly-Risagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ StronglyAgrée

Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strenghy Disagree/-DisagreefAgree/ Strongly Agree

Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.

COMMENTS... cussvsussnsssvisssas et ss s s s SV s e e s g v s

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18™ April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name

Postc

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrlan safet Strongly Disa ee/ Disagree/ Agree/ trongly Agree
O} L~ /116/&%9;( ﬁ %r 7Lic, I E .

Safe parkmg - Strongly Dlsagre D:sag ee/\Agree/ Strongly Agree

Structure of High Street properties F—
\ ) : Strongly Disagre Bi;glr??e) Agree/(trongiy A}\e
Why: .-G u..‘z...&..g:;..w S A LEAGUL

Nmse pollutl Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Zl/j ”J’ 49 6 \Vi

Air poIIutlon Strongly Dlsagree/ Dlsagree/ Agre Strorigly Agree .
Light pollution Strongly Disagre Disagmu\gree/ Strongly Agree

Local faC|I|ty access Strongly Disagree/f[}igé?@_é_bﬁ\gree/ Strongly Agree
WY oottt b st s s s s st -wt
Any further impact examples? ........cccecnnessiasinnnns

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.

f St N

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreﬁrongly Agree

Comments and more examples? —
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and examples?

~o7 AdACy AGEVANT




6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@.ﬁtrongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7248 (Ol ?) Lpd P~

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postco

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/@ .
e L e o o8 e e g ¥R ——
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Sﬂongly@
WHY: i e e e e s R e S b sane

Structure of High Street properties N S
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreeY/Strongly Agr;?\
et At

Wh.y: ............ et s st S 5
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree )
WY o e o N R R AN S 4 A3 A s oA onme oSSR PR N
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agreé
Light poilution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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‘Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Any further impact examples? .......cccviueenee.

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. - B
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the village.
: , T e
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree’
Comments and examples?



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow.

e e ¥
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to: :
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:
Postcode

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
_G\rjv ced shodd vetoin DA ote Jelesachln =

2. Increased traffic through the village and side Id impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagred/ Disagree/)Agree/ Strongly Agree
Safe parking - ‘ Strongl Dlsagreéf Dlsagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree |
Why: Pow(kmj Jollngan.. gy, PG, off.of . The scheol 19 move & ’P‘fbble"“

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: Lowl cowendd bul con'Y S B yveacle el PVGP“"‘VHQ?‘ u_“,oul}c]
Noise pollution Strongly Dlsagree@/ Agree/ Strongly Agree FraEae
Why: ek af veasideadbied s

Air pollution Strongly D|sagree/@sarg,r9/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Dlsagree@ Agree/ Strongly Agree

W Y sesicsssiessuiisieimmins sesssssnesns s oe o onerovesssanaesassens ses s esmsumozsy

Local facility access Strongly Disagre Dlsagree[ / Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: Y’Iotl:ke/i«jbé\hnpqcl’ =Dy on / I70..o0v e F VL.—JICW ad -
Any further impact eXamples? ... s s alav e L/V‘—% e

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Comments
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4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users. =
Strongly Disagrﬁ/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and more examples? —
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new
housing development close to the wllag& s

“Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more h&ﬁsing due to overloading drainage systems, changing heouses

field surfaces and water flow. T Ll ere ke n o)
Strongly Disagree Disagr:e» Agree/ Strongly Agree to- ok@tﬂ orbks
Comments and location examples? e eclee of
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospitatk )
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid c‘“"‘-’j
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village choshge,
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?
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Thank you for your kind support. e (’/d(bﬁ' of The wvil !ck_g-é.. WOlhene
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Please deliver this survey before 18 April to: c"j v i rashace « ! %
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.
Name:

Postcode:

1. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham
Comments:
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2. Increased traffic through the village and side roads would impact neg
Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree
Safe parking - _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree
Why: ... ALReANT  LInT). SR PRSRMNG s

Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

............... R e L L L Ll LT T T T

Why: e Fuhes
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Why: ....... Mol & ol = MRS D) 3%

i

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree
Light pollution _ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/l Strongly Agree
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Any further impact examples’Tﬁ\?\¥‘F\\C¢C.Q\\‘lC/.G-“::‘-T\QN

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.
Comments

Row ?

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree{ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?
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5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

y

Comments and examples? _
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow.
' Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/\Strongly Agree
Comments and location examples?
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7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreef Strongly Agree
Further examples please?
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8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

centre.
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9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane proposed location.
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10. Your views are valuable. Is there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area? NS W< \Q-\\@gg\gh\ ‘\ %Rr'\\':ﬁ‘)g,g\
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Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18" April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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