
7 We osked: 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 osked: 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

8

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: No more properties built in 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: Horse grazing area, foxes and birds seen in area

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

Answer: lf 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 : jon-bebb@hotmail.com

Date / Time: 41312024 LOz39z37 AM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for theír personally identífiable

information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark.

Whøt we presented to the villøge:

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 specífic 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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t We osked: 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

We øsked: This development síte would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the víllage to mark the following on Agree, lJnsure ond Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Disagree

Safe Parking: Unsure

Character of the village: Disagree

Noise Pollution: Unsure

Air Pollution: Unsure

Light Pollution: Disagree

3. We osked: Any further impact examples?

Answer:

4. We osked; 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 osked: 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

2
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7 We osked: 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: lt would but planning should encompass these surveys

We øsked: 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 osked: 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 offthe village centre. Comments

Answer: Builder make this decision with county planners

8

9.

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 None

LL. We osked: Your views are valuable. ls 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 : madfluff@msn.com

Date / Time: 41712024 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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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

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We asked the vÍllage to mqrk the followÍng on Agree, IJnsure and DÍsdgree'

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Unsure

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollut¡on: Unsure

3. We qsked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Pressure on school for extra placements

4. We osked; 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

We øsked: 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: I 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

5
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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: 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 osked; 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 osked: 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 osked: Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment
further on regardingthe Church Lane development area?

Answer:

8.

9

10

LT
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: kambroseT6@gmail.com

Dare / Time: 41L6120241:49:06 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.

Whøt we presented to the villdge:

SKDC are requesting comments on the¡r 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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T We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: KambroseT6@gmail.com

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the villoge to mark the following on Agree, Unsure dnd Disogree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

L¡ght Pollut¡on: Agree

3. We osked: 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 alltimes of the day, with large lorries using our village as a means to access the 41.

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. ln 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. lt 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.

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

unemployment in the area. Comments: ,

4.

Answer: I 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 osked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facitities 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.

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 nearto conservation areas and preserved buildings

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, w¡th add¡t¡onal 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.

We osked: 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. ln addition, most local
secondary schools are over subscribed therefore more houses put additional pressure
on

6.

7

I
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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 offthe 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.

10. We øsked: 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

grazingareas 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

LL. We asked: Vour views are valuable. ls 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 : jakeju I ie@hotmail.co.u k

Date / Time: 41912024 2:O3:20 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 villoge:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultat¡on 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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4.

We osked: 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

We øsked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the villoge to mark the following on Agree, IJnsure and Disogree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

L¡ght Pollut¡on: Agree

5

3. We øsked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Mental and physical health less walks and wildlife

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

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 bettertransport 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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7 We osked: 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 øsked: 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 I live in Gonerby and

can't get a dentist my last one was Newark but now they don't do NHS so I have no
currant dentist , the hospital needs to be save and opened up and made back into a
proper A&E

We ssked: 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 øsked: With your personal knowledge of the viltage, 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 osked: Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:

9

8.

10
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: amcgarraghmurphy@gmail.com

Date / Time: 4lI8l2O24 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.

Whøt we presented to the víllage:

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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L We osked: 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 øsked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the village to mork the lollowing on Agree, Unsure and Disogree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollution: Agree

3. We øsked: Any further impact examples?

Answer:The site is a haven for nature, this morning's birdsong was a prime example. lt

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:

We asked: The well-being of víllagers 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?

5

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

feel over crowded. I don't believe the school could support further population increase.
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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 space should be left as it is, the planned development is too large. As well
as removíng valued green space, it would detract from views of the church and from
the church, and its historically significant surrounds.

We osked: 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 negativety 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 øsked: 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. ls there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:

7

8.

9.

10
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : ca rl.a lsbu ry@virgi n media.com

Date / time: 4lL7120247226257 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.

Whdt we presented to the vílloge:

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 síte 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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4.

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

Grantham, comments?

Answer: lf 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 negat¡ve imPact on:

We qsked the vittoge to mørk the foltowing on Agree, Unsure dnd Disøgree'

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:

We osked; The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: No

5. We osked: 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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7 We osked: 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: lt would increase the flood risk

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: This development and also the other development on the back way to gonerby
offthe 4607 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:

L0. We øsked: 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
grazingareas in the vicinity of the church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

T1 We asked: Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:

9.
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: dawcyy@hotmail.com

Date / Time: 41312024 t2255:11 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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L 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 øsked the víllage to mark the following on Agree, Unsure ond 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.

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

We osked: 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

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

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

4

5

6.

Answer: No as these not being altered
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7 We asked: The development site would change field draínage 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 osked: 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 offthe village centre. Comments

Answer: Why not keep the undulating rural landscape

10. We osked: 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:

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

Answer:

8

9
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : Tbridle@gmail.com

Date / time: 41212024 5z2L:31 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identífiable

information. Just asking for an email address and to identify a local landmark'

Whøt we presented to the víllage:

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 ímpact on the village facilitíes, 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
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1. We øsked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: I strongly agree

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We asked the village to mqrk the foltowíng on Agree, Unsure and Disagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

L¡ght Pollution: Agree

3. We osked: 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)

We askedl 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

We ssked: 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. lncreased 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.

4

5.
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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 viltage, a plaque is
mounted there, meaning development would be disrupted.

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.

We osked: 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 AnE. This development with the others near by will significantly impact local
services.

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.

We øsked: 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.

7

9

8.

L0
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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

II. We asked: your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:

Great Gonerby Parish council church Lane questionnaire2024
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : ianice.clayton @ntlworld.com
Date / Time: 41312024 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.

Whot we presented to the vÍlldge:

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 questionnaire2O24
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L. We ssked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: ltotally agree - it should stay the same and retain the feel of a village

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We asked the village to mdrk the following on Agree, Unsure dnd Dísogree.

Pedestrian SafetY: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollut¡on: Agree

3. We osked: Any further impact examples?

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

times

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

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: Definitely not

We osked: 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 -

4.

5.
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7 We osked: 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: I have already mentioned this earlier .

appointments as it is .

We can't get hospital or doctors

9. We osked: 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

10. We osked: 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:

L1'. We asked: Your views are valuable. ls 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 I only live at GHF .

I
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : a ltheawade@hotmai l.com

Date / Time: 41412024 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 villoge:

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 facilitíes, 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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L We osked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: I heartily agree that G G should tryto 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 vÍlloge to mork the following on Agree, Unsure and Disogree'

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

L¡ght Pollution: Agree

3. We asked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Difficulty of access onto and offthe BIL74 on a fairly dangerous corner'

We osked; The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: Not aware of acute unemployment in the village

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: I would not think that facil¡ties could be negatively impacted only the severe

consequences of more vehicles, both privately owned and delivery vehicles to

additional houses.

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: lt 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'

4.

5.

6.
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7 We osked: 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 examptes?

Answer:

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

Answer: lt would indeed negatively impact on the local school and secondary schools
in Grantham as well as added pressure on ail medical amenities.

We qsked: 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: I fully agree with this idea

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

Answer: Horses in the fields

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

Answer: I feel the impact of any more vehicles using the 8i.1"74 would be a great
mistake' Wesufferenough alreadyfromthe impactof heavylorriesthunderingthrough
at all times of the day and night.

9.

8

L0
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : m ichael.pa rker38@ bti nternet.com

Date / Time: all2l2Ù2410:58:39 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.

Whøt 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 facilitíes, 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 questionnaíre 2O24

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle



Great Gonerby Church Lane development

i:.*¡¡üiiÍ**¡

ltlg'trs{ñrrl*ntJJ\1f¡n:{¡ã.tr¡fál, 8n*{

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questio nnaire 2OZ4



t. We osked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

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

housing.

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We asked the víllage to mark the fotlowíng on Agree, IJnsure and Disagree'

Pedestrian SafetY: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

L¡ght Pollution: Unsure

3. We osked: Any further impact examples?

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

the village school cope with extra pupils?

We osked; The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: I would say highly unlikely that the unemployment would be helped'

We osked: 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

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, perhaps by engulfing the village atmosphere till it suffocates'

4.

5
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7 We osked: 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: I lived on Belvoir Gardens for 7 years - flooding risks would be enhanced by a
high amount of more building.

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

Answer: lt could affect the local school/nursery. The Gps affected would be in
Grantham and these are already struggling with inceased capacity. The hospital is

reducing patient services so any population increase in the area will only add to this
burden.

We osked: 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: I 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: I do not know

LI' We osked: Your views are valuable. ls 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

8.

9
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : holly.wragg@me.com

Date / Time: 4lL8l2O24 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 víllage:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.

The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development s¡tes - w¡th 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 dsked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: I agree it should retain a village identity l.

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We øsked the vÍlloge to mark the fotlowing on Agree, IJnsure and Dísøgree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollution: Agree

3. We qsked: Any further impact examples?

Answer:

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

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer:

We osked: 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:

4.

5.
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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:

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

Answer:

8

9 We osked: 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:

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:

Lt. We asked: Your views are valuable. ls 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 : gav6183@ hotmail.com

Date /time: 4lL7l2O24 8:36:11 PM

For data protect¡on 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 víllage:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.

The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development s¡tes - 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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L We osked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: I agree

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We asked the vílloge to mark the followíng on Agree, Unsure and Disogree.

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

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

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: Not necessarily

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

4.

5.
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7 We osked: The development site would change field drainage to surface water. From
your experience of the village, would this inrease drainage demand and potential
flooding risks. Comments and location examples?

Answer:

We qsked: 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 osked: 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 offthe 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 øsked: 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. ls there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer:

8.

9

10
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : malcolm.horn@hotmail'com

Date / Time: alal2Ù24 6zL3:55 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 ident¡fy a local landmark.

Whøt we presented to the vÍllage:

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 osked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: I 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 osked the villøge to mark the fottowíng on Agree, Unsure ond Disagree,

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollution: Agree

3. We øsked: 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'

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

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: lf 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.

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?

4.

5
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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 viilage. 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 øsked: 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. lf 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 offthe 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 ít is a desperate attempt to meet
social housing target's

We osked: 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.

7

9

8.

10
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LT We osked: Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment

further on regardingthe 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 approvaltakes.

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: vdanbold@gmail.com

Date / Time: 41712024 9:07:52 AM

For data protect¡on 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'

Whøt we presented to the villdge:

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 questionnaire2O24
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t We asked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: I agree

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We asked the vílløge to mark the fotlowing on Agree, Unsure ond Disogree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollution: Agree

3. We qsked: Any further impact examples?

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

school spaces, impact on the environment

We asked; The development would increase population, would ít 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.

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, I 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 .

4

5
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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.

L 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 tack 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.

10. We asked: With your personalknowledge 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.

7

9
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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

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

further on regardingthe Church Lane development area?

Answer: please do not allow any further developments in the village - lnvest 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 : rterril I @basecontrol.co.uk
Date / Time | 41412024 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 vÍlløge:

SKDC are requesting comments on their Local Plan - the consultation period ends on 25 April.

The Local Plan identifies potential housing and industrial development s¡tes - 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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L. We øsked: Great Gonerby should reta¡n 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 trafficthrough the village and side

roads, having a negative impact on:

We dsked the village to mark the following on Agree, Unsure ønd Dísagree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Unsure

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Disagree

Light Pollution: Unsure

3. We øsked: 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. lt is 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. lt is 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. lt is the residents of Church

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

We øsked; The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

4.

Answer: Where is the employment in the area? What jobs?

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024



5 We osked: 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, pedestríans,

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

Answer:1. lin3ofthepopulationoftheUKislikelytoownadog. Of36househotds,
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 exampres?

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

6.

7

8.
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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.

We osked; 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: lf 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 osked: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. lt should be noted that the land is

desi

LL. We dsked: Your views are valuable. ls 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?

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024





SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : nicolawhitney@hotmail.com

Date / Time: 4lI3l2O24 6zO6:49 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'

Whdt we presented to the village:

SKDC are request¡ng 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

,Lr;r*ütiå¡+:r

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questio nnaire 2024



2

t We osked: 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. I live in a lovely village and want it to

stay that way!

We dsked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the vílloge to mark the following on Agree, lJnsure ønd Disagree'

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollution: Agree

3. We dsked: 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 already dangerous area around the school, especially during drop

off and collection times.

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

unemployment in the area. Comments:

4.

5

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.

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?

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire2024
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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.

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.

We dsked: 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.

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 alltime low and there is s

We osked: 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
to adding to this!!!!l

7

8.

9.
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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!!!

We asked: Your views are valuable. ls 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 Villagel I strongly oppose this development!!l
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : laura.m.harris@hotmail.com

Date / time: 415120247:39:32 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.

Whøt we presented to the villøge:

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 2O24
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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' lt has

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

We dsked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative impact on:

We osked the village to mdrk the followÍng on Agree, Ilnsure and Disogree-

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: lmpact of a1 closures would be worsened with additional traffic.

We øsked: 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'

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

4.

5

\
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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:

We øsked: 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

8

I We øsked: 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.

L0. 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:

LT We asked: Your víews are valuable. ls 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 : alixandstephen @yahoo.com
Date / Time: 4lL8l2O24 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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t. We øsked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer:Great gonerby should remain a village. The school in 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

We øsked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the víllage to mark the followíng on Agree, Unsure ønd Dísogree.

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?

We øsked; The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

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

jobs.

We osked: 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'

4.

5
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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: Yes. lt is extremely close to the conservation area. Building new houses would
not be in keeping with the historic nature of the area. lt is a village. lt 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 osked: 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 osked: Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

7
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8.

10

T7

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024



Answer: How are they going to access the site? lf on Pond street it will be a major

problem. I 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 : beverleyrobinson @icloud.com
Date / Time: 41712024 5:54:36 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable

information. Just ask¡ng 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 víllage 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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t We osked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

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

by walkers.

The school doesn't have room for the planned development

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We asked the village to mark the followíng on Agree, Unsure ønd Disogree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

L¡ght Pollut¡on: 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.

We osked; 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: lncreased traffic on roads not suitable,

4.
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6.

7

8.

10

9

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 dsked: 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 osked: 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 waíting times at
Lincoln are extremely long, especially with ambulances waiting for A&E.

We osked; 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 osked: 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

t1. We asked: Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment
further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane quest¡onnaîre 2024



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 l¡ght.

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire 2024





SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : jo.cropper@ hotmail.com

Date / Time: 4lI7 12024 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 ident¡fy 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 suruey 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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L We osked: 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. lt 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

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the vítlage to mork the fottowing on Agree, lJnsure ond Disogree'

Pedestrian SafetY: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollutionr Agree

3. We osked: Any further impact examples?

Answer:

We øsked; 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?? lt 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 reta¡n the essence of the village and the

tranquility Church Lane offers all villagers and non-village users. Furthermore, any

2

4
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significant development will introduce light pollution, which will further reduce the
tranquil scene that is 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 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.

We øsked: 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.

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

Answer: lt 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.

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 osked: 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.

7

8

9
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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'

LL. We asked: Your views are valuable. ls 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

Response from : cynwood@talktal k.net

Date / Time: 41712024 9:03:17 PM

For data protection and GDPR, we did not ask our villagers for their personally identifiable

information. Just asking for an emaíl address and to identify a local landmark.

Whøt we presented to the vîllage:

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 ín which a new development

will impact on the village facilíties, 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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L We osked: 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'

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

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the villoge to mork the following on Agree, IJnsure and Disagree'

Pedestrian SafetY: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollut¡on: Agree

3. We osked: Any further impact examples?

Answer:The School - pupil numbers. Child and general safety on a busy narrow corner

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

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: lncreased population would further exacerbate unemployment in the area

We osked: 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 allfacilities-

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

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

4.

5

6
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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.

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 courd have an impact on drainage.

We dsked: 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.

We dsked: 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 tranquir part of the 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: 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

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

9

8.

10

It

Great Gonerby Parísh Council Church Lane questio nnaire 2024



¡

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.

Great Gonerby Parish Council Church Lane questionnaire2024





SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : J an is.el I iott.dowli ng@gma i l.com

Date / Time z qlfl 1202410:33:11 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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L 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 osked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the villøge to mdrk the following on Agree, Unsure and Disogree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollut¡on: Agree

3. We osked: Any further impact examples?

Answer: Danger to school children as there are two schools in close proximity

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.

We dsked: 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:

5
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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: 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 øsked: 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 osked: Given the undulating rural landscape of the viltage, 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 osked: 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: I have seen families of badgers in the area.

We osked: Your views are valuable. ls 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

I
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from: emma-austen@btinternet.com

Date / time: 41312024 9224:13 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.

Whot we presented to the villoge:

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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L We osked: Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of

Grantham, comments?

Answer: lt is vitalthat this historic village is retained and not subsumed into the wider

growth of Grantham

We dsked: This development site would increase traffic through the village and side

roads, having a negative imPact on:

We osked the village to mork the following on Agree, Unsure and Disøgree.

Pedestrian Safety: Agree

Safe Parking: Agree

Character of the village: Agree

Noise Pollution: Agree

Air Pollution: Agree

Light Pollution: Agree

3. We osked: Any further impact examples?

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

there are not regular bus routes to support work attendance.

We osked: 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

2.

5.
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6 We asked: Would the new development s¡te 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

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

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

We øsked: 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

10. We øsked: 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
grazingareas in the vicinity of the church Lane proposed location.

Answer:

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

Answer:

8
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SOUTH KESTEVEN LOCAL PLAN

Great Gonerby Parish Council village questionnaire

Response from : bla ke. h utch i nson68@gma i l.com

Date / Time: 414120249242:50 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'

Whdt we presented to the villøge:

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: lt 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

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 ond 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.

We osked; The development would increase population, would it improve the

unemployment in the area. Comments:

Answer: lt would depend on the types of housing and residents. Oddly phrased

question. lf 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.

We osked: The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities coufd 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?

4
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6.

Answer: I 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.

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.

We øsked: 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 w¡ll
overrun the existing surface water systems that already flood at times.

7

8. We osked: 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.

We dsked: 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: lt 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 ftat land, which could be

developed with a new access rd / junction at the Belton Lane / BIIT4junction.

10. We dsked: 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 I know it is frequented by a family of
foxes

I
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LL We øsked: Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment

further on regarding the Church Lane development area?

Answer: lt is very disappointing that the village and parish councilwere not consulted

earlier about the proposals. lt has caused horrendous tensions between the village and

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

Name: L Àu'rt.:\ft 6e€óÐ6s9

Postcode: f2 rM1L\/,G-lc-*.rGú*rJo5'
L Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ ois{g6i agreel Strongly Agree

Why: .....
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Stro"s\J6Local facility access

why: .....[ñt.u,Ài-fø-c).... ø.r-t>.s\S..... .....

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 increatu./
in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playgroun$ñ
social activities' shoo¿7rc 

strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelstrongly Agree

'ffi :lÍ,lN;.hT'P^mJfJ'?#ileh

Comments and more examPles?

5

I
:ás

0'L--r{Cuú- -<sY-
age would be diluted or damaged by a new

*

housing development close to the village. I ./
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Aþee

Comments and examples?

ÛM 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 exam ples?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Dlúfreel Agreel Strongly Agree
Further examples please?

\6
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. W¡th 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 osed location

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

Thank you for your kind support. L t

Please deliver this survey before l8th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

t



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name: ftcrc\r',æ.-- .\-.G^+vrecinø J--\c:tclcÀ\ So Ô

Postcode: 3a F>s:p -r€e'{, \93\-8 LL

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act ne

ree/ Disagree/
on

Pede

whv ...tc)cd
Safe par ng Disagree/

whv .Gñ
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Þbßia â\€jä:
gly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Light pollution
Why:.........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/

Local ngly reel isagree/ Agr

whv: .t3. ...Q',k.
Any further impact examPles?

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

Comments

strian safety
:*fl=

Why: .................
Noise pollution
Wfry:.....S
Air pollution

c
4. The well-being 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

Comments and more examPles?

5. Thehistoriccharacterandrichheritageofthevillagewouldbedilutedordamagedbyanew
housing development close to the village.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

urhic\^ \,^J I

louo
of villagers

rongly

Strongly

ngly Agree

erongly

rongl

-fhrs i5 -tyg\
ÞY +t"\fr

Uìll ry Øt
Ø^/v.

bø ^vC.?/ÇØc
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6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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. W¡th 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 pro sed location

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like tò comment further on regardin ctb
the Church Lane deve o ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

sed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name: flk *'uo tYt¿s u'4t24

Postcode: NG3 t gTl

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

Comments

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

Pedestrian safety - -€itroÍgþisagfee/O¡sa.gr€el@ Strongly Agree .¿
whv:@fr.*.Fl-.Y. ltAå.ß.kgelå.2 ¿ffiçf-... /^).If.L.re9.T,..Fu nnwz 4>s¡lronrs nJ2 ¿ r *

Safe parking -

wrry: .....||d*Krfl å....i å
Strene+fg+raenee | .W 4.,græ I St ro n gly Agree

7... .l?.t ft':.*_ Æ.. .ñ t Í:...He t¿#. ..4 Ð 4 aq v' 6n t ¿¡¿s

Structure of High Street properties

why:1"..ft3ÇC.í.*W.
Noise pollution
why: .....r91$f.3É..\È
Air pollution

Lightpollution ¡Ncd'æþù
Why: .........

S / StronglY Agree

*!*.?ey,*.. KÊ.1y.rg4=..efÊSf.ßt*-4|=..V.eflçl#lr láusi¡¡¿- Stzil¿<ont^ Þ¡þq+Gê

Strongly r¿isagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

St'ongly Disagreel' Þisagreãf@ Strongly Agree

Local facility access St / Strongly Agree

why:.ÉttÍ?4,|P-tÐ-.åx'seP#$..,.HK#\..e.#4K-..é.*ç.-.K<-
Any f u rth er i m pa ct exa m p I es? ....C**ÆS*...1Sg}*..9**. 3. S.*:\.,'.

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,

socialactivities,shopusersstStronglyAgree

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.
St e/ StronglY Agree

comments and examples? 04¿_JffiÈ5 {\\óû-Þ r?.¡i-rr&{r r.sr4 -1. u-a¿izg t'ts'(t Ù: '

S -Îa\)\ èg,LÉ' +
OÈ-\t3 \

hrô I' t^ì.t/¡- ìf+Nrg ÈF (J 'ßs
d¿r Ð iñ.To d ',r" S) u.¡vl,€t2-¡.F il¡L'.i- 6l¡e lJ-aetsJ1

+ tN\\ 3e nrot*$ 6rvt{\¡5 À ,',rsrÀrr1 {3r9 Éteuc5 f co.i,,g ,î¿crñ

ú-g-( '..1 t .*øs\Ð
\:\
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ô ôu.-( ar-lL \= l-c-- (9 La, t)å -t \g

ffa¿s buê 4o 9h-+¿L- Svr¿-F¿ceê Li-
,/2,é (-

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

St / Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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

-Stronrgffiisagr e e/-Disagree I þEreel St r o n g I y Ag re e
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 ...{ne...A.ç*v.â....*Ðh5...á....eç*...f.ky-:ep.5....(sf.fl€Nrs

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 ro location

Arcou*) 4 poxeS :5;<t s.¡6ae- Se ù..4hn5 ALâñÞ.

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

6*ur*)

Y Sù"Lte aF
ogPr€4e Apa L-u-( î4dê
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-r'Èr.rs . ilË trf¡.r¿- €,4*s $lrÐSeo< * ôc

4ite D/wt-.t P¿-us ,c -rl.Ltt tntÌ.-t-- t^raø4+Sê a'¿{e ¡,fz+t:Se ÐF Aæ L'+tt¡¡,



år

&

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name: t'^f¿. \Ass g'¡QQoU^

Postcode: b.SG3\ SLiS

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads wOuld impa cth on:

êrç

sagree/
.s.*ß- cr^

Structúre of High Street pnopertEes

Stro

w hy : .hcise-...o*,*.S.'kfg**.e^...{.'

S"L-Ñlc$srcl^.

y"Jù-ß

'.se.

\*^.ols

¡Jq,

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase

in ttte vittage po[ulation-..g. toru dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users'

Comments

rs5

social activities, shoP users.
Strongly Disagre Strourgly Agree

Comments and more exa les?

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

housing development close to the village.
StnonglY Disagree/ Ð!sagnee/

Comments and examPles?

Aþree

\*\
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6. Flood risk woul e increased more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Dlsagree/ Disagreey'
Comments location exam

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

, Strongly Ðlsagree/ Dlsagree/
Further les

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimete¡ fields below the skyline, and nôt offthe village
centre

9. W¡th your personal
flora, wild life species,

\F\ê¡e- "Q"* k*-
Comments..ß"1 k 9ùS.i=...Þ-*\$.... Ç$eshþ. \V*- s.^q-s -\^r*"^f gr ?

the Church Lane

knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
osed location.

-N"* r¡{. tÀot-v* n^e1ç. Grq"/-A-

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regard!4g
the Church Lane devel ment area?

\ç.o\
Thank

€:.1s5 \od,¿- .Þ' \^"k
you for your kind support.

F[ease defl[ven thEs sunvey befone t8th Apr[[ to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

Ro.-S kr--.

rongly



Great Gonerby proposed Devetopment at Ghurch tane

There are other areas over and above your questionnaire that needs to be

brought forward which consist of the fol.towing-

1. This devetopment isn't just affecting Church Lane residents but att

tiving around the perimeter and beyond of the proposed tand

affected aLso other vittagers tiving within the viLLage. There are

viLtagers who work upon these fietds taking care of them each year

cutt¡ng and ctearing so everyone enjoys the benefit of the [and.

2. Tl'tefietds hotd horses and ponies which are kept daity, fed, watered

and tooked after so the owners/young hel.pers can either ride or learn

the skitts of keeping Livestock etc. This is something usuatl.y onty the

vi1tage tife or bespoke equestrian centres provide but v¡ttage tife

usual"ty comes free to the youngster'S so the not so weatthy can

enjoy.

3. This area of grass tand has some trees with Tree preservation orders

upon them which wilt need to be stressed before any ptanning

permission is granted as after permission is granted the TPO's witt be

tost -Church Lane has many of these trees.

4. There are many bats ftying above this green area so a futt survey witl

be required by the ptanners before any pl.anning is permitted.

5. We have seen badgers within our garden which come from the green

fieLd area so badger setts must be around, We atso have the rare

ELephant Hawk moth which visits our garden each year and have

even seen their caterpitLars within our garden after they tay their eggs

(we have a video of this rare species).

6. If we wanted to be proactive, we could start a tree ptanting scheme

within these fietds to go carbon neutral and even dig out a pond to

enable witdl.ife a drinking spot- this woutd show how our vittage

wants and vatues the area.



7. As an ex-buiLding company owner -lf we wanted to kitt this proposal

dead why not get the vittage to purchase the 1"t field outright then

buitd 1 no house in the access point onty and then setts the

remaining tand and then we wil.t not onty stop the devetopment but

make a tidy profit for the vittage?
Within this vittage we have numerous tradesmen who coutd buitd

this property, so we are providing work atso.

Whatever we do we must start doing it asap and get the vittage

working atl. together.

This vil.tage has approx 850 house in it (counted 2 years ago) and

within the tast 3 years we have atready seen many new properties

constructed (1 25-1A}no) which as you can see is a major impact

upon the viltage.
There's atso ptans for 480 house's being buiLt at the bottom of Betton

tane thus increasing the traffic issues within Great Gonerby junction

going to/from the A1 motorway. Our roads are atready at breaking-

point and this is easity seen by Looking at potholes and cracks within

the road surface's.

When Covid hit the country the onty ptace's the vitl.agers coutd go ¡s

into the fietds waLking with their famities and dogs- where witt they go

if these green areas are removed next time a pandemic hits the

country?

So- if you consider att the options the tocal Government ¡s asking of

this vittage we witL effectivel.y lose our vittage status to a sma[[ town

and lose a[[ our green areas which gives so much pteasure meeting

other famities from the viLLage?

Kind Regards
lan Carrot[
HitLcrest
11 Pond Street
Great Gonerby
Grantham
Lincs
NG31 8LJ

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name: tJ í ¡.-t A. {'1R f x n s

Postcode: ,\lâts\ 8L[¿ i

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

Comments

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

Pedestrian safety -

Why: .........

Light pollution
Why: .........

Local facility 
".ces

Why: .........

Strongly Disagree/ Disag4qe/ A1reel Strongly Agree

-- -
Safe parkins - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree-¡/

w h;, 
-... 

t.L. a.¿aL. .P. cn r.k r 
^4.. 

...,Ñ gøÞk .' s--.. .V'

Structure of High Street properties '

strongly D'sa gree! Disagree/Á"8ree/ Strongly Agree

w h y : . $i.d..*o. . . .9,,{a o* *". k.1 .te-*.. . .'Slr.æ. e.. .{'o r-**d*þìe'..'^-,'
Noise pollution n Strongly Disagree/ DisaBree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

wrlv, .iroos.*':*r+*"Ç{ìÇ:...:$,^.s.4,*gl,^.S*-'.:h}i¡ç'Kff.q..x.... Lç'r¡-ì e.-= .

Air pollution Strongly Oisagree/ D¡Jgglee/ Agreelstrongly Ágree

Agree/ Strongly Agree

.Ð rvú\. 3þ Íu.vlËåtor^"

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

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 exam les?

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?

LL ti-
,Kc.r&<JJ

ê\+r¡-( tI ( c
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6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

Comments and location exam es?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ DSg¡ee/ Agreel Strongly Agree
Further exarn es lease?

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. W¡th 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.

L0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.

sed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

¿€

Lfu, t: v

A I É o



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name ô wÁa ìî/,PÅ/ ,leu-s{
Postcode Na=r fug

Gonerby should ,"f.in a village identity and not become a suburb of Granthamt. Great
Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act n tivel on

Pedestrian safety -

wrry: ..SflF..3.#-o.?.

Disagree/. Strongly Disagree/
¡1.ffi9¿: {.r.. .. 19... .Þ..{.a tr....Äp¡cË,û

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

w h v i ... ..lÌar... .Fil.cr¿.s#. ...ÞßK¿.d É. r. ... 9..4....Ra .ftÞ.r. ..

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Di Strongly Agree

Why: .................
Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disag rongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Light po!!ution
Why:.........
Local facility access

Strongly Disagree/ Strongiy Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr

Why: .........

Any rurthe, i.p".t e*;;i;'t.:f-r-sffi¡)t..ftttrm-;6¿r;.-#ffr....V.cnr çk€< 
'Èå<Æ') o¡ %;-tY\

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/ rongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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

Comments and examples?

IL3i¡er-, u>

Strongly Agree

Strongly

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

-f"-

Agre

Strongly Agree

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/ Ag
Comments and cation exam les?

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 exam les p lease?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape
the higher valley slopes and be built on
centre. ,(

co m m e nts...........fiGtßffi.'.................

of the vill
perimeter

age, any new housing development should avoid
fields below the skyline, and not off the village

9. W¡th 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 vicin.ity of
the Church Lane osed location

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

Thank you for your kind support

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

Strongly Agree

Ru



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name: UÉ- A'ç -7.+r{t*c'L, tY1L LqØù(-
postcode:Nb3tðfltr tniss lW{ÉlAbÉ-"
j.. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Co ments:

2. lncreased traffic through th
Pedest
Why:..

whv:
Noise
whv:
Air poll

t-frM:-nm:

ffii:ffir?úçn oA-
StructLre of Hishkþèet ProPe

ads would impact

D

res

,þÆ( wcd

t

r : -L+LrE,¡ rt

whv:
Local

whv:

!!ution

I
Any further imPact examp les?

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

rongly

Com ents

4. The well-being of villagers

in the village poPulation e'g.

social activities, shoP users.

and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase

more dog wal edestrians, sports facility and playground users,

Disagree/ Agreel StronglY Agree

m and ore les?

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/

Comments and examPles?

frn') r's û- vr\ S

Strongly Disag

rongly

\ vr\\o_åe--
[QÅL0"4Y\ 6rr)
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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/ Ag
Co ents and I n exa ?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasi ng the village population

rongly

tx',(
tl

significantly e.g. schools, doctors,

Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Fu er m les ease?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housin
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fie

llïi.",, xlo o.ìhnr l¿nc¡sns

g development should avoid
line, and not off thp village

þL lar'['t ,

lds elow the sky

9. w¡th your personal knowledge of the viilage, please advise us of a ny known abundant or rare
in the vicinity offlora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazrng areas

t e rch ocati

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Ch rch Lane develo pment area?

Thank you your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before lgth April to:
Great Gonerby Post office, High street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

d"

t

ao rs.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name: fl€C H ofù6Y

postcode: gG JtgLq

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

Comments:Qr{ rs {4.)

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negative

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

L

Pedestrian safety -

Why: ........
Safe parking - î Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/

Why: ..

Noise pollution
Why: ........
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

Light pollution
Why: ........
Local facility access

Why: ........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Any further impact examPles?

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

Comments dt+ ñ Å ô t-túw'f ''7fle'Eø- ù LÅA

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/

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/

Comments and examples?

lî¿L^ C {-PLp fÒc> Ã)'1êu)e w tLJ s

{s IL

Strongly Agree

rongly Agree

Strongly Agree

ngly Agree

Strongly Agree

rongly Agree

Cìiñ-zi¿-

¿tj

eAgre

rong ly
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6. Flood risk would be increased b

field surfaces and water flow.
y more housing due to gverloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be n
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

egatively impacted by increasing the village population

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
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.
commentl ..i+5.r1€.u-...y-.tn*....f4:s....1.s2.*!.t1.€:T...............

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, speci
the Church Lane ro

al habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
location.

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regardi ng
the Church Lane development area? E^tT oq)rea rN¿; fittJ ¡2-

Thank you for your kind support.

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

rongly
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Responses to sDKC Local Plan proposed Development of church Lane

Name: 4tA,4>LE oþ i<l+tt-

postcode: brcg t Kl f

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

Comments

why: ......... k......eh ntn".....
Structure of High Street properties

Str D sa

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

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ 4Æl Strongly Ot;]È^Jrn
why: ....ff.....rf;J.êk l¿......-a).¿*.z.e*.....R¿s.....#.*e.xaf¡¡-:'.@,"i'-tt' 'x'

Safe parking - Strongly Disa1reel Uisagréöl Agreelstrongly Agree

why, .....1..'.tt t....

Noise pollution
s'J'¿]r*r*.d'f. ....ûþt&,t*-

slrolf¡!ésree

:W'tr+St¡onSlV Sgree

Why:.. "f"-.... 
n* Èrx.........

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ltrongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

Air pollution - Str_ongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreelsllllngyAelee
,fÅ. æþa,x ( tg 1 &Å¿- dr" las óW 8æ)

Lieht pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ 4g¡g9/ Strongly Agree

wrlv' ......y'/. e'.v.:(.....qs.k.|La¿,,.'4fth*.0*+/......!Q./ß¿d,....'.4¿.."'-¡vqtu* a

ff ;: ::::ï :\å;tr *,¿r::&Æ: 
0å5:Æ::::Ë1 

T'eer:sqËsree

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/.pisagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examples? Ko, a.t*¿t *-* 
^ 

( t)

(/\tS

I

I
I
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6. Flood risk would be increas
field surfaces and waterflow.

Comments and location exam les?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/4gree/ Strongly Agree

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Further exam les ease?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

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

ed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

... .JrÅ, ... þ ...æ*.ktÆ. ... lpuÁ tMÁ....

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

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before l8th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

t



Responses to sDKC Local Plan proposed Development of church Lane.

Name: {:iÄlsê i,/!

Postcode: f{ qS 1 Q aP.

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

Comments:

2. lncreased trafficthrough the village and side roads would i m act negatively on

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disag Strongly Agree

Why: .........

Safe parking -

Why: .....................:......

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Strongly Agree

Why: .................

Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disag Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Di rongly Agree

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facilit, ".."rr 

""

Why: .........

Strongly Disagree/ Disa Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Strongly Agree

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/ Disagre Strongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Di

Comments and examPles?

St ro ngly Di sa gree/ o i saeree/4Fãe) St ron glv Agree

e h- (,,Lk -q AnL-o o . ,u 4cf{^^.æl^--'

Agre

rongly Agree
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage ems, chan gtng
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam ples?

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

Strongly Disagree/
Further examples please?

Agree/ ngly Agree

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 Ð

Då;, a*ïes.

*þff
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 ro sed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the urch Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

n,

Strongly Agree
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name: t *-Èrc-i ff \\t'eo¡g'i

Postcode: ñ&3i gtt

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

Comments

2. lncreased trafficthrough the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagrep/ Disagree/ Agree/ SgongjyÁgree- , ,

why: [t*\*\*9....9,4*4à....*k*e*qs \r..-.i$"ru"- 'Aâß*å+'...{-c\,\ô\qi,,.{ \.**\*
Safe parking - "Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelstrongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ |gyeel Strongly Agree

wi yä\ose^ \."SX*t ... ..t*. .s. .vSà. .. k y;..."**l S"f- "xsi1 þ1\ =
Local facility access - Strongly Disagree/ Disagreel Agreel Strongly Agree

Why:.........
Any further impact examPles?

w. òL
ç" re-<a-

.rr\o5À
u,ãì¿* .

Why:.....
Structure of High Street properties

wrrv, Ê,x-\çs k.{S,*- .4WJÏRLffi':"Jf : :ffiffi 
]tronstv 

Agree

Noisepollution , Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ å9t""/ Strongly Agree

why: k+.!.rs^
Air pollution ' Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Lrylstrongly Agree

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 
strongry 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/ ESg/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

b\ I

** c5

\*.^r*,ô-
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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 exam les?

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

Stro n gly Di sagree/ Di sa gree/ Agr ee | ÞUglgtyÁgree_
Further exam les lease?

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 grazingareas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane pro sed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane deve ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

cø,

^o- .\.ì *oV o^- .*.Ë k" \!^\
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of church Lane.

Name: /n Ê .*r,-,.o -t' f\l's -lrr"¡G [) ¿t; ' 5

postcode: ,* ,ì 3 i S V- ø

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact VE ly on:

iqtyl

crV+r-r*¿¡,r-,L'JPedestrian safety - .

why: ....Iffi:i.¿:t-.... i.'r)....8 t
Safe

Strongly Disagre

¡.¡$,.ç.'-c.\)..f.þ-îr-..

el Disagreel o

whv
Structure of High Street

w hy : ...Þ. *..4:.::1 i]... 1l+...

Noise pollution
w h y : ß3ç¿YÍ"... c.-o. :Y..9..

Air pollution

irn,-c.\ån$......Ç.ç- .S.

Strongly Disagree/
t,\ ¿¡-¡j\) d,/\ u.j

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

chcc¡ \ c.¡*r,r

(tv\ f
parking -

' 
..i\¡.ç.....5 r.:h*. .f)

ngly Ag

properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ ngree/$irongly Agree'

.\. r::. ft .Ç*9.*.. ..ø..1¡... :i:c'-:.).J.i.. *.. ... .i.vr c ¡(c-r{ "

Strongly-Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel'.Stiongly Agree 
.

.ti..Lì..L...h.-c.:fy.+*?...;.*€.f].y..:r..f......t.8ü 
q,a. \'1; ¡( vdäfrr¿ c'te'?

Light poltution Strongly Disagree/ Disagrpe/

*i u' - i Ñtlr.*.1.v :r. :.s.:+ . . Çiå. .. . ir-'r *lS, . - . . S. .U**::: . ..h. ¡h!:' .

Agr e e I S-ç ¡o*n-g!y A g ¡ ee

Local fqcility access strongly Dis.agre.e/ Disagree/ Agree/¡strongly

wrrv: .,Í).\.r:*r:*i.).....!1.3::.¡. .s\â-Jð:ls*r\ç.....'ågg?).,.-.....-.il ;*.r'' ; ; il ö-" ;; ; i ; ; i t J,effi. ... ..n*--. çi':t *â. +. ..f **x. * s r-

Agree

D.

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/ Agre

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/ Agreel

Comments and examples?

,t '""êþ "+ .\& ç@?
*+ ,n*-Y

yyva-,¡tt,c\,,\ t0
otc\ .,^,^<\. rrnc¡¡Q* Ì\s':\À)

,¿,rttg-C

[t.¡..r..*,â-9-/a .f^at\ H¡-- cr\Q,{-rt +"|-rL- '+
rÅ 4Le \r*L\q$<- PLa- S hctt"'\r'\

6¡

e" c'rr'¿Å \r"-.f-.. c*'') C*J) ¿L

t\¡-.; L

.i-t -t3.¡ r. {-¿Þ'r"€

'J4-.t '

þ).e.-:¿,..t/ê"/Y'g-Ut''&

hcrr-' 5¿¡tnrr¿ c\.,o.-w
crLùc./-5¿.4 höl/A \t: c-¡r L(. ö.¡\-ô'rV\

ongly

t"wlr"-a-.. f.c-Ð ?.utU ,Fo.- Vh< P¿.c-'l'k rwl^ro c*Ln¿*<lcL!J LLV{ hl¡e/-¿
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centre.
ðo " u 

"., 
..5.n.ç.*. \i)..n :-:.... þ "J *l\,.19g1 .-* h"*1le tiiI -'bt'-Lttu^ Q V3rv\ kV'clvv1

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Orr""r@
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/
Further exam les lease?

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

c\

9. W¡th 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 ro osed location

1-0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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: ãLt; Ma.¡
Postcode: ¡Je:t 3l g 

.

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

Comments:

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

st Disagree/ Disag

vy...f.r,ç..
Pedestrian safety -

wny:fu.-a.Æ-......1S
Safe parking -

vtltaV( w;Y|A
Aeree lq'øe_" e¿4ere

kææt;a)why: Çâ/:5...{.¿eL¿:.
Structure of High Street properties

whv
Noise

whv:
Air pollution

Light
whv:
Local

whv
Any

ç_k..

Y

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

reel
...o.!^f

lr'\Ô +

+, ln-q a.-

L¡.,^rd:-Ot¡¡ ç"

Lo"'^t¡
f a,tteç,

+tp-

ött
J+€-e-+ Lw)fe"
\

fu rther i m pact exa m pl es? 
ttffi¿...n 

n....)n9.1{....(t...... rerl¿-:e{y{¿.tÕ|.

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/ Di,rgr"øíñÐ Strongly Agree

Comments and more examples?

5. The historiccharacterand rich heritage of thevillagewould be diluted ordamaged bya new

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disag rongly Agree

Comments and examples?

-r-l^tç ì9 ar ulL\aga ø,^.<).

v^o\çYr 4at\rr€d ^^d Elr
âo-f r 'i.¿tìì.¿"a þ\t La

c\ tol;n - \+- \ç crt\r'e*-d
.'\{, +rE¿t'Z P"t^ "aois( " ^

ÁØ-ìotr! 
^"gra.eÆ 

t-,t"çZtc"F
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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 exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before l8th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

(

rongly



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church,Lan.e. \

Name: Ar\Hor eg.,e\\ QffiËnÏll#.-fl
Postcode: t-' G'3 f AUõ

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imPact n on

Pedestrian safety - Stro

Why:lSi:...rti,.\\.qp+-..r*.ct.ç...h'.'\k
Strongly Disagree/Noise pollution

wtry:Mxx-g k*Þá* ..cf..ççSr¿....t*cr*"..fi*..ìs*..çs.\\*hen..

wh y : \k .. c*..frrr",.cs;ç$.ß-..
çoa¿k

Safe parking - Disagree/ Disagree/

w h y : ß*e.s....es.c". aS**--. fu . S.eî% ..q{ì...çàc*H5..,3*. Sø...ec*o.lr øç""'-""'r--------"'/ c[.r- b C&è l-oð Crc..[16
s

Structure of High Street properties
Agre

o Lbr\ô\.{.1

Air pollution Strong

Hor.¿- Cô<s t f\^cr<- ¿¡cLa¡''s\c Y{le¿

L,.u

Cl-FsG- \\^-lk

U ß'u o' Ga'¡e¡

tðk

J ,ðt-r*f(Âr'rs l|f^-*" t-- Çt
n*,¿,¡S c^o,.t3 il. a¡ôð Stl^t*^o- 4

'.\.¡\S{-

1ò\\é\Jìa^- ì\^ Ot<

-f.,èg$<
t';¿þÞs

acaì.9c"^fü ,

Ve-*s/P*,t-'^
)o^oÞq. s .

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 Dlsagree/ D¡sagree@ Strongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village.
stronely Þisagree/ Disagree/ oetuu@

Comments and examPles?

l\noce-

\o..o è 
E{.e.€¡.\

C'ooni'\ Jax- -
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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/ Agre
Comments and location exam les?

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

, Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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 offthe village
centre. \^$^" ù'q \^so".Sr.\frÞre-
Comments...t*.--...S.p..:S....\çs*å-¿-...gsç....\):,,.\\ry-...e-..\.e:r..,.--É.L:çi\\dJV.n,..-ì^

G-¡€¿ir-

\".**o

öô"(
9. W¡th your personal
flora, wildlife species,
the Church Lane

knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
osed location.

CLcac- \ì-.Þ V-t-çU C.)<aA.

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane devel ment area?

n^2þ
Thank you

\..- \5\\\ C-o... É

fo r your kind support.

Please deliver this sunvey before l8th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name: Vrc-f"ß 3t¿o

Postcode: ÑCút 8rL

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

Comments

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

Pedestrian sgfety - Strongly-Disagreel Disagree/ Agree/"strongly Agree( ,t^ ^ '--'
ily, Éúsjr.X-S.....ø.rrr-s.l¡i,ri.f.ftrìilg;.lIsr.,nftá,p:...¿.¿,-döó,ñ.F)r+v'{æreLL
Safe parking - Stro¡gly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree€
why:ú\ìffi...6.p-prr..1fl ...ç.?f-.aùtu..f..frßd{.lvÇ...Ø...1çr.ç.r..*Þs+)..;..
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly agre{

Noise pollution - Strongly Disagree/ Disagre el Agreel Strongly lgree /
why:..åÐ.o.r.r.l,e.ì.'.ník...lL.t**¡çr................
Air polf ution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly lgreey'

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree y'
w h y : ... . tP- #......a.Ê... ... . e rtrL€ 6 rL ^.......
Locaf facitity access - -Strongly Disagree/ Disagreel Agreel Strongly Agree(
why:.Nffia).Lt.y....fl.nrfrafn'rç.4il...6$t6trn;s.,...å.,Ç#tr:.Þ:h. Sùtê f5 ,¡r¡rlflo'rtT åoo tflotsÊL
Anyfurtherimpactexamples?w.o.:lp.h.Égt.fr..*.Ê*)...s.Çìü9t-ogrng¡jfÚ)o\,-v/Ð

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelstrongry agr""(

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 lgree ,,/

iffi+*å3,S1"1ff'lo* ^ 
*ÉF*'L hrõr¿, (rc.€ üHÞc¿* n^*/rê

tf üc\5û\'T-É\g.€ 
- 

fuø ft nruooarr',{-l Øg krÉ . '<v+€ 1f7ñ¡r9 fu.L
fV\oOArz¡J OÃrrñ frnss ottígL Þø-ll.gtp?m:c,¡tf {ÐaluL.6l +Jôf flf
Wrr-rr lnt 'fv+e Le¡ltsítÉ o? lv+ø Úvt-+-t'ÊqÐ '

t<o

iDôUtr0 r-Y
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6. Flood risk would be increase
field surfaces and water flow.

d by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelstrongly ngree /
Comments and location exam les?

$0,raiÑS uñ 4v+e @ v prVÉ r

7. Accessibilityto 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 ease?

\)tlrt C¿g-æF;-t
8 ftft6tñ"'fiffih,q

Or..\j:\, ÞrST n¡fwrøn¡ rls
'Ë' ura d pe 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..lenffÞf AE.;'f.t¿æ....È-tFtì... ttrt€,*ßn.v.C...S.S.r-qarnrr6¡ f 

"

9. W¡th 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 ro osed location

10' Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane deve ment area?

t-t> í?- fi4TU ?€ q6¡€
Thank you for your kind support

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

oÉ
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name: S A ut-Y P''¡ 6oaT

Postcode: NG31 SPJ

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n on

Pedestrian safety -
Why:.........
Safe parking -
Why: ..lncr=a*......
Structure of High St

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

is....n¿unh.ç,r:.

(;+" ^1' G-*", rl¡. . I b<ire,.r rÇÂorjl ¿t fz
.r:-i loeJ.-1r\ Ot

\)
U

reet properties

Why: ...........,
Noise pollut Strongl
Why: .. I ncíLç¡.F.c-... i.,r...... c+.cxe,lt¿.ch..'*^...

Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

.Åoo
5cÂooI no I Êo¡,b /< .

.f*¡ GV' oft --
c0.ena-ncf :-

ff. o*c

k"a

I c<".dP,7Â 'f
/ aeeî

y Disagree/
.lt"{rt..c....

Disagree/ Ag

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

...ñç1.....
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

..i n í.e.......Ê.fç-...

.......çP.Ps.......*p.'f¡".......fh fl.^-\

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

Comments

w h v : .. l.'! onç**.... .. i.;.+.t ....... Ri ¡n.....'h.ç.ø.k a .

Rny f u rtn e r I #pa ct exa m p I es ? .'ftca :.thø........ hì

gob"t
ñ

fle+aeta
n (q^, Jùt,¡:-A-D)t2,

4. The well- ing 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/ Agr

Comments and more exam les?

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/

Comments and examples?

l..,"=

ngly Agree

st rongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly

\)

6vtt.',..

rongly Agree

Strongly Agre
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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/ Agre
Comments and location examples?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
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 .....1[......h*.1ctj.rn........4çr,1........&........ÀE¿ aç,î.........ç:d.... fÊ.rç) ^o cha ìc-q
i l- r."ol- f.o ' K*p.<) lhi ¡ -." s- i.l ' ' b<- fh( p rcf. rLn c4

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 ro d location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you wouid like to coi'nment fulrther on rsgarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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: "ï) f'6çrzi +-'j

Postcode: Nq3i$"L-Z

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

Comments:

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

Pedestrian safety: ^ . Stfpngly Disagree/ e

whv: .Lk. n U{'..b B.. k:s¡...k+4*
Safe park(ng - é Strongly Disagree/Ðisagrgs/.@
w h y r ¡nds. ..N.p..Þ'[ ëPr 9-e- .

Structure of High Street properties

,i\,.* Ê*þ:)=
Strongly Disagree/ -

whv
Noise oollution. .

w rr y : .iÞ..".'.: r. "JM....
Air pollution

,i:Ilt'H#t cJte, +-,k ìúflontrv 
Disagree/ ee

vv r ry. ...................=..,".'

Local facility access n a Strongly Disagree/xtisagree/ Agree/ stron8ly48¡ss

w h y : .rs*k ...1$.e Þ¡.[K.$. P......... ........

A ny ru rt h e r i m p a ct exH;i ;; ; . ht *" . 
t^h 

. :l$c.[s*J]."..R -M{k{.. ... .

Strongly Disagree/ e

Strongly Disagree/ ee

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

Comments
\\ \.rrC*eA¿*-

IJ

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,

socialactivities,shopusersstrongIyDisagree/gg

Comments and more exam les?

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/ ee

t-Ì-

l,^"¡ OF
a ìçJ

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

sed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

St ro n gl y Di sagree/ D ¡ sagreeÊ4gree/ St ro'.' gty Agree
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
si gn ifica ntly e.g. schools, doctors, hosp ita l.

Strongly Disagree/ ree
Further exam lease?s

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. W¡th 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 ro sed location

L0' Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Develop ment of Church Lane.

Name Cfuglv l-[ø,vcs Y FfeiL Rc,.be''þs4

Postcode: NG3 i b:j-S

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

Comments:

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

"èb
-lhe 

¡xablçrn

X *nffiunxd-o*e dlire
Noise oollution
wnv : lYlc,Ê.h¿usp.9..lt$ii.Þ..1{018

D¡

.1,$_t

ro ree P
Ftorr-t!( + %ø.e

St+englyÐ¡€agr€e/ Ðisagree l-A6ræl Strongly Agree

V inet/

..inn an.

could improve the unemployment of the area

Ir

Air pollution

Comments

e

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-' 
st*engfyÐisdgree/ Ðisagr..ee/-Agr€€l strongry Agree

Comments and more exam les?

ba u, +o Lr.)

5. The ric character and rich heritage of the vi llage wou dbe diluted or damaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
StrcnglVg¡sagree/ O+sagree l4\çraal 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.

S*ongÞ+sagree/ Disagre€ l -Affee I St r o n g l y Ag re e
Co ments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
si gn ifica ntly e.g. schools, doctors, hosp ital.

St+ûrÌgl1rÐisagree/Ðisagre el-*græl Strongly Agree
Further exam les lease?

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
cent

x lhe- v'ùÞago ønlte b"+ sæ .)æ

ù

Com

9.W dvise 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 roposed location.

(. \ 3l tj)at

VVE n
ort.

o
ucì* LfQ úJ^f llt ó(â0s

e^n

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area? Ir

1

Thank you. fo
* n(Jt -t., Le stÐûl-\dr^-x=d r.Þ

--l-ô
bpccnz

Please deliver this survey before 18th Aprilto: SUbgfbS
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

N a me : lacqv et tÁ e çir6¡/jtsc-r'\

Postcode: Ì..TqB ¡ AtE

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n VE on

Pedest rian safety -
l.r\f..¿¡^eesed..

Strongly Disagree/ reel
whv .9ê{Ë..:.

Strongly

Disag
ê^lct

Safe pqrking -

wnv: .{*>.r..þ..rn$.. ^
structure of High street properties 

strongry Disagree/ oisasree(G/ strongly Agree

why: .n}Cf-€"..kf..g#f.Ç. ¡.r:J)f/:.*...8el.t*L{-ç¡n..ì........................
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Oisagree/@eã Strongly Agree

w h y : . .ffi Çf ì*,YP. K;. . î1Çl*.. P S$. .!*ni?.â. . . .

Air pollution StronglY Disagree/

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/

w hy : .**Ç{.eJ.-f..9..#. 4ç. d:.. ..n ig.h* ., ..r.:ncr.e*,n.ô-tl
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

w h y : !. H..ã +l f.?3eg.. .h*ry¡.. Êr:r: .. 12 AÆ?-,#Æç*.^ ./..

o¡sagree/ ((Ñ Strongly Agree

oisagree@/ strongly Agree

'@.b[L.;¡¡¿c>S,
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/

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/

Comments and examples?

d t be*+Jea-' Ötr <3¡\'i_s

-T-:or-..1ñ" I cfr,cg¿ IN€= I I

y Agree

y Agree
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rongly
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6. Flood risk would be
field surfaces and wate

increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
r flow.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessib¡l¡ty to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e.g. schools, doctors, hosp ita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Further examples lease?

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 o m m e n t s . . . l)þ-. . s¡. Ê l . *n. iìç:f .. gn.:tlr. f. 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 roposed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ent area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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: Pgc.t *r.r,

Postcode: NG3r €Pf3

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

Comments:
vi t

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

w hy : Q a{,.k.'Ne1 . is ) }.f}. r tcâ. . .cáì;k-.. . . r . ). ... f. no K. .hn.-tl. :ur . 

=.cîp.
Structure of f,igh Street properties

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads woul

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Why: ..............

d impact nega tive on

p¿ (Ktu1

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Disagree/ Disagree/

Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

ng sa Agree/

el Di Agreel

?*tunS

pþr h"tg?
{'o èoç-r-- u*L

Noise pollution SlronglY

why: f)¡.vò:€.f r.<+ç.@,.1c* ....iþ.m.?-t9- -. :
Air pollution , StronglY

ffi-q'."€hoc,{.*o frpol\g}i 6n
!-ight pollutio4
why: mÞ.**\gJ. .i{Ð...sr.*h\"
Local facility access

Why:.[:cça¿ .t'-çåp.. t_-s Þ.â i \)
Any further impact example s? ....S.4Q;ú,4S....k

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

Comments and more exam

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

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/

Comments and examples?

es?

y Agree

rongly

gly Agree

rongly Agre

rongly

gly Agree
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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/ Ag
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/ Agreel
Further exam les lease?

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

::Ï';"",, r$Õ\ -b* u\rill A,kcL,tl
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 animalgrazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane location.

10. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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: /\û" T4 ßfulú|
Postcode: ft/GZ I (dÇ

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact ne

Pedestrian safetv - Stro

w nv : (k4 þilil.r...'8 t fEI çl.L i.::iqj:Ë,e,:{P_':ffii:H}::::t
patk¡!g
ttu2.h

Safe

whv t* !..... ç.fu ....û.*v.¿.x.

Structure of High Street properties

w ny : M.e S. !:.. ø.ß,lt.fl*.:].H.....
Noise pollution
w ny : ... H.{e.f:.....#/IT L t¿

^Strongly Disagre

ft{44....e¿4(flY L'1

Agree/ iStrongly Agree

Strongly Agree

.s

Strongly Disag¡ee/ Dis3gree/

=:...k, 
e ß.Ë.. .. {. #4' t¿.*v *....

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/Air pollution

Light
whv

Stropollution
.,Ð.Èvt¿.t"a.Í.e#,m ..N.q.çtt¿.

'þ,*)W;;i*'rt¡s¿ìIlÍ1"þ:;;::':l

tr,NC' /¡4)¡æns
{7û ¿€ua-uçLocal ß

whv:
Any further impact examPles?

3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of th" ""u'
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/ Agr

Comments and more exam les?

5. Thehistoriccharacterandrichheritageofthevillagewouldbedilutedordamagedbyanew
housing development close to the village.

StronglY Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr

Comments and examPles?

Ð

JfL,.4/'t3ô

rongly

¡tr?I lhr
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ongly

ôJ i>{

ongly
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6, Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagre
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by in
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

creasing the village population

Further examples lease?

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. (L^ ,
co m m e nts ..J.fur:.€- !:Í.... /.'ffiAre.

9. W¡th your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, speci
the Church Lane ro

al habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
location.

fV lr tc,4ht n=N o{
10. Your views are valuable. ls 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 l8th 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: r'¡,,,.iìtr ruå '\"sT¿e1l

Postcode t-t ø3i €zCL

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact ne

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel StronglY

whv Øffi\.. ft e4-..!*Å.P.#N.....Ð(ffi.ç.p.r-r...41..'5'.çf rp.
Safe parking Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr rongly

whv: ....*:ã......... f,ffi;¡..r.c-.

Why: .....
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly AgreeAir pollution

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Structure of High Street properties - -.¿É-r-l"'""*"b'>
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ ngreqfsiiongly Agre|)

why: ......... .*Ð.*.t*,*..Êç-....¡p'....msrcø''c'ií*.""L5-u-ícçp-€J-""' 
- t*--------'----"

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: .........

Local facility access strongly Disagree/ Disagrej/ Agreel

w r'r y, .¿ç,Cg: ; . . IP .....5l Þ Ë,....r*L.r4e' .'-('Í' - -. " È ffi l s'9¿1"
rongly Agree

ff-Ç;-t{'t7
Any further imPact examPles?

VAtuq¿f_s

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag*elïrffiüÞ

Comments and more exam les?

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

Comments and examPles?

/ia<¡sl- Cte.hnuk( ¡f te" CL,rnLî!Lv1/t

ËJL(

J JSêD ¿^-íEtJ¿¿)

A Fi&'ñ7tNf é

Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly
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6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

Comments and location exam ples?
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

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

Strongfy Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/jtro:llpÈe

sed by more housing d ue to overloading drainage systems, changing

uable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
lopment area?

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 viilage, please advise us of a ny known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane ro sed location

Further exam les lease?

L0. Your views are val
the Church Lane deve

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before lgth April to:
Great Gonerby Post office, High street, Great Gonerby, Grantham
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Name

Postcode

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

^4KS 
tl lvl Ft-t ct tE<

I\æI AJS
L Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impa atively on

Pedestrian safety -
whv: ..Dt lftcu t.{: b .Çs
Safe parking -
why: ...þ/l.d'ï.ff.
structure o=fH¡gl'r st

/s
Strongly Disagree/ D

tM...Wtd e..@2 cr6?h.. tà..C{W.Wrî1
reet properties

isagree/ Agre

reel Agr

4
reel

ød^
whv: M.Õff.pwûtes

Strongly Disagree/ Disag

Gr.e..-.I 8.æhuitt
Noise poll
whv
Air pollution

Comments a

Nøw
hi*ryt"Øt vrl¡q

ution
tllcle trrtfîe:

Strongly

st Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

elLight pol
whv:

h
3. Further new housing population

Comments

rmprove the unemployment ofthe area

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/ Agreel ly 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/ Agreel rongly Agree

Strongly D-i

t\ÆLi(d.,

nd exampl es?

rongly Agree

ly Agree

ly Agree

rongly Agree
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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/ Ag
Com ents and location exam ples?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ rongly Ag
Further exam les lease?

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

lmrc
vTl^Mn@ Wfu

ase advise us of any known abundant or rare

ngly Agree

J)
tC

flora, wildlife species, special hab conservation or animal grazing areas in the vicin ity of
the Church Lane roposed location

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

'7s

1Õ Þ Iæ_g
Thank you for your kind su pport 1ô
Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

AC\LS rrcn/ .YDTE
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name

Postcode

Á,ukt*ßl

\3i

rûR

6p
fvtRs,

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

Comments

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

Pedestrian safety O¡sagræ/ Oisagf€€/ Aelrel StronglyÂgree

wrry: ..\{s.$+. $J}ç¿Y....n**.4$..-..itr.Ç...Ylno.J?-...Krr.$tr-..['c]..\.lctæ tKro'*gl-
Safe parking - , . Stf€ngtyÐisaËf€e/Oisagreel ASræl Strongly Agree

why, .l.$.\'rr.n..ïfç-qO:-"..1-hç\$.ll.vs..u.r"*uf...-sÀF- .' ctÆlc;f. i:' *lpo+e¿'
Structure of High Streét properties'

Strongly Agree

AEÆel Agree
ßsdgø b\4q¡cVuu!¿

Agree/ Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Why:........
Local facility access stronelTr Disagr€elîisagr€€ | Agrcl St ron gly Agree

whv
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 
s+Fefigry-æg*qe I ,uægrær a'+eerstrongry Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village.
stroneÞD isegr€e/ n i s a g+e g/ A9xefl{¡tro n g I y Ag re e

Comments and examples?

J \lI

)' ÑØr^\ \-\ou9tt.f\Ac)a t ñ VÆt r i..â<rr6\À I Ac- 'd á<rârr.fP9'fVOU
l

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

Slrengly.Ðisa€ree/ Þ+sagre e | .lgr¡el-strongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strorfgl trongly 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. , - t

co " " 
n tr... fn *$.n.... ....Þ 

-¿.. 
n Þ,. :.Þ. !.<r

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

L0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

vO

{



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name: 8\*,-f
Postcode ÑJAãI KJ
t. Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not become a suburb of Grantham

Comments

2. lncreased trafficthrough the village and side roads would impact neg

Agre
à/<

why : \rùenr... Nl.r"qs..
.pollution
LP-.C.r"-*.):lêiñ5.

ative on

are\^ïj

M\c¡re-

\'$r t<ss

^t\^AJr'e-

Ëþ €**

ks.Q¿c ?Noise
whv:

Any further
rÞ*¿s

Ct^

L\.,"-
I ôo<- * cìt-

r\ô\-> \

3. Further n prove the unemployment of the area.

Comments

4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively imp?cted by increase

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,.

social activities, shoP users
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Comments and more exam es?

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/ Agre

Comments and examPles?

rongly Agree

Strongly

rong ly Agree

J.r
\r

.e""LL*-,-.- |rs f-

ongly Agree

Ur
e,

Strongly

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle



\Òo
S-

6. Flood risk would be increased by more hou ng due to over loading d rainage systems, anging
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Fu rth er mples lease?

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 5-=-b\ò.....ç,grk..
9. W¡th your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animalgrazing areas in the vicinityof
the Church Lane ro sed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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: 
^JÇ3 

I 3P¡'

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

Comments:

Êo*¿e-

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n n

¡'lc, /c" Çç¡ rrl<Á.

Pedestrian s,afetg- /r Strongly Oisqgreq/
w h y : ... .Á.o ts <$ clrt /àhs.a. sx.ù...<lo.kr/¿

Disagre

Safe parki
whv:
Structure of High Street properties

whv:

".k.n*....il.rff-s

Noise pollution ,- .

w hv : .....1TLç*/.{t.*.... n* r &.
Air pollution

t . o Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

. S.Á.c"ßg -fþ*.... b**,¿>-til5s........ .

...FCñ. s /.f.t.crn. L, ¡ l"

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag glv Ag

Stro n gly Di sagree/ o¡ r"gr""/ GÐ St rongly Agree

st D¡ Disagree/ Agr

f*È;;cc¡rs

Light pollution
Why: ................
Locaf facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ @strongly Agree

Why: .........
Any further impact examples?

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

Comments
L

(!/f^ T

L4/Aa- ¿-çaf-$

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/
Comments and more exam les?

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/ Agre

Comments and examples?

rongly

Strongly

Strongly

s

rongly Agree

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/ Ag
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/ Ag
Further exam lease?

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. ., 'r .

.iä';",, þg*po ¿*rl ¿nÁo- .rb..pnn:,rr-do*flÆ- **A mpac/òro, qLeã2

9. W¡th your personal knowledge of the village, please advise trs of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane osed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo nt area?

Thank you for your kind support

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

Strongly

c tt¡ t S't I't
L s'



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name: f-1(S S.Ê.Lnr.¡
Postcode: NÇ3l 8'TZ
L Great Gonerby should retain a village identity and not.become a suburb of Grantham

Comments:

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

Pedestrian safety - StreftgFisagreey' gis'aeree/ Agre€/ Strongly Agree

W h y : (åt&r.ear ...t"f .sr'fJ*+.g ..å*. .Àß).s-lrf . .'cr"*\'. .u a*k^g,..-f*t S.c$'"J j- (gla/'^¿'\C$- -.ri¿iJ.. t[*
Strongly Agree 5^ic"t

Safe parking
Why: ßna"le'-. .n*b...t ¡ì.\¡-...e. ne.trgt..,l.el. f.*"lt"€...* e¡me¡¡5r-."1 u n:l-^l"-.

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly D¡sagree/ Disagree/ \gree/ Stron gly Agree- ¿

ßi"i- * r$/t"ut\t{r¡d À**W
Why: f)**..þ..¡¡.q.ffi"ãÀ t-''q" u.*l*ri3,¡.¡r... .¡',.\o**lss'Þ...* h*6,*.'***ft hÐ'-'4F "lc

Strengty-Ðisaef€eADisaef ee/-Agree/
,"*"oo**..n*;o"...ç. Èt\t$kL-'.. A4*ç,. . tË àe-\ive,1 \"-;r,ô/ l-"^.* ¿G-

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

. utê'oJ .'J, ,.#{,c

h

I

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,

socialactivities,shopusersstrong|yDisagree/

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village.

@itagr€€/-Agree/' St r o n g I y Ag re e

Comments and examptest gú*\ a, J^,,"c\ ,b* -.9 fw* )"oo.'"- o b^..\ .{f"uJ"^l
q4ô"o 

"^J .ilÇû- FaaA¡> lt -t CÆ."t\- cÊl-a- c^-"'*^,Uï *"r,t- Å^. J -k4b^.ã"^¿ Ja* r'o ¡ou^.lo.}"o,k
y l¿*"-'r' f,.,!l* ,'.,.'-ui-ð- Ëçe-a.\ 'o*1^ro ^4--J i- \r*- *Jt*"J L4-* j)o r.t.,-,- .....å*J
ocCr¡r-' \wrç,='+<-'cio- ts¿¿-ikèår¿- .oJ1l4 \r,o*.' "\"4-Ò uh"* .*¿ \^o.r,e-.

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle

Nathaniel Finch
Rectangle



6. Flood risk would be increased by
field surfaces and water flow.

more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

S strongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strongly Agree
Further exam les 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$r¿ .lJ*,*\.ç#À" ; .\â-*f'ef .ç."^[..,..ç.lg*e.{.qd,.,vp^yk ,.!+ *k ".;1ff*_

"il.
Uil\a-q-l-

l-'r"*

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundan
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites oranimal grazingareas in the

C,z^-h'€ iro 'rt ! a-
of Kor -

t or rare
vicinity of

the Church Lane pro osed location

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
t Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before l8th 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: 

Post

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village ds would impact negatively on

wny: Ila'C*- n P-*nu*,ä',ujL',ffiÌ/ an cnfrs
whv á¿sI.U
Safe parking -

Structure of High Street properties

N I

StronglY Agree

Pede

Light
whv:
Local

whv:

WiÞY,¿,

facilitv access

{-a:fnL

s

I

wnv: rJo- t eE Qo /A m:å ;i:L'åtr:;':1ffi'ffiw' u s-z N o v'r

Noise oollution - -*;;::iä*#É-tc
Air pollution

fJå'A*,) 4rr-*n t) ñ 4
Stro ly

.a L)

Any further impact examPles? /o
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Co ments

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,

socialactivities,shopusersstronglyDisagree/

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village.
.ft ßmglrDr¡ G:ære epaisareel-Agrce/ Et r o n g I y Ag r e e

Comments and examples?

a

lÐ/Ì"/
[Lnñ
4flr

St< n n1 l^\)J¿

^)

ö
L)



2

r N o
leI

¡.1n) I
^)

6. Flood flsk would be increased by more housin due to overloading drainage systems, changingg

field surfaces and water flow
trongly Agree

Comments and location exam es?

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

, Strongly Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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

l""T',i".., .).o. *lal ñ#rçf ,raar¿ç-{Jn ,) s€S ßu / Ll:
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 roposed location.

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
th Church Lane d opment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham
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,1

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

Pedestrian safety - strongly Disagree/ Dþagreel agreel st¡-9ngty6*-"
wh', -¡1;u....þ.¿X.12i-ç:..:*.p.:,......*ke.L:.is.{....*.:*>.'.:r:*."s Ê-J;. I-\Z':, "7o*íxSafe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disag;ree/ Ag@Strongly-Agrce
whyi''Ê.q:r::....å***g+-'..P*,l}51f.3....m;#l-åF.ir;{,.âoW,*j:'.qffiff^"
Structure of High Street properties t or'äg.-or--^n ,'ra¿,--,-lã7- a5¡,, ^a -ío tf

Strongly Disagree/ D¡àaeree/ Aeleel stroÞgly Agr€€

Why:.Ï-ie*--$.*...s¡.yr¡....*.rÀ.'l......ç.*.....ß.t.r.7.çÉr....{9..e.--:......ß.vLt.çs....É.iu t¡-robsÉ^) -<rz¡)'ft'¿- P*4<,atc" by
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ e

*iur...*g*g...* 2.*.5.#..1fft*.r.*.t.e-+-..[.*..*.¡=á.......*.Ìå'k....R.ß.:..f a t.zots' í -<ù 'r4É \)!LL-È qv

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree@gre,e-
il4Ða-í c-4-a-s[u oo"^i s - /-tc:f¿ri e'o L Ê-fc'

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

why' ..t*.e.ç,ã....ÈÞ..Þ.Éà-.....Þ.1.kl'l'.f......Êg*+.1*.:r.,..s.P.."1"q...".$ '....Çg::*"9 u t' ,u ¡t 4"5 '

LocalfacitityaccessStronglyDisagree/De^/7.xy,.¡¿'^.
why: ..H.fÍ.t-.f...r.f....-qt-rìF,ß.n7..ì....:F¡.;t...'r?,u:-tr"I1..g:s..r.¡1*r.....5''zil'* 

á1: 'ro GÈ-+'o íut¡/ur

Any further impact examples? ...ß.*--*.ç...¡$.¡¿.g....11vøhè....q*.5.çlÀ.l."Jg...hr"i rà¡: I ' w aù -tro o5 rz-u o t G- o-\¿ øc

rL*s ¿.f,r:{ v-r,Ë¿¡r-F ö'¡J F"plÞ ?l rvø\> C,.C*r.er 31
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area.

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name:

postcod

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

Comments

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/ O¡

Comments and more exam les?

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/ D1 e

Comments and examples?
-f¿^,rJ. iS Ad hLtstor¿-r<- ¡2¡t-t-xcuÉ- -1,,+F ¿-ÈhUL-t

'ï-ttar C¿Z;krr¡-<ntvlrl ftJ2ge} *'O AÉ- 5po'rr*-1 qj
e t? P{È-<.¿oN r 5¡+ (¿\

vt f{ß P¡c -frfræuL'

lLá é?o t ¿-l:v\ c;u [t-rÄÞ-Â,¡-r,sÊr ñ4, u- Dco

¡¡¡ i,tÀr\¡z-øb (<oF t{oAr 'ô t>t-*àí

rî-T 6o'r^¿tÊ6 ^¡Þ S{,r-r-lþl t¿^a-u,Lf

?
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rÞtt
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6. Flood risk would be increased by
field surfaces and water flow.

more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

S / Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam ples?

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

S / Strongly Agree
Further exam les please?

Çß.r*-r e4J-64 r+L. t4rñÍ¿,ò^,t )a¡ q 1 \ts l+v<{ ^v\Í') S Kb<' -41-VL:e8
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...f,l}.KF-.a.....:Í..q..r-s.{.t.....ß.},1=f ....çlc*tt.;Þ.ffif:tì.k......r*.il t,c"À4 ¿+¡u .A-E_<rê ¿ *l

l'nF O-wfr.¿¡+¿ \t 4. Lr^1Þc{€; ,l ¿r< f+< 85 A) ú) s2anr¡-9ü- 4'< *l-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 pro ed location

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regardin ob
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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:

Postc

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

Comments:

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

Pede

whv
Safe

whv
Structure of High Street properties

ta -*il
Agree
,\-^*..'L ( ¿-^LJ- uáfl
Agree W'l+L o*={,.-þ* : | :i:u$:'Ë1Iffú1"':-iftffi'

Noise pollution, L
Why: ...............1*.\*......çJli#.Y.

Why: ..

Air pollution

,A¡*-c-
l-ight pollution
whv

-{t-J-J
ngly Disagree/ Disagr ee I Agt ee I Slg$lgIgg
(1. d:**T/ 4 ôr úr\ t"- -

Stro
C2-¡v

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ +8r..! Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Stronglv AgreeLocal facility access

W h y : .....É:,c..1ì"--... hm"å*å
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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreers.Æy Ag*

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?

Ju.,*:, .tð ¿;Lv*-Lf € ¡-i5
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'4-t- Go**/' (,l

5'tl-ç, -,^[ :-,¿L^[.. [^

n *-14*r*



6. Flood risk would be increased by more h

field surfaces and water flow.
ousing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam ples?

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 exam les please?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields be

new housing development should avoid
low the skyline, and not off the village

9' W¡th your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species,
the Church Lane ro

special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
osed location.

1"0. Your views are val
the Church Lane deve

uable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
lopment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

b



Postcod

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name:

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

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

Pedestrian safety , .strongly Disagree/ Oisagrep/ Agreel St(onqly Agfee

wh.¡..þ.!.,.1{.{....A.1....r.5..á/p-c.Kec4.....tâ...t*.fr#...er2...*h's <"'//ac¡q.

safe parking - strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ sùónàv Agree

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

Comments

Why:.........
Structure of High Street properties

wnvà.zi /z ffs ry4

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

S.ç.:n..e.....rQ.+*.ps*,:.fr ..ç.ç........

Sirongiy Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreelNoise pollution
Why:......... ....::....

Air pollutio n/

åronslyJg¡s

Strqnely Affee

s'r"slufli
.Strongly AgreeLight pollution

!Vhy: .........

Local facility access

Why:.........
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ strongly Agree

Comments and more exam es?

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

housing development close to the village.
St ro n gly D i sagree/ D i sagree/ aeree/ pi¡E gly 4gr-3e

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, chan gtng
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
si gn ifica ntly e. g. schools, docto rs, hospita l.

Further examples please?
St ro n gly Di sagree/ D i sasree/ Aer""/S.lglglyåæ

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 animalgrazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane ro sed location

L0' Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ent area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before l8th 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

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

Comments

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

s

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

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.

St'o ngly Di sa gree/ ElisagreeÅAgree/ St ro n gly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

So
5. The

,n-ery f
historic cha

eè?a ¡&p @
lage

'ì A¿- L4? i/Tr¿g'S
racter and rich heritage of the vil would be diluted or damaged bY a new

housing development close to the village.

@isagree I Agreel Str€n€¡fAgre€

Comments and examPles?
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6. Flood risk would be increas
field surfaces and water flow.

ed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

st r o n s I y t'r ¡ qa gr e e/ Elisa$1ee/ Agr ee I St+snglV+Sree
Comments and location exam les?

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 exam les lease?

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 .â.í*e^..tk 

!*fr4:..Mi.n/.b).-.*.."^,1s...'.r[Z ,.Ç¿ê¡ua ¿xuss íve
t4ÅÐ W¿..,s j^þ¿).,

9. W¡th your personal knowledge of tñã 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.

L0' Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane deve ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

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

Comments

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

Strongly el
vø^n4"""""'(,7 .14..:.. ' tJ4-4 V

rongly

fÞ.v d8'
erties

Pedestriansafetv - +

wrrv: ..H:r¿à r/tÆ...ø..
Safe parkiXg --
il;iñää 'g vxox,'ç
Structure of High Street ProP

whv:
Noise
whv
Air pollution

whv:
Any further im pact examplesl .h.Mk.

!vp+üh& øç tuxk
oollufion

. M.**...u ..J,vì.*kâ. : ... 7

Stro¡ClVpisaffee/
:..á.b.Q..w*9.:.
Strongly Dispgre
fu.*ù. þ-

el Disagree/ Ag

VÁ¿à.ê)x.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

ñúV

Light pollutjon. - r Str.qnglV Disagree/. Disagreg/ A¡ree/ Strgngly Agree

w h y : ... ....V .M4.4/-[..... 4,.Am.kq9....Y1lrå "'Mþ. I t* Ò t,"*ry
Local facility access Strongly Diìáeree/ Disagree/ Agree/ StYonely Agiee

population could im

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.

StronglyDisagree/Disagree/net""/rftõtuly-Aæ
Comments and more exam les?

4â æ vzk wtr'

9 ov"à ¿;6-ez* t
3. Furthèf new housing

e +ezk" q

I eøtaV
5. The ht¡stori
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t*c
c character an ich heritage of the would be diluted or damaged bY a new

housing development close to the village.
StronglY Disagree/ Disagree/

Comments and examPles?
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6. Flood ri would be increased by more housi due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
Comments and location exam ples?

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

Further exam les please?
St rong|y D i sa gree/ D i sagree/ ner"",(f;6 n gItA*ÈÐ

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.

w:fu.w¿r^'
e)\ - woV vt-øc-¡g
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þ
us ot
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vJ
u.
ofl'Comments l^r4

9 al know ledge of the village, please a any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicin ity of
the Church Lane ro sed location
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L0. Your views are valuable. I re anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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:

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

Comments:
âo uÉt(4 tlttt^ A, N /l<¿/¿4 A A AR ,€/l ,i /+t¿,'qrt,:1ê1 â,ow Ét?4t
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2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - SÊüægfisegree/ Disagree/ @
why: ......1. €..4.î-'.t.*..+ / t€a¡æt .....Î *ß.Ln-h.X...:......
safe parking - 3'l /strongly Disagree/
w h v : ....âl:. f .:.ç......,.Y..t. : 

^......r.. 

A.si I .\.ç. -...... e. rr.:v........ .

Structure of High Street properties

@içagreelAgreelS@efee
ú 7 t+ ¿-â. ¿-'oSí\

Strongly Disagree/ e
c( t xt A.) U l?I.fl.*.-é.......i!..1.4.U...3.7. /+ Lvr lt / ç /ú o / ç,'y'
,Ë' ;ü{;-;;;i; ;,;"rree/ Disagree/ Agree/ strongly Agree

'Ta 4a.l s ,^t é /{

why: ...f..9..1¿.*..).....1 .e......Ê.

Noise pollution
why: ...1. v f: : *..#.........?-.9.'g
Air pollution

orjúf cR¿n¿¡çtÉ)
Light pollution
w hy : .1.!6(.ç.......Y:.!.2!...,,*..ç.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

.*J. P-.....f.S. .*3!.ã.É......!i:.... kt * n r P o L¿ r-¡ 7-¡ o ry

/oçr oFítci, /1 u4 ér-*4 Ct\arLet{ ,< CìtAP€L,
3. Further new housing population could improve the unemployment of the area

Comments
llrrg 7Ãk fccvÉ.4¡ztíl ¡ ro ReY>wcÉ uoêr) L
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n

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/ e

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/

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.

St ron gl y Di sa gree/ Ð ¡.. gree / Agre€y'Strofig¡f*g.es
Comments and location examples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. sch ools, doctors, hospita L

Strongly Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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"'4"*'l'Ll-{......'{:19.1¿ r.#---*.*s"91i.'..."('.ltv'*.?tt. Lr\at É t* t€' il éR

7-llã. FtÉt-\'ç /At q,rærra{
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 ro sed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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:

Postc

qnof-i,tftl-l

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on g

\-{-t\ a-o

hq*fq \o
r facilities vrèu

A}3 J.q
impacted by

bs q¡e"} e.\
4. The well-being of villagers and access to ou

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shoP users.

,; stronglY Disagree/ e

Coriíments and more exam les?

ld be negative ly rncrease
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housing development close to the village.
ftrc¡relY ÞiseæeqËÐigaË#€GfuE€c/ St ron gly Agree



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

/ Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

te t( uù e<.
ce\ wouldQþ

ci J.3
",,P,'*6330i],;1,""M.\ q r¡tln--t-O.

R.,"-l

rncrea
rt-
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rL
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7. Accessibility to local servi n ively imp
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/

Cì¡.e¡f-U ch/.\

t
t3ì

Further exam es lease?

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal gra
the Church Lane proposed location

{L

t

sint inity of

flø+.* t-L . -=+CI \/€r¿\0 -lÅ^.-t4À cLLt o n
10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to co
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham
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2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strong{Yæt€e/ Dkçlee I Agreel st+€tqgl'YlQ€fee

w h y : ... ... 3.hÇ$0ÇÞ-ed .Fß*idl r+9.....m^.....ì: oodS.i ct¡')...

Safe parking - ' Sh"sngfY-ÐÍsagree/ Ðisæree/ Agf'ee/ Strongly Agree

il;i J1\r.-rfui.....g....¡ru"drv:'r.....o-rf,s,it-.ït o-].-s.gi^'o,..:i...r,'..l.ü,Ñ 't,tu, tt'ssl' Pc"-llu o{ cti' "ft ¡4¿x

Structure of High Streét properties
Stteilgb4frHgrëê/ f}lsagræ I pP¿¡ Strongly Agrg'9 

i

why: ..[f.rtl- ...h..vr,\Clrvrq....Þ.gblil]tar,^l fu*l*ü .eroll..n.C,.l,.td \wl.iurg tirfr"Yä ffig
Noise oollution ) S*oeffi4gree/ aixaree | Ærecl Strongly Agrde ii>r*':üiÀ)

ñu' .:...,ALhrlcrtu¡\.....t4r,/jÞ.3! :9,LtÇu[þ. -01^ : l;!og. \'\¡.3\4..$,...d- [''u^ø
Air poilution J sfuF€lFÐ&çagree t fuet Agreelstrongly Agree

Light pollution S+#€ngl*g¡gqr€eltir,rríæl Agreel5¡asaçfy*$ree

*ir' --..\,k-r}.....iw,.pG.n.......Ce{......1Àrll Þ:*Þ.....i!i.....tÀCr¡:...LCf.CUU-.ø.r* c^^ t^rc5\^ ;l'
Local facilityãccess Strongl+Ði€agree/ Dliagire€l þ$clel StronglyAgree

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane'

Name:

Postco

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

Comments

whv
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 
s4€mdy E¡¡€as{€e/ aisagree/ Agr€e/ strongry Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village.
St+engüfgisa€ree/ oisaeree I Ag,e-I 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

Comments and location exam ples?
stüeryqrær€e/ 0rilesfæ/ Agree/ Strengftrftgree

7' Accessibilityto local services would be negatively impacted by increasingthe village population
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Further exam les please?
Sry Ae.rael Strongly Agree

8. Given the undulating
the higher valley slopes
centre.
Com ments......Y.:*Þ..,.... I

9. With your personal
flora, wildlife species,
the Church Lane

rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid
and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

...C"qtÀgg.--

10. Your views a

the Church Lane

knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
osed location.

re valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
development area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before lgth April to:
Great Gonerby Post office, High street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

5h\^



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name

Postcode

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

Comments

2. lncreased tra rough th lage and side roads wou ld imp

Pedestrian safety -

why: ......... 6t&ø 6't.e¿
Safe parking -.2
why: ............/(4tà.. r...
Structure of úúl Street Pro

Stçer"gly Agree

Strongly Agree
pe

...rYl.whv
Noise
whv:
Air pollution

'il5,à52-d reel

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

isagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Light poll
Why: .....

Local faci Strongly Disagree/ Disagr ngly Agree

Aiæ,ø*¿ cr¿rùL.^Any further impact examPles? ...

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

Comments

L?1
our facilities would be negati vely impacted by increase4 villagers and

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

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

Comments and more examPl ?

5. The historic character an chh e of the village would be diluted or da

housing development close to the village

ution
Æ/Xhf

lity access()

/ Strongly D

...ø/2?Æzä......

Comments a

7Á/'

a.
a/¿ -ú

Agree

rongly Agree

Strongly

c(/l

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

dbyanew



the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

rîT',i"",, ßÉ% ffi t ßK :fu-/'='u æ
'/¿¿4f^r^Krm[lage,please.-ou,,",,ln,;abundantorrare9. With your persor

flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

6. Flood risk would be increased by
field surfaces and water flow.

more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Di gly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any new housing development should avoid

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane devel ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

Strongly Agree
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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

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imPact n ively on:

Pedestrian safetY Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Why: .VRhrc!*1. . S e-e. J . . . . .lrir"'p,.È.5.\.. . . ¿t l. l.¿.r.e. . .ta.c .¿J.. . .. .n e!:. ..c¡.! Lùcbt<"""J-

Safe parking Strongly Disagree/
t.-l4*,å... hftrFÉì.Ç...t/.r.srs .

Disagree/ Ag

Why: f\9.. t.-.¡.Lç*R-......,C.ç.

Structure of High Street properties

ß. )-le ( n:É6r Y

why : ....p.i..J........S}v.tn. h*çs.....
Noise pollution
Why:.........
Air pollution

Strongly Di

ß.ç.).......u.r. ^üt^-/
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Light pollution
Why: .................

Strongly Disagree/ Di Strongly Agree

Local facility access

Why:.........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

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/ Agr Strongly Ag

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Agre

Comments and examPles?

hrvto
úi ll

rongly

? tl
:5err+



6. Flood risk would be increased by more ho
field surfaces and water flow.

using due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negative
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disa

ly impacted by increasing the village population

greel Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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 viilage, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or anima grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ent area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before lgth 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

t \
2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads wou ld impact negatively on

::'ont,t 
Agree

wnv, ñ*êJ t{nv- ffi ffi'or55t[å"
Structure of High Street properties

Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

Pedestrian safetv -

why:Æ. .iAßru.ç.

i,ílili-tqv¿ {'B**

!-ight pollution
Why:.........
Local facilitv accesail;, C:ä-ËlR*ç.e

Streng¡., riisagreefÐisagrEeÄA€ree/ Strsngly Agree

st ronglyÐisagd-tXsae;r€elAgree/ St ro n gly Ag re e

StronglY Agree

rea

Any further impact examPles?

3. Further new h sing population could improve the u nem loyment of the a

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 Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village.

Comments and examples?

Ð.J GqÉ-cåP

ß-*

t -,-)

%ç.r\Û ô?4¿ê
*f'.à o\-¿ui) i'-oc\Z-Êf-



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

.-qtrnngly Bisagree/ Þ¡sagree, AgreeÉstrongly 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 Agree
Further examples lease?

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 Chu Lane sed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development a ?

Thank you for your kind support

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

Voc I dÞvt¡\- t-LA\k¿



1

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

Pedestriaq safety -. strongly Disa4'ee/. Disagree/ Agree/ sllongly_ae*. I r n
w ; y, ... . 

K...\Þ. . -ñ\*çhÞà\.. ..Ðt$rpslr. .. \p .. -ç.qes. Ñ \u ..lo\oü-Þ- qti

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disaqree/ neree/-stronily net"" fUtßhc-
whvi ......\\Þ..st....f*ss$.is".....$s€rsu...\L(hb'\"'-qÞ$qFs.hbÑ qn \\L3þR66is
Structure of High Street properties

wrry: fr\Þu Q,oQssr-Æ: ffii:götråi'iåËigii$'èHffi s\nîE b\ q*tD

Noise pollution ' ^ strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ strongly Agree

wnv: ....N\Þûç......f-f*\il\l+\È- Qst9r,nq
Air pollution ^ 

' Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ SJroryEqe
Éuu* lnt*- Y*n$\t*

,ll,i: :"U5 Ìu* n*s*lËî*ffiål':i:u"#:;Wä#""giSWffi"S$þ., -
Local facility access ^ Strongly Disagree/ DisåSiee/ Agree/ t.*"tltJttõ'rrv- 

\- 

"þSãn\lníttl^
wtrv: \*seK 

*;ftÌ-*ß-rrs....eñï..ffi$.Là,'..q¡¡..ns\u$rr\Ë\3ç1esAny further impact

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

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postco

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

Comments:

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelsirongly.-Agreg

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/

Comments and examPles?

\ \\EùÙ \s>e. ìß\e-

q e-\s" ç
\q-, \

Srlsut\ ù \enrtrsnt\

Nùù\ ernD

st Agree



6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

Comments and location exam les?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Str*dy ngr""

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

Further exam les please?
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

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

sed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

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 pro location

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regardin g
the Church Lane deve o ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

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



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name

Postco

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

Comments

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

Pedestrian safety -
why: il.t2.s*rf...*..lIS A

Safe parking - StronglY

why:ffi ....4þ..o.s.Ê=.,....H.R{.k.....Þ..p.s.,:*n**
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

why: ..(.saf.p4r.r.râ'å.....tß.qf ...Þ.o..tK...fe..dlf.si¡$-.¡!p.Þ9ß|..Lßflf.{r.ç...tr'

4uL Aoç+doç

Disagree/ Disagree/
Lr.rtk..HJ.9.tf . * Qes.

-<6 þÔ<*wâ< e é-tql

T'lii;;;;;; ilö ;;,,¡i",i när*%..çßïJilr$*r-.f...*,f.q*x...g.ø*. Ro\! us¡,-'- "**r âÈ<
',r\.f-6e U,ú,*-t áfa.if ¿,É\ ç&35 $ßo¡ çrae.lr+\ ¡-lHrc'b? ÑoB't\1 ü6e5 '

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

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility access

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr

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/ Agre

Comments and more exam les?

5. Thehistoriccharacterandrichheritageofthevillagewouldbedilutedordamagedbyanew
housing development close to the village'

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Comments and examples?

Strongly Agree

rong

rongly

rongly

66oAba{e- ({¿ &"oLâ

trongly Agree

RÑooÇot3Ê,
ftHL*î

ngly Ag



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Comments and location examples?

RoÅ "6Ê krrLn- È trS 4:.8ò/'rRA oF l.l I !-r.AGÊ "

Ae,*r éa

7. Accessibilityto local services would be negatively impacted by increasingthe village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Di Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further examples lease?

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 osed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

rongly Ag
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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

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act n

Pedestrian safetv - A

w hv : ..4.:Í..*.2.2.. ¡... f¿
ngly /,r/,r'

.t¡/..¿,L
i¿ e'

Safe parking - Stppngly Qisag¡4,e_l pisasrgel Ag

why: ....4v. ft.efl..e:...iJ..../V..Hç...i:P-...f&Í.ç....(...../Í.r.8.(i!.ç:.."/./444
Structure of High Street properties

whv: ..1!4.e.r4.e. tû{r..*
Noise pollution

:,4httuzug
Q¡J l' /.:- f -/

12

why: ......I-9-J
Air pollution

.1.t¿.t._z:å. ¡ C-. (èr/) frq'tu
44",A''6r-rrE

Light pollution
whv:
Local

whv:
Any further impact examples?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel
fl f 44 ¿z.z¿-"

StronglY
...ãtâ.ç.vlc

Disagree/ Disagree/

facilitv access Strqngly Disagree/
{.:p.*¿,,.n:¿¿?.q.¿....?-tQ.....,!!.ç"*s./.L7.4c.

Agreel
..óv.t:.s¿

.. 13..?. 4 -o..1.... 
(;¿ 4 c i o. n-t,

€ 1,,-.iLL JIXçõ-ç¿¿-
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 dogwalkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

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

Comments and more examPles?

Disagree/
.Kt¿¿'t¿...fr*l"'Ê;ö4 (Ç

/t-4, ?74 il"¿_L 4 Le" rvoç¿ c¿1 t Lc2
5. The historic character an rich heritage of the village would

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Comments and examples?

H¿rzr i') ße'rl.¡e,J Vfi".tc'

¿-2a.3L

o,t¿,'Å ü

ngly Agree

rongly Agree

rong

rongly Agre

ongly Ag
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Strongly Agree
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â-ra,¡î

rongly Agree

a new
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ngly Agree
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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/
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/
Further am les lease?

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. /r'
ðorru"rt '{.:',i.(n77sx,,/-/:¿ .ll.ér:r.m../c=e*"a é¡Ç4-t"'' ¿tu.'ê< 4.'

,4/t/r,+r,ç.ê,.-tf. ,
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 ro sed location

('

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

r)Cil (/r-o'6 /7'/{'" c*z-4
Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roa

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Di

Light pollut!on
Why: .........

Local facility access

Postcode

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

Comments:

ds would i act negatively on

Strongly Agree

Why:......
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagre Strongly Agree

Why: .........

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

Why: .........

Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagr Strongly Agree

Why: ............

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ ngly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/@" rongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disa Strongly Agree

i#i;;;;;il ö ;;;i;;; sçÈr-e á-ç :ft.er ll0ü ïS Ar-'"""'t'"'"""""""' lc*¡v p5\-¡r krfu1^1

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/ Disagre 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/

Comments and examples?

á

O,rrrr""/6rà, Strongly Agree



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

Strongly Disagree/ Di Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam ples?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagre
Further examples please?

Strongly Agree

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

co m m e n ts..........N¿ f*.çß

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 grazingareas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane ro location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo pment area?

Thank you for your kind support

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

N Q*o -t



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Na

postc

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact

safety -Pedestrian
why:lEua. ..ffr.¡¡n..þ..cid..
Safe

whv
DA

R
rking
.nieh+r:TaC
,"VH¡gtt st

....i1)uJ.
reet properties

6
Structu

w hy : l.rlq2fi c.å... on... h*rS¿.
Strongly Disagree/ Disa

çncao àtat* útr....&*ffi(..
greel
.r1]pì5c,

Noise pollution
why:10)....[l]rh k-.trL. o¡::1.*.

Air pollution Agree

Agre

tt lt e- tnffic

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreerstrongry Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

Strongly Ag

ngly Ag

Strongly

rongly Agree

I

t"r
j



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?

ngly Agree

\r'4L.,.- LIrynLl t-p.À t't,'aþ +r., k.,l^l frÐf¿ Án^ayt Ìrrf1, Þe^¡zLo- (,n^ t.tilt

L<-e,W..-^ t¡sntKu c',lol I+^" [.r^<";Y.+oì-J,t,
,.7

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les ease?

b w[^xf.c,
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 posed location

i.0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ent area?

ì+ tdì n \¿ i;i¿¿ il,; ürr t:1
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postco

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

Comments:

2. lncreased trafficthrough the village and side roads would imp act n

Pedestrian safety. Strongly Disagree/ Ag

n

whv:...f8. ¿,t vrt b'L¿t¡--4""""""i'il ....fl+...Hh*,... #\ t r-¡(.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreelSafe parking -

w h y : .Yr. :{i'. L:. :*.{. is.....ç.rt*+*.&t.....c\ì,.....cç... #fl3-¿.1*ï.ç.3rk. ....
\t

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

Why : f:11v. llì*,,...--¡ã!,Y !L* :...
Noise pollution
Why: .9ä..... f.lÞl**9,......
Air pollution

Ô-a> ô-'lui'/'l-

... i:+e.r.*.......<L+*:*+6;L
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ St

Light pollution
wh y : #...... **?.P.Í*;:

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ St

Local facility access St

why: .ûr.þi.i. 
" 

i.i:.......L.v.....{.*r*.
Any further impact examples?

'@¡;P"

c,L''-

e

l" 
:J

t).,-'b \

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ stro,úËÀgree

Comments and more exam les?

\ \{
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/

Comments and examples?

Yor

rongly

ngly Ag

h i¡í-

vt-
iè--'5 tI

Strongly Agree



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel
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/ Agreel st@ggree
Further examples lease?

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 roposed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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:

postc

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

Comments t o

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact

Pedestrian safety -

why: .12Í....!l¿.u( Co p!
Safe parking
w hy : !*'. llftr..2.. s cn.l:.ç.9.

Structure of High Street properties
St ro n glçDis agr ee I Di sagree/ Agr.e rongly Agree

LL

.tl.z !.74.. .. xl.çt.í.(......
St ronglytllsagree/ Þisag r ee I Agree I

on

Noise pollution
W hy : 11 t Q Ê...ft.1ffit t s..
Air pollution

t>/¿4. ¿rttPÉ¿c-! !
St ro n g{yÐlsa gr ee I D i sa gft e/

Light pollution
,inv * 1..r. ti.,.lÆz,t lz.! | ..

Local facility access Stron

St ron glrDisa gr ee I D i s¡gree/

gfy Disagree/ Disagreel Aercel
whv !7o- *.*.. /. w. fu: t*... ..M... *) p. .. tk *¿ .ß.y¡!s........

Any further impact examples? tfu.&.ti...:f.:*4(1.;.::.?.:..?1/.í.g..({;a?¡"'ì.c.}....s-¡<eo8

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

Comments

'/eY s¡aclV 4â/rn 1)¿t>trtí aq¿ Ár^,t-Þ

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
Strøngly @reel Disagree/ AEre rongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

o¿A Lo ¿a tcQ ctÊ

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

housing development close to the village.
St ro ngl6¡¡5**"e/ D i sag+ee/

Comments and examples?

0,¿.1¡ntn? i/

rongly

Agre

ngly Agree

Strongly Ag



6. Flood risk
field surfaces

would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
and water flow.

St r.o ¡rgtyÐi sa gree/ Ðisagree/
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ificantly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

St ro ngh¡Ðis agr ee I Bisa gree/
Further examples lease?

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 ro location

L0' Your views are valuable. ls 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 l8th 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:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act n tivel on:

Pedestrian safety -
Why: .â.n:-¡..nR *J...*ç.ç
Safe parkilg -

w h y : ...å.*f-'* .. 
f, 

*{.Þ.>. l+¿

r-lir¡-5É/1r6.^(4.a""'ö"""'r"'
pollutién
.............Sç. g...+,kç.rt.*

strongly Disagree/ Di

. 
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.**-.. *-tí. ..h.o...+=.. ..

sagree/ Ag

Structure of High Street properties

fl.ç*+ L.... c.erì*

gly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
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Strongly Disag ree/ Disagreel Ag
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Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
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slv Disagree/ Disagree/

c-

Stron

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

whv
Noise
whv
Air pollution

Þo--'L i<^*^
Light pollution Stron
wîv' ......... ......... Pcr*.L...,k*'ol-......
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/
Why:.Ê.r:¡..rls*:J...ciçss...r+-.f -o-:.*k..ç'g.*i.:l

St-- S-bc-" t-io^
S.Le o( '- t [.lec."(,
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It

aþ rtol.^.:"S/ ft-
s.ke,o[ G*r4>-

Any further impact examples?

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

Comments

les?

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 exam

Strongly Agree/ Strongly Agree

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/

Comments and examples?

t-ea-l L-'.-+ bco.-^ o .-[ "-fr),\
bf ¿-À, Ê€.

L^ t ?^Jk...(. ¡(

Strongl

ree

Stro
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Strongly Agree
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r., l Llâ..^ r-l bn?.-uJ I
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6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to
field surfaces and water flow.

ing drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
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..

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 osed locat¡on.

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act n e on

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disa Strongly Agree

whv

l¡r ú¡ llcto¡e

Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

Light pollution
Why: ........

strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ otr""/@

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

strongly Disagree/ olrrgr""@ strongly Agree

Local facility accesq Strongly Disagree/ Disa

w h v : ... h-.ø\ I.c. m. . . . \ .c*.tnt Ç.-*-r:. .N-sì - . . .\:s*¡ß9_-.
Strongly Agree

Yr e.t4hCt-

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 I

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users
strongly Disagree/ olr"gr"@/ strongly Agree

\_Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village. ./

Sh

Strongly Agree

rongly Agree

Agree

$ (.c,r

t/1\0{0 (luÅ.s- ful,r.J.¿ c,u.tr,,u^. uLlL Utt@¡g_A¿c
f\tohA0 [t orvv\lÂ trLfo_'r^-O f tf Ul-.{_Å

Þo

Comments and examples?

Strongly Agree



o fq?-h¡ro¡*lrr- 6L q /\CD

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
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 exam les lease?

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 roposed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

Thank you for your kind support.

\\l

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

whv:
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ ongly Agree

Structure of High Street properties

Why: .................
Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre Strongly

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Light pollution
Why: .....

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

whv
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/ Agr

Comments and more exam les?

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?

stronglyDisagree/Disagree/o*t"q$-.y:^t]iltS)

Strongly Agree

ngly Agree

reest Agrongly

ngly Agree

gly Agree

Qrrtrll lgt::")



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
si gn ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hosp ita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree
Further exam les lease?

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 animalgrazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane pro location

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

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before l8th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.

Strongly



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name:

Pedestrian safp-ty - Strongly
w h y : . ût\â! h..' #a d'i..{:."4;,. . . .**i r";*-<" .i*å..1i... (:cgs r...tt e .lvs#-+:*

Postcode:

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

Comments: A. <. ct.ì^-r wte,*?a-. t"

ffse,¡"-g¿ cif (o-a"-l ul{ c(*-å+'.êï ¿r'€¿o i t ' r,s*L
2. lncreased traffic through the vil age and side roads would imp act ne on

Disagree/ Disagree/

+ Lo
hrr.\l g

L+ f\ot

I

t {¡olr.

¿<-l

Safe pqrking - StronglY

* rr 

"' 
Su 

" 
ã rh o, . h ru s .R-.. .1.*.: 9i e. . lv.,+¿ rilrv, . rI1. .

structúre of rnÉrr street profierties t*'so+(ç

wrry:Êr..r*.5ei.r*rt*..1*q.t.s,s*å.fÀi.#.il;i'b*y:iå
oollution
Ikt rÊ,". 

"l* i 
.Tvs* lwtg..

ni f"t{' eÙ

Noise
whv
Air pollution

Light pollution
Why: ..t.nC'c*cUpJ. ...S.$r:e¿"f

Local

v*. 2¿ø.r5.

c t¿l tt**i,

h¡-P'"^e fLqil .^I "{¿

Agree

whv .0fiuus Ltt*, t; uëe9lT-å

Any further impact examples? b*s1 fÒê^&

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/

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Di

Comments and examples?

facilitv access - St

fl i 1 c^^,r*e"r-,þ^ c':i.rh *d

rongly Agree

ron v

ngly Agree

Strongly Agree



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, docto rs, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel
Further exam les lease?

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 pro location.

9zr"*¿'.-n {¿í.cr-w i,'-o-Jb, lÉtlít cJ¿o

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

Thank you for your kind support.

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

rongly Agree

1çr1 ..Þ, ISe-A-.--o€ .-! .eoL- Q!* ,l'l"l i",'lr|

r*-br,*-¡*'l[- üonor- "¿ I
''À,* \ l'r'1, ^. ,, lnl ., . l.-o



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

postco

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n tive on:

Structure of High Street properties

D
U

au,*3

arrn¿6

.vì#
wllv' ..(.*¡¡À:v>Ys
Noise pollution
why: .....{-l.c.rr*
Air pollution

Strongly Disagreç/ Disqgree/
c-^,t.ss-çA*i...Sç.crr:p.*....klsf '-..Ä;.çif *.'S.f i**1.-J strongly o¡sagreeToisagree/

'(
Agre

l:ffi .u...= -. l-.ç.Ì3...... lL.ø,r*å",e-

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr

Agreel Strongly Agree

c.¿ Q-ç.q g ,-c *-r4<d

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

Comments

t¿*) c¡ "&- L¿
4. The well-being of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playgroun

c-r-Ie\)
tncrease

d users,

social activities, shop users.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Comments and examples?
ORd!.:- (,
Èi'{è- \r
tl¡^ ( kl¡

+ t&-4.

if-a- s

v

Stro reengly Ag

rongly Agree

rongly Agree

rongly Agree
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Agree

rongly Agree
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6. Flood risk would be increased
field surfaces and water flow.

Comments and location exam les?

by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

r3sg r L^j<-b (

v-.i.s.;..a.q. . s#.... \ ots*-i:
fr-t-.rsl$ {,or-.e/S

c\a
7 ibility to local services woul be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les ease?

a\rb
L Cl:n--<¡ qãç_ç:Q r'È1

ú1
8. Given the undulating rural landscape of village, any n EW hou evelopment shou
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
Comments..

o\¡-

tls

#.:s-Il.t{t**-=*.*.t^**\
9. With your personal knowledge of th
flora, wildlife species, special habitats,

e village, please advise us own abundant or rare
conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of

the Church Lane roposed location.

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

cå So
Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham
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Response to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane'

Name

postco

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

Comments

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

Strongly ePedestrian safetv - St

w rr v : Ê. G ÆÞ. 5 ....|ft .U.re frÞ :/
Safe parkins -

w nv.hLtî,e.eÞ./..... rUa .... .nøw..t.

Structure of Higú Street properties

ffffiitcë.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

w n y : V 8 .Ç v-. H.ç-. . .. CI..ç:. ...fPA.(. 8l - ç...,.. -ßl Ø*n.Þ' y|. 
"' ... "' .

Noise pollurion . ^ Strongly Disagree/ Disaeree/ Aeteel stroÆlyAqlee- 
{éAStruÊ.ñ;; ãîtä...x1.ç.1.re.....R1.4..çrl.:í--i.ç.t.....1$:..*çr--e-nl>{ n='i I't Ã

Air pollution strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ stJg¡gly Agtg

é¿INSYÉrdf É'ft-i{Ar.tï-( p6¡¡¿çr'¡-roru/

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Sirylgly Agreg

Why: .........

LocalfacilityaccessStrongIyDisagree/Disagree/Agree/'%ÉtL
why: .É.Lrå e-Ai>-l R....iìí?-p.llkç,1.4"--Þi|il-,':È,-'.1.:Q..";U-rlçg'l"re t
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/ Agreel st Agree

Comments and more exam es?

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/ Agreel Strongly Agree

{/.J

lr2

T

Comments and examPles?



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

Comments and location exam les?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ StronCry ngr""-

7' Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Further exam les ease?
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Stronqlv Agree

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.
co m m e nts ...... .*e.,f-k-e.

9. with your personal knowledge of the viilage, please advise us of a ny known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane ro sed location

10. Your views are val
the Church Lane deve

uable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
lopment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before lgth 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

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

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ B'6?ftl@jTfæJl$t#Etrq*E$ree
Why:..
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Why: .....

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

whv:
Noise pollution
Why: .........

Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agteel Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility ac."rs
Why:.........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreei Strongiy Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ A'reelstrongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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't-i ÉéL- L-è* c

o (vr rli .¡¿ì * Qu¡ Slr or r-J y'-
't€-

OP.l to.^.+ (.ou- Þ4f\,
\^1,âç,-Q.$t\ t



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 exam ples?

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

9. W¡th your personal
flora, wildlife species,
the Church Lane

knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
osed location.

10. Your views are val
the Church Lane deve

uable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
lopment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before l8th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane'

Name:

Postcod

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

Comments

tÐ€ dcflr'{

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

Pedestrian safety ^ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

why: ......... ..5Lm.U.r*.ß..,............
Safe parking^- .0 Strongly Disagree/ Di¡agree I Agreel

why: ......... ..li4¿ç.1.\N.:r...t:1:Ltç.t*ç......t).ú)e*......ç.rte.{...s--..T.P............

Structure of High Street properties

why: ......... ..H.mu..Y.....V.Nt ç*.!.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr
{.t. ß H r t.çz:.*s.............

leuumd ðiL I *f. k l.*,. ... ft¡J.e ..srLo;Íl'llç.

Noise pollution
why: ......... ....t:t ts.t1,

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
hoo,l t/'o\+et¿< e lvt>rz¿' g-n, sg,,9¡Jt'

Light pollution
Why: ................

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Local facility access Disagree/ Agreel

Why:...........
.....ß i s ç ¡*..(* I ¡*."- *t¿xAny further impact

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

Comments

u t 6Y\

rrJ.}v- ,1

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

Comments and more exam les?

t,.l *,r¿l f,¡ i r,u A-r Y ¡rs ¿rJ ïe-ilo9ug ßg
rù¡4rfrtt/ í,J.u- ldl bcñorLS S ; ¡r14.(YtY È-( þ,,<

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?
i.,itLÍ- $zv¿'r aP dn¿ ¡-lor'csi^s( ßt lca

)-ùÐdÇ t4ft¿1¡ oau*fo'4¿

Strongly Disagree/
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rongly
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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/ Agr
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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..... ....Yp..Ë.....*s.#t:.

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 pro sed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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:

2. lncreased trafficthrough the village and side roads would impact n e on

Pedestrian safety -

Why:.........
Safe parking -
Why: .........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Why:.........
Noise pollution
Why:.........
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagreè/ Agr

Strongly Disagree/ Disagrde/

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility access

Why:.........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Any further impact examples?

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

Comments
No 'tt. h.aì -k.

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/

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/

Comments and examples?

1<-Q1 Ca

i.î,.r
1S(.5

Stro

Strongly

rongly Agree

rongly

Strongly Agree



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
si gn ifica ntly e.g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
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..

%'

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 ro osed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you nrould like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18th Aprilto:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

rongly Agree
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Nam

Postco

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

Comments:

tfi¡sí Ul:, R ?) , ,-{ L-l

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact ivel

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

W h y : ... ... ... ... .. ïií:, .... tfl.i1. ç.. t,¿...... l.ç 1L

Safe parking -
Why: ................

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
.:fr ..... m.n. ú..:1....... ç., ß.?:.

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

Disagree/ Agreel rongly Agree

Air pollution

Light pol lution
whv: .... 4.n.. .(.n :!..1.... ...q.a. Ê+..

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ rongly

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Local facility access Strongly
whv: .. .... C".*. l!. 1. ... N u Ð. ¡2. ....,:!..ct i'!..

Any further impact example s? .......irt.ç.L.rl,.t;í.;......{J.n.$......ß.r: .Ê'a.lJf'..-.i."6 ß ,Ê

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

Comments

8* ß.P¡; S ¡/

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/

Comments and more exam les? vJ ,t ÈnJ í t1 Ã¿¡l V, ¿-

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/ Ag

Comments and examples?

;ï*;;;ñ ;;;ö; ^;;;;,@@;

ngly Agree

ngly Agree

ngly Agree

rongly Agree

Strongly Agree

.nl''í E Eo ¡lls '''i- !

Strongly Agree



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village pulation
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, d octors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel
Further examples lease?

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 ro ed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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

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

Comments
â irt \ñ- -o

qJ

2. lncreased trafficthrough the village and side roads woul

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

w h y : ... ... ..W...Y ). 9/. å ... . ß/^4*.ñ.h{h ... ... ... ..

Safeparking- 
- 

StronglyDisagree/
w h y i ... ...... ..... i.æ.,.J n*\. ... ... e*Amx .... ..fu¿ wt*...
Structure of High Street properties

d impact n on

Why: .....
r''-Jn-J

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

Disagree/
M\.....:&"õ-Aô

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre rongly Agree

Noise oollution 2
why: ......................6h:1..Vry..J
Air pollution

{

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility 

"cces,w hy : ... f*,....Ì*.S*r. l\.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

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/

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/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

:{*sr< Kø'6us =çt¡{
æ

ngly Ag ree

ongly Agree

Stro ngly Ag

Agree

Strongly Ag
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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/
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
Further exam les 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

9. W¡th 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 osed location

l-0. Your rriews are valuable. ls there anything else you would like tc comment further on regarding
the Church Lane devel ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility access

Why:.........

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

Comments:

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

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Dis Strongly Agree

whv: $e'cgryøe,. q :trnrcô-ùF¿:
Agree/ Strongly AgreeSafe parking -

Why: .................
Strongly Disa

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ e/ Strongly Agree

Why: .................
Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

Strongly Disagre e/ Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

@rongtyAgree

Agreel Strongly Agree

Any further impact examples?

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

Comments
=aly{rr.k-; ,-, ^ ', ir..o-, .. . \ -.ffi"

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/ Agreelstrongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village

i"'"1i"f:f¿@

Comments and examples?
st isag isagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree



T)€oe^\<- \^ --. ^ \ )>
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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/ Agreel Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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?

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 ro osed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane deve ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

lv \Arq À* Nr *--,,.^ N "^. ^ - 1
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Respo nses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name

Postcode:

Noise pollution

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

Comments

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

Pedestrian
Why: .........

y Agree

.......p....

s

Agree

fflîï-::?ã /td¡l / 
strongrvAgree

Structure of High Street ProPerþe

wnv,T- /%t///*r/*-

:lËv&L

/r:n4{ø:ll
fls f)æV,t

Why: ..

Air pollution

Lisht porrution /]S fl/fuff t
Why:...
Local facility access Strongly Di

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

whv
Any further impact examples? ..naÊã::: te¡t::
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,

socialactivities,shopusersstronglyDisagree

Comments and more exam les?

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 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 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/
Further exam es lease?

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. \¡/ith yúur personai knowledge of the viilage, 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 ro tions

/ /,¡ /rt /

10. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

./s



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name

Postc

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the villa and side roads would impact negatively on

e

StronÊtyÐisaÊ+eel eisaeree/ å€re€/ Strongly Agree

w ny : lft ê. ff i c. co ryA. cA..ar. .ì L .i get. N or. se. ! ... ... ... ... ...

Noise pollution St+engly-Disagrce/ pisagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

w hy : .ccñs Ì:r.ucfi Þn.ffie.tì€tb..ã.eiî4s..
Airpollution @l Agreel StronglyAgree

Light pollution . St{eng'ìÊÐlragree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

wnv .üil¿.td(.tpe.a.tr.Il...ne ,Seyf rel(,efife1lffi..ful û1ß:t/:wÇ ûviu {cast truîr lroøitat
Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Why: ..............
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 
s*nongrrg.uâgo.7."isagree/ Agreelstrongry 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.
Strengl@ Agreel StronglY Agree

Comments and examples?

fp-g- wtftttA w¡'(( JUSf beCcnl AicALr patt oP Grorttna/rLtør"ü/Lt rf rmc+e lLotltig
Alee'¡ argT¿TradlL-cQd.îhrs cui( þcse lts 7'//e$(- 1(f,¿/Lht('
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T

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

@ | Agreel Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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 exam les lease?

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.hs.egf:et.(l*t'.|{tll,c1.}ñ..Cv.g-ciltîÊ.tcui$sir.¿S..e,nd..htprntr reitr.r{ akpes'
A?uî' cu|l( tw$i.aveLtl e(rc.Hrua /\tt r triz-cts? ô!: tt<t rt'Ite¡.jë,

9. W¡th 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.

e{'5, H€ClnÜlrns, Kectrnl /itþ.lrryt.ç" Eafc
(h.ufs, t'lor^çeç ß;ms c{e(l k'ìndY.

<JV

10. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag Strongly Agree

Why:...
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

Why: .....

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disag rongly Agree

whv
Noise pollution
Why: .................

Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disag gly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disag Agreel ngly Agree

Why:.....
Local facility access

Why: .........

Strongly Disagree/ Disag ongly Agree

Any further impact examples?

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

Comments

\ ^ \\ir- C\r? ç*.",,r \ ^\ç \^rÀ. 'N' t ¡^,to\
-J \\

='1 ''<r-.\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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

O.ur

Agreel

Agreel

Strongly

Strongly Agree



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disag rongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ st v
Further examples ease?

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. W¡th 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 ro location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham
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Fiesponses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name:

Postc
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2. lncrease d traffic th
Pedestrian safety -
why: ........4ß......
Safe parking
why: ífb....'r..vn--Lþ h
Structure of High Street

3. Further new hous

Comments
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Why: ........
Noise pollgtion
why: Òrr'.S.'.....tr.erM #.t. ! /e-s.
Air pollution

Light pollutio¡ \
why: CÇ{..þLtn\ç¿),
Local facility access

\3 (3D', ^u)rFg4o

Why: ..............
Any mpact examples? .Sfurther i

e/^@u
Strongly Disagree/ Disa ngly 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/ Agre

Comments and more examples?

,Ð lq
e}c-

a
storic character and rich heritage of the village would diluted or damaged

housing development close to the village
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/
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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/
Com ents and location exam ples?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam es lease

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 Chu Lane osed location

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

4c , ÐD nð{
Thank you for your upport

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

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

Comments

lw df râ^//L^dt l>e7
2. lncreased traffic throu

w hy : .fr .a..(S,m (Y 
-2. ?.(..

Local

ùy\ /\A-Y\/
impact negatively on

D¡ D¡

.r, ..tÌIL
gf y Disagree/ 

"ojæercLA 
gr ee I strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

/l

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ ågree/ Strongly Aqree

why:-.fr-vxa(./p...Çrox..mç*.44.!:Pd..lp...tç.9s.^../.(F*f.....5e/wca-')
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Djsagree/ Agreelstrongly Agree

whvi ..!v.È,.1.k-n'trt..c.Li9xw*. .fe.¿,s* ....(.sz*(..s.*-r:ytÆÇ.s. ^

Structure of Higlstreet properties
sagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree , I

hs..S'd*.*/S lo øþ*p, azr />a-tr>vv'1

facility access

kvt+/./:ø.*.ti/.t

gh the vil a
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Aeree
âx Atï"* b looþ
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Noise pollution
w nv : ....h*'.lt þ:(..n-. 

rù-.* 
C /:... I

Air pollution

Light pollution. Stlqlgly9Uaeree/,Disagree I \ereel,strongly
w nv &*. rs, x. sk*'-.- s.f:f, #a r*. sãÈ-.h.** d *Ú . - þæ' ^' þ d' ry * (

Any further impact exa mples? .p..rt

Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

t:. .Slt¿Vtlberrtf
ne .5.É..X,13e n1

Di

whv

d <.h

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 dogwalkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shop users.
Stro n gly Di sa gree/ jl!:gglgg! Agr ee I Stro n gly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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 Di sagree/ D.j!egl9e// Agr ee I Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?
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6. Flood would be inc sed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
field surfaces and water flow

Comments and location examples?
s$[g@e/ Disagree I Agreel Strongly Agree

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Further exam les lease?

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

Strongly Disagree/.Qis.agree/ \greel Strongly Agree
WWVF

centre.
ðo ". ",r -9 þþ-yeg*L:l:'...9 xÉp. *rkwþ...*råW à (,. ! lt( ( t i-z

9. W¡th 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

lt /v trv-

the Church Lane proposed location.

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

I

I

¿sc,,tt J7' r 't-rz--S sû' \JJ

re(o t- w^ ( .J_,t\o / ìu-ïJ rtà

Ç ¡"e-e-tr ' </- ,, Þv.rr( -f/- F-€)i &ê,rtt-7' ,

R-i^/

J



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postco

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imPact n e on

Stro ngly Di Disagree/

whv:
Pedest nan

N.ß.r \$.c}.g.$g:

safety -

..1s..q..s.çh.aal .-2.0.nt..

sagree/
.\Ðhe$,. Thgç..qfi.. n ldrrn

re,\oft
Safe parking -
* r.,u' ..t¡,uich... c.qt. B.ftf lÀ... $r)[

Strongly Disqgree/ Di

. bt Ç0.$. .1,9.. 9-v$'{. f l0.tUßd'..

es Nûds. This'i¡ unia
p(lr[inû on Ih
Schoop za\eStructure of High Street ProPerti u(,T0 t\e

e,

d
ffrLtnglv Ag

4 tt't, fie'c,sn$Iut[ion Ç\tÀ\l
oollution thu\C\
ItönÑußiç)f) notùi, d

whv
Noise
whv
Air pollution

Light
whv:
Local

whv:

Y cr0

d
Stro
e\

reeDisagree/ Di

nIl

hufte,lorrf eo
DctJù" 1n( otl(ih' viLlnqt..'rn$

Strongly
t,rLh\ctg. C, incr e nu o{ Dtc P lt

IÌs'aÍa,ln
hlhqt m0rt

Strongly Disag

icLß tf\ the $'çe0 w\ich roLL\d
ree/ Disagreel Agr

NÀW,î, \n rncrre,
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CLÀ

o\u rgû\ütftfÀ üÙl in 0w Ern

n \Àmhef û{
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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
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

Comments and more exam es?

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

housing development close to the village.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr

Comments and examples?

ìrnnfr0t"\le,:,^ r¡.te, Stt0fi0\t\ cc\tPP, I
vi\Icrcrp, itlenn\ì.

rongly Agree



0u v \

6. Flood risk would be increased by more h

field surfaces and water flow.
ousing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Comments and location exam les?

St ro ngly D i sagree/ o i sagreeT6griìy St rongl y Agree

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Further exam les ease?

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the vill

the Church Lane roposed location

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

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham.
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age, any new housing development should avoid
the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not offthe village
centre.
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9. W¡th your personal knowledge of the villagË, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
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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, {l^ 6 ¿te au-¿. /O ,bcÁ .J

/¿o (4 Á2,
A-eÎ

ased tr2. lncre affic throug the village and sid ero ld impact negatively on

4</tø
dc- (ow
ads wou

/a /^A4-

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Stro-nely Agrel /- t , ., .-1¿s"*< ,
why:fr*.Cç.i..sr./À....qfu{4¿a ,w..441-'q.ry:.47,fttú...6..ew,4tffiÐ'ffi,1L?-*,*. t
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ StroDelv Agree "

w nv i le. . a . 

-4+rl4 
..& t .*,.4t .. .Q..p.*. k .. ç¿..@ . . .. . ({¿:M-

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Aggel Strongly Agr-ee ,

wnv'ftu4fu. rþ.a/*.4.r//=re.',U"ùäi;.;þ;,;b+.q;;ffi;';')r;try*:i't1"gg"¿liy( tu
Noise pollution Strongly Disagrpe/ Disagree I Lerc-el Çtrongly Ag.rgq .

w nv :,/..+t M. ft gfþ * .,^tl4..ldã..É,.. æ-. tm' {Ut *P/4¿,. # "" ture fr1 6 L v'
Air pof lution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ W{ Strongly Agree

Lieht pollu.tion Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Aeree/ Strongly Agree .

w:nv,'&.4ø.. I n ¡X O.Ø fu-=.5.M-@ trø... at. &.. aÅ4 6 ,u¿. 4 p a tü*aa'- ¡

Local facilityÍgccess Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ 4g!9el Strongly Agree . - ,
wny:,/ä...mT-ø.fu,ø.ú.fu..6tÆ.Ê.nmk-!t4,4..t(.'..Kr1...41ac-*rø,e'4'u*€/L''
Any further impact examples? ..

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

Comments

,hf¿- at
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 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ strongry Agree

Comments and more exam ples? alL

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/ nsge/ Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

ø/¿¿d/¿'t

4t,4 7n Q,S

¿4¿r aãz

am,r-A-/þ
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6. Flood risk wou
field surfaces and water flow

Comments and location examples?
St ro n gly Di sagree/ D i sa gree/-¡\g¡gqf St ro n gly Agree

d be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, ch gtng

3

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 exam les lease?

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.omments-/-..q+¡.u,ã4ã.';â/4...M-..?#A.¡Ap-&Æ- â "6orA¿ Á .u!(h-*z- |nfu ,*q"-Wry ffi i,>rç*W'Çryefr*ln^
9. W¡th your pe-rsonai 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.

A,h-

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane deve ment area?

5!¿ s- h1a ê'(- OV. 50t¿ s /3
Thank you for your kind support Çre-a¡ 2
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Please deliver this survey before 18th April to:
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Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham
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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. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act n tive on

Pedestria¡r sEfety

wrry: È\Ò-ef.\).. üiñii:ßå:rR:ffi
rongly

rong

ree/ Di

t{t^
Safe parki
whv:
Structure of High Street

whv:

Local

c- ?À{r¡iif i:lr 
rt?Íä;l3llï

propenres \-/

Noise oollutio¡
wnv:lt(ç1,ffis, sbi.Êe...........
Air pollution

Lieht pollution

;i;'liiäoe$aed flÐßP)
facilitv access

Éoþ-.&k.t¡ç

Strongly Disagree/ ngly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/

o Strongl

Strongly Agree
tfftlskceÂ tt

l'gtn

whv
Any further impact exa l6sb TìCG,...

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,

socialactivities,shopusersstronglyDisagree/Disagree/o,,""/@

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

ìç
reel Agreel
c'@........ kreet r/u.: ['¿¿^r

rongly Agree

Comments and examPles?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/



6. Flood risk would be increased by
field surfaces and water flow.

Comments and location exam les?

more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively imp
significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.

Strongly Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

acted by increasing the village population

Disagree/ Agre Strongly Agree

dscape of the village, any new housing development shourd avoid
uilt on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village

8. Given the undulati
the higher valley slop

ng rural lan
es and be b

centre.
."""^,r. l. 4.9$Í¿., .r/
9. with your personal knowledge of the village, prease advise us of a

fitr
o) \,.Jh¡/\ Èt

Dñøh +h.t1 ur\c19 e.
is

ny known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane pro location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

L +\
Thank you for your kind support ftc
Please deliver this survey before l8th April toi
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

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

Why: .........

Noise pollution
Why: .........
Air pollution

St rongly Di sagree/ D i sa gree/ Agree/ Strgne$A$ee

Light pollution
Why: .........

Local facility ".."r,Why: .........

St ro n gly Di sa gree/ D i sa gree/ Agr ee I Stfgngl*Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

St ro n gly Di sa gree/ D i sagree/ Agree/ St rg¡glyllgree

Any further impact examPles?

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

Comments

ÐÈ,

',*€-c\
¡¡¿-g \e,
qJrçoar

òu<rno
4. The

\nrclç \:<.^"1 o'- urlroç sAJ
being of villagers and access to ou r facilities would be negatively impacted by in

ëF4
crease
users,in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground

social activities' shop users 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelstrongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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

l"Vtorl Gr<ctY ù
\E,s-_.c\> a-

\ \ J "J \^)c/\

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/ Agreel 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.

Further examples ease?
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

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.N.Ç..1y\9{:Ç--F.hç*S--,þç--ÞlS..r.â...S}:--\:.",\:*q.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 osed location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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

Why:......... ""'¿-\
Noise pollution Strongly Dislgree/ Disagree/ {gte9/
ñ;, .:.iñcç5;*Stp-.:.[ft$fi8Ç-..+-f.p1ç\i:'.\*t..Ç¿i.6¡.r65..il.ß.t::.trùe=fo
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/

J+¿GnÊÊ- l€\€rs os"- rKrtfrtc

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

Comments

2. lncreased trafficthrough the village and side roads would impact negative ly on

Pedestrian safetY - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/

w h y : . lQßÞ. .1tn5..flÚ]-qfÞY ..ßf,-î.ßù5.!Éß;.(ùi.t*..111*.Kç'.iJ'.'D¡.fnlfi ].lrÍo RÕnb eSfl. neR.rllt

Safe parking Stron glv Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree 6Lò€'RLY

why: mßH(t$.Ê. ßtâl-,1. (¡. . . $hi.A/ . . 8,Ð. . ì/-i}.lfì{..H. l,ç*i\e )Æ{ þ.c5.. È(TRnç¡ c'rv\64É t il }¡ eêRô ù _ç

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly AgreeLight pollution Stron

why:..H1. ffileß..\e irs..çf..f.K#\Fit0..

why: ....lJ.1.LÞ-. B.çr.

Strongly Disagree/
tl4ÊD.çsfh...f.ßRrc.

0.f,

Local facility access P6l'ut.
Lù.ilu.. ç,

Any further imPact examPle sz-.l.f.K:tU.N.çÍisrll..h.0..Lt.gRçfl Lç...íY-4aee 0 ffiKk. H/tRÊ Ðtqn'lc¿@lslY

ßtsþ- ÒË |qcr-tDð,l1s €SP, S-f' Scl-loou -t'tV16S,

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 negátively impacted by increase

in the village population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities' shop users 
strongry Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreelstrongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examPles?

Disagree/ Agre

A
tJ

rongly

56$/tc6$ f\N

Tr^



^'i,riìr \d

6. Flood risk would be increased by more
field surfaces and water flow.

ousing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disag
Comments and location exam ples?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e. g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Further examples p lease?

r.ùs
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

,""{i;*}y st ro n gty Agree

centre.
Comments..

9. With your personal
flora, wild life species,
the Church Lane

eÈ-...ç¿n¡rSP*-.....

knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
osed location.

Gu\' .

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane devel ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

postc

iffå'f¿iililluçq?ã:i:"Ë"Jß-::

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads wou negatively on

ronglytsa

"i'

i,ílillä;lå; Ê l ßqp)+ +ó'Å'å'*::
rongly Agree

þ_

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disag Strongly Agree

Why: .................
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

whv
Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Why:...
Local facility access

Why: .........................:...
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

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/ Strongly Agree

Com nts and more examples?

5. The historic character and rich heritage of the village would be dilute amaged by a new

housing development close to the village.
.ur

,! { StronglY Disagree/ Disagree/ ngly Agree

\

L

¿Far

Comments and examples? r

*hø ."Çc-K.øc u

,]'* AW¡"g -SL\ 
b'Lt^@%¿ a'Y

do

rt+e



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing
field surfaces and water flow.

ue to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagre ngly Agree
Comments and location examples?

Ço t.i.o" Lø^p 18x1,æ <t\aÌüutY ffi¡

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e.g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

. a êL--- -- -. ' t ^.,r i Strongly Disagiee/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree
Further exam les ease?

ato \.)-tC¿å
8. Given the undulating ru ra landscape of the village, any n housing eve lopment s 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 roposed location

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane deve ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Nam

Postc

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ AgreelPedestrian safetv -

w h v : F=.1. \-..*É.ænc\. .ST-.. ñ.. ..r,:ci s",.. l-.!e-. I
I

Strrlncly Di

.[ç]v$r...cr*-J.s..p crcc-€Sh*{d
Safe parking
whyCGrS
Structure of

Air pollution

Light pollution
Why: ................

.eJq ..c,"!'¿ec;sål.csosYucS,nq ¿s¡nôcrS ^F poJ
High Street propetties --'r

,c-Kpoths
sagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagreç/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

w h y : pctlù\cr\. . . r:und . . .t.r\iõr.c\h#í!. . : #<¡rn. . .<s+t{c*. .bfc{dc :--
Noise þollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

w h y : ä>+hra-. .hr:c-(ìc.

DisagreelDisagree/ Agree/ Strongly Agree

.c.rcv*.. .,f<r'. ... .sc;ns61*

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

Comments

+
ðr-.nvlcnt\\ZfS1

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 exam es?

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/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

I\ t\,

rongly

arL.a¿'ft c..å. \rz¡r-e e',n-r ftrn ¿^,1 Clo.lO{Cf-¡P
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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 exam les?

Stro n gly Di sa gree/ D i sagree/ Agr ee I StpneryAgr€€

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 exam les please?

tõ
8. Gl

bÕñ<n \b.)s'
ven the undul ng rural lan ny new sing development should avoid

the higher valley slopes and be built on perimeter fields below the skyline, and not off the village
centre.
comments.bs..n*,..elq{ffi.,, 

Hff.Çksç..*xir q{<þcr spaeò be^ng

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known"l¡'bundant or rAt e
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane ro location

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

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

Postc

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

Comments
(n¡*1 (,pw¡h.¡,, ir â \owi^.1, ø1.\q-. , u.:tuiçl,uþ â''^d hiçþnc

2. lncreased traffic
Pedestrian safety -
Why: .........
Safe parking -

through the vi

Stro
llage and side roads would ¡mpac!ægj!@q
ngly Disagree/ Disagr""/ Agt"@

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr

Why: .....

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

Why: ..................
Noise pollution
Why: ..................
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Stro

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Strongly Agree

Light pollution
Why: .........

Local facility access

Why: .........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

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/ ongly Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Ag

Comments and examples?

ongly

ron Agreevgl

t

n

t &

Strongly Agree



6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag 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/ Strongly Agree
Further exam les lease?

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. W¡th your pei'sonal 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.

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would im ct negatively on

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagre Strongly Agree

W h y : ... ... ... .ÊSr-p..Þ;. . a'¡p- .... ë^Ç[Å.t1.

Safe parking -
.t-.fr'r.nì'r7. La'",r1" ?> Q .u-cl-!'.\ f.c <Cr

Strongly Disagr""(f Fã/ Asr ee I strongly Agree

N.p..i¿...S.çn+t-

Why: .........

Structure of High Street properties ¿--
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree(A{99ßstronelv Aeree

why: ....C.r: ***y'è.ve..p..4x*:r9':åJ',g-;-;Fr** .1;*{:ã; ;;--"- {'o^^ WÊ-.*Å
þa+

Noise pollution" Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

ß,:n.,*......

Why: ............

Air pollution

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility access StronglY Di

<7
W h y : ... ... ... ... ... ... Ïçn *.'- 1... .,. .âe-.'. *nlL.,.
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/ Disag 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/ Disa

Comments and examples?

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/(çreè^strongly Agree

Strongly oir"gr""7¿ñ;È | Agreel Strongly Agree

v

ì¿"- +-> aàL>

""(59 Strongly Agree



sed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ oir^gr."¡ Ñãlstrongty Agree
Comments and location exam les?

7. Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hospital.
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

z-"-_"_'--'- 
__-.--:

Aer""/Eronsly ,yÈ
Further examples ease?

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.* lo.r Lt "nl- +#.......*.!.p.lery:*.*-....6*,- lL'-- W ge*<ei-

t^,, Lr '*-, ..i"i),:; "u:; Gt êo,¿-.rb
e. ;-¡tl;"rõff"J.ií,..,Ë*1ffiäiffi" u¡llriå, o';';o;Ë" us or any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane ro location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane development area?

rh:iìçifi|" , uïu,kflffiport. *t j'-rë-ô'4

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

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

Comments

'lo1"r^ltA"¿ &ët îda-

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Safe parking -

Why: .................

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Why: .........

Noise pollution
Why:.........
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

Light pollution
Why: .........

Local facility access

Why:.........

Strongly Disagree/ ngly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

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/ Ag

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/

Comments and examples?

gly Agree

ongly Agree

ron Agree

Strongly Agree

t¡¡o
Ut

rongly



.t

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 exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les 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

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 ro sed location

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

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

Postc

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impa on:

Pedestrian safety
wrrv: ...{.-\.1[í,*jk
Safe parking - ':
why: ..fS:f'L:f:Pß(\

.St+snefy¡¡sagr€e | @ræl
h*. :.... l.\+.çl*....v¡)8,É-(... u)!s *....#4....rÞ.$.

Structure of High Street properties

why: ...t*rb'o.lo.È*i. {il*..f*.}Jn.ç ...râ*;\I 1..NP"'l

Strong þÐisegre e/ Disagr€€/
5. ... {þff... .ei.i-;e#+þ. .. ir*1.*t*....*:+:{R.*J... .*f,k . c¿.*s..

.rS..L

!i*"..s

nr.,tf .

b\t,^,nli bty,ú* î aaser\a**Å.,
ngly Agree

Noise pollufiion
w rr v :'..lr*d.åii... çr {:ì Å.çË.{. s...

Air pollution
'r,.j¿ sLo.\l ¡g ïrr,4i^¿¡,

Light pollution ú 'J

*i u' i^*. *!. ....S L*-n*:.

Ðisag'Fee/

nc.ìs*...: .,¡¿ËJ:.ç,... *r¿i /'vlç{l r'l.Ðils

st A'eree/

k .*t- ¿p.tìr.Eùøs ¡ ,ral- ìnruv,.3r túa'^,( r¿vj &¡ Jn¿u i¿s

ree/ Disagree/
)

i*i$].

¡¡¿rf

arr..¿i ó¡L {øurøti'3J¡ ù'r¡.

¿¿nri"^.Jg -

Çrlv. rl¿c' -r $u¿l

i)

!¿.qþç:t
j pj¿.er¡l^""e ,á\i

e unemployment

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

''gtg{^4

proueJth
0) lkt +u,!+,¿ L,aht c,-L l!*

o/the area.

loolld^ rt +*'bvnll .

strongly-llisa@eXyS|þ

St r on g I y' E isagree"/*DtsaereefAgroe/ {:""tlylt*
*¿l [o{qns xdoæ

çuo Êr, c-e L\EfiS ,/n^

,4¿...;i-,...r"aj Io*t:Þ""1- (* o^,Àuil, tit"{s'¡"J

.Ë{{.!.

..i:s...

('

-'l+
d-''l.1 f,. ,A

Comments and more exam les?

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

housing development close to the village

Comments and examples?

X ioss ,,P ree-/\ þ"1'tt
fi,,

cLrrcL¿fr^P*

\ _l-.
r ¿nSC'¿:,lJ . .tÐ irret¿.J-CS

r.Â^ ilzcgl-hor¡x. ,rriJ.{2cu,j

\J

gly Agree

Agree

rongly Agre
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¡
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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 exam les?

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

Further examples please?

spital.
StronslyDisasneel"Ðisæreë-Æ{glee{¡ronglr$iÐ

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... .T,{.g. sh*ùá.....¿ro!......}*r.....--**pr*ctr*1 É"....:f.lit.6* n}n ,*11 I.

9. W¡th 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 osed location

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

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n

Pedestrian Disagree/

on

Why:Ï-r:r.
safety
ckd.

Strong
.çn.
DisagrSafe parking -

'e-.å)ac,.SççL

I

@
cn€l

whv .ØkÞp-
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

whvigIãR..ÇnìC
Noise pollution rongly ree/ oi Ag

Wh
Air pollution

Light pollution
Wh
Local facil access Stron
whv: ..e-GaÐà..ts..
Any furth exam les?

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/

Comments and more exam es?

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/

Comments and examples?

\-r*\-e-

ee
\

Tu*

Strongly Agree

gly Agree

+ro- f.. sr [-.L_c-r.or-e> I '--J

strongly Ag

cB^..t\ Ci r-r -t 
( Cc>ntr', . 

^.i/-
<-- ^ **11 ,

T ì \-r-

ongly Agree

t-s G õ1é



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Further exam les ease?

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.

ts GS--erA_

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ent area?

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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:

Postc

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

Comments:

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

Pedestrian safety Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreels.gqqly We 's
wny:f.ûßtst*Í,.4*:Ð/.tí..MN.ffi#¿s..tu¿-l47/!tf.err-.ã8..stffi4
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/Strongly Agreey'
why:.#..QrJ-&ù^f.4.a(.rt$Û-ç44y4#rt#,'.æ}Íç.5r.øn)...fiz?.5p¡aî¿¡ztÆ
Structure of High Street properties -,-

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel SIronSlV 4er9e ''
Why:k4nfå,..!ppç":Çà..ÇâÆ.fl.'F.f .Æ,W87l5.:7a..eeås4.Þ¿¿c-àv^qs ..
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ Strgngly Agree /
Why: -&.(z.F.ttM.çiÞ....t-s-f.f,.<:.n*;/...(.\t?.&€tñ.1.'e,:,t--a'|\2#e&Jc'zatJ'
Air potlution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree I AgreelS.gSlV Agreg,-'
otfu ¡as s'H¿ aæ e þ :n'x-ça ç fÊrl p¡-' t ç-

Light pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Syo",gly-Agru/
WhV:flcteta,sa..fø..åà\r.Lrrd.*.-..f Jcrxa-'r-tçtr.X.'.""'-.'.

Local facility access Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Sjgg¡y Ary ,-'
W hy : **..âs<T.e Ê ... P. âß+fi xss.. ¿ d. . Í]1¡9 ¡ r*. e.ù . . . . . .. "' ...

Any further irnpact "*rrpi"te 
.Nfrr.ußã..P8..(tuffi...f..ç...m...ßt¿;.{..7......

3. Further new housing poputrt¡on 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/ Agreel Strongly Agree V

Comments and more exam les?

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¿.2

Comments and examPles?

FDÞtTí oñs¿* -< h€lt c ¿ctJ r<-ú Arzz BP\ êPCILEtt ftr rùs t1mù



(-¿-
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6. Flood risk would be

field surfaces and wate
increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing
r flow.

Comments and location exam ples?
St ro n g I y D i sa g r e e/ D i s a g re e/ Ag r e e/ !t r o n e,! V _Ag, u, /

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

Further examples lease?
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agree/ gggly E" ,/

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...V-t.$.p.n*. arh.?.aã..er.,:í.+E..catr*r%åt ¿..g+.cJ-- ik nÞræsc7 AFc=.æò"

9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise us of any known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, spec
the Church Lane ro

ial habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
location.

L0. Your views are valuable. ls 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 18th 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:

Comments:

 
Postcod

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

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

PedestriT, safety tållr!,îH"frøsS
wny:...(.rvmHæ-....+/.e.1...ëe..,n#...æ4...{.P..4¿nn.
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Þ+54Ëfe'e/"4€f€€/StrenglpA,gf€€- - - -
* n i ... . - ¿ n"¿:r . 

(æ. zk :i.. iþ¿r ... *r. *¿.v.. fu-e¡Z a F x n' z,ñ ¿4Æ >
Structure of High Street properties /

w nv : /:/ñ- ¡2 il {a r*'}i):):'åïWrW:ffi: t ffi'
Noise pollutio¡ Strongly Disagree/ DisagreeÉAgfeeÉSt+enghfæ-
wnl,, 'ã(¿ti/t¿ ...þ-¿t/:¿¿Z2ne.n7- .. 

-

Air pollution S¡+etigtyÐK@€Þl-D¡sagr€e/4€ree/ Strongly Agree

Light polluJion
wnv: "E/â¡2,å7..J. ,/=

facility access t St

.il.e¿r. h:¿e3
rongly Disa gre

Stron gly Agree

Local

whv:
Any further impact examples? ¿€/.ã

&trl
l-...,.,..............

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 
strongry Disagree/ nisa€reel+gr-e/ strong;l+Agree

Comments and more exam les?

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/ e

Comments and examples?

t>-'7m¡j r7S
*U nn /¿

ts
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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 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/
Further exam les lease?

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.. ¿J-e.nt{. ytá*-r- #.ilf .,rflezr rbaes+J ¿3c,rr/í1

9. W¡th 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 osed location

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

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

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

Comments:

2. ln eased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act n

isagree/ Disagree/Pedestri
whv

an safetv -
.Í¡*-..i*.ççds

Strongly D

....çø".H*s. sñ:*=.... r/\ùîiÞsC..... ;

Safe parking - ^ Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

why: ll]*-**=....)s.....v.\-Ð.. Cþ .çe^sls.5
Structure of High Street propertieY

D¡
ÑI S.

Disagree/
q Ç....t....np-i5&.

Disagree/ Disagree/

sagree/
.rl\Aq.ü.ç*

Ag

wrrv : . H.e.ùl,{..... h.'9.V,.
Noise oollutleÀ
wl"'v' ..h[*....h'nJ. t....R.vro.

Air pollution

h ().i/ì" t

-$h l

+w

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

Comm

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/

Comments and more exam les?

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/

Comments and examples?

C-' '

ongly Agree

ngly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

rongly Agree
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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 exam les?

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 Agree
Further exam les lease?

ï^\-- cq-{çi
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

::T';.,,, Sl'\ft.,\A.o|...h* h-"-tk. ..l^^ kl,sn- . iu,Lc¿>r\.
t=J

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 vicinityof
the Church Lane ro sed location

**0
l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there an$h¡ng else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ent area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

\; k A- r\on I

Ir
H

\



Postc

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

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact n

Why:..1.
an safetv -É t1:Êß.0. .

Pedestri

Safe parking -
whv
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Why:..
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Noise oollution
w nv, ..f//,a û..1.É!:t... tfrt:..ç€:....
Air pollution

n

Ag Strongly Agree

Light
whv:

Comments

Local facility access

Why:.........

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Any further imPact examPles?

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

4. The well-b
in the village

eing of villagers and access to our facilities would be negatively impacted by increase

population e.g. more dog walkers, pedestrians, sports facility and playground users,

social activities, shoP users
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agr

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/

Comments and examPles?

Strongly Ag

Stro ngly

û<Pto

Agree

î ¿2 of-LA
g Íc()R1

Strongly Agree



6. Flood risk would be increased by more h
field surfaces and water flow.

ousing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag
Comments and location exam les?

7' Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population
sign ifica ntly e.g. schools, doctors, hospita l.

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further examples lease?

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. w¡th your personal knowledge of the viilage, prease advise us of a ny known abundant or rare
flora, wildlife species, special habitats, conservation sites or animal grazing areas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane roposed location

10. Your views are va uable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane devel ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

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

.lÐ u.i >-Z¡Q ìR ô
ÞEe.



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane

Name

Postcode

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact on

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Why: ...............
Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Structure of High Street properties

""r@rfg4y3#

St ro n gly Di sa gree/ Oisaer ee l F4 St rongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagr

Why:.........
Noise pollution
Why: .........

Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Light pollution
Why:.........
Local facility access

Why:.........

Strongly Disagree/ Disag Strongly Agree

Strongly Disag Agreel Strongly Agree

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.

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/

" 
o'L ,{' @d. Lo,^-u

,€ {iu" Ç, n r-Ê. t ynr, ^*(7
It5 tt z-t

;^l

Agree

ongly

Strongly Ag

ongly Agree

Comments and examples?

Tl,,; 1 (o^(1. L. *
5 ì-',.e i+ u*^lo(

e,,,ot-ç4L l- u-to '/e

^,{ (4-" q,^n 1"17



6. Flood risk would be increa
field surfaces and water flow

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Further exam les lease?

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.

sed by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

..+fr.r*-.....

9. W¡th 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 u Lane proposed ton

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regardi ng
the C rch Lane deve ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

Please deliver this survey before l8th April to:
Great Gonerby Post Office, High Street, Great Gonerby, Grantham

Strongly Agree

{ 4-/-e-q
.4.. c/r ¿4
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name:

Postco

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would impact

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

Safe parking - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Why:.........
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagre Strongly Agree

Why:.........
Noise pollution
Why:.........
Air pollution

or,"{ññ,riràà,Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Light pollution
Why: .........

Local facility access

Strongly Disagree/ Di Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Di Strongly Agree

Why: ...........

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/ rongly Agre e

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/

Comments and examples?

ò

rongly Agre e

strongly Agree

strongly



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Orr""@
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
Further examples lease?

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...ß*n .d.c-\¡.¿!3{.ûÀ4/.*....\ñeJø[....S.f.a-..!....\¿,*€,uJ.S...ß/\C t\s- þa-Lr n1 o ç'-

ùa- W\,(Q1e- ürLir(rt'¡\ u
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 grazrngareas in the vicinity of
the Church Lane proposed location.

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Thank you for your kind support

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



Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of 

Name

Postco

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

Comments:

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

Pedestriansafety- -strong[@ef@elstronglyAgree
Why: .........
Safe parking - / StronglY Agree

Structure of High Street properties
Str.@ | Agr eel sùrdglYagrce

Why: .................
Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

/ StronglY Agree

gtrønB|@/StronglYAgree

Light pollution
Why: .........
Local facility 

"ccess

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

sqpn g|y*Ð¡segrGc/-P¡sag$e e I Agr ee I Slttg¡gle{Cfise
whv:
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.

strensWß4ree/=B$satffe I Agr ee I stnernebr'cAgt{ge'

Comments and more exam es?

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

housing development close to the village.

sfteñ@ree/ Ag re e/ st#út€$F"-Agrê e

Comments and examples?



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

$@lAsreel ürendpAeree
Comments and location examples?

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

/ Strongly Agree
Further exam les ease?

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 ro location

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

Thank you for your kind support

Please deliver this survey before 18th 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

Nam

postc

i,ffi"ËE cç:,4c¿Yffi:L

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

Comments

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would i negatively on:

Safe parking -
whv
Structure of High Street properties

Di rong

Strongly Disagre Strongly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ ngly Agree

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre Stro Agree

(.C 11

ly Agree FJ'Ùt(K,

wnv, lÍ€HvY â*Þ,u Luii:i:t-¿w:
Noise pollutio¡ -¡ñi -- /fi7- 44,#uQ
Air pollution

t-l

Light pollution Strongly Disagre e/ Strongly Agree

Why:.....
Local facility access

Why:.........

Strongly ee/ Strongly Agree

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/

Comments and more exam les?

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/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examples?

t -'\/ÒT 
y'{|ct7 /&t;v/f,."r-¡ ' ,

Disagre

o

st ly Agree

d.v¿c ,

,.J'



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree rongly Agree
Comments and location exam les?

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 exam les 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 ....N:P.í-...r.'.L{{í.c .Ly......A,.,,.h.,6.v.(,.....Le"ÌrY..Cdf"---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.

l-0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ent area?

Thank you for your kind support

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

tv//-( ( 1 {-4//¿)\/'
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Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Name

Post

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

\ô 'rl
t/t

.l\E-lt a c] í Lut.e* J

2. lncreased traffic th
Pedestrian safety -

Why:.........
Safe parking -

rough the village and side roads would impact negatively on:
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ otr""/@Þ

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/
Why:.........
Structure of High Street properties

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre
Why: .................

Noise pollution
Why: .................
Air pollution

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

Light pollution
whv:
,Lócal facility access

- Why: .,.....

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

-'.'j, 
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/
Comments and more exam les?

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/
Comments and examples?

y Agree

Strongly Agree

ngly Agree

Strongly Agree

rongl



6. Flood risk would be increased by more housing due to overloading drainage systems, changing

field surfaces and water flow
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

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/ Ag

Further exam les 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..

g. W¡th 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 location.

10. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding

the Church Lane deve ment area?

Thank you for your kind support.

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

rongly



PLÉa'ÔZ' cÞr--¡¡=l 
_f -i-rt l3 Rs

Responses to SDKC Local Plan proposed Development of Church Lane.

Nam

Postco

Twô lT;¿^-i -r( CnL
V¿ ãV..,} 3

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side d impact negatively on:

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Strongly Agree

Why:...
Safe pa

Why:...
Strong Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

...wh.ç,n... .pJ.f..*L..1h:Ç 9c-hc,oJ {â vñ6te â! P u'o"lc>i <4a "

Structure of High Street properties

rking -

....'.'.P'?"o(h*r-g

Strongly Disagree/

whv:.Lmnr- r.çå.....Yrr.p.*r=.l.d ....Ì?.*e....c+r::.t .?*s-....
Agreelstrongly Agree

.fe.e ii:t¡¿n-l-r-¿J YY 
oyw

Agree/ Strongly Agree

A1reel Strongly Agree

Agreel Strongly Agree

ì-r'ee ¡*lO¿-¿leJ

1'w-¡=cel
Noise pollution StronglY. Disa

w n v : ... ... 1L. Þ.h... . i. â.. ....V. Ë"*â r.cÅ=+n¿k eJ., ... ...

Air pollution

Light pollution
whv:

Strongly Disa

Strongly Disagre

Local facility access

why: ..11.e1. ...).i.keÅ=g.
Any further impact exãm

;;;;;;;;i;;;;
...h'=-.... t .r.r:.p.alÇlk
ples?

"{ oit^ereeì'l ngreel strongly Agree.ñ'.pç .çx. r=^*, L "yfliï#,ï.r,)

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 activ¡ties, shop users.
Strongly Di Disagree/ Agreel 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 villqge.----=.- '
(strongly Disagrey'/ Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

Comments and examples? \-----------l

2
2'7

I 1".. PO, <L.rtm, i-Jurltt. =d^or=l +



åôo
6. Flood risk would be increased by more
field surfaces and water flow.

sing due to overloading drainage systems, changing h6:t >e:

Strongly
l-,"9 e-r e L-'<-+-, I

Comments and location exam les?
Agree/ Strongly Agree ùa.oi¿eel

f'1.--. e-

er\ lõ
(:

7' Accessibility to local services would be negatively impacted by increasing the village population

ê

Disagre

-t-

significantly e.g. schools, doctors, hos

Further exam es lease?

ol.l

rongly Disagre Disagree/ Agreel Strongly Agree

8. Given the undulating rural landscape of the village, any
the higher valgy slopes and be built on periryeter fields be
centre. ,!3"-t î'rì Pvl-vrc-rt=.l e '

c o m m e n t s .1..h.ç.... ni.L.c.. .. 1..=.. . I r¡w. .. cr,.rt r¿ #-H ..;

an, tY va-fh<-a fl-*-, *o.-/

t-,1-zve-a-Ag za r-,ot
new housing development should avoid cTrwl
low the skyline, and not off the village o¿\oi*9<r

,.!*?gf*.ì..t1 Fa-o a-r^-u lc''t-r-'qa--l st^)-;
I'-''r^-*^.- þ øt''=rflf åSk

l¡e-¡r.q bL.u 1l- O-'-\
'Yi ild€ -"- ,-PV-te"v

F,a-=ì-t '-^ c-l=¿-¿'<- t-5

9. W¡th 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 ro location

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane develo ment area?

Ai ?Fe,¿t <z,,fL-
your kind

íF too h"..-_s ¿9 WÕe-+/.e
Thank you for suPPort' f-t='c eiLbz ëe T},e <_

Please deliver this survey before 18th April to: "t-'oJ* l'n-.. rc7à
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

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

Comments:

2. lncreased traffic through the village and side roads would imp act

Safe parkine - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

w h v : ... ... . h-çßqùY.. ... .t-l n n..ò...sh{Ê-.. .f ñS.Brrrq,

f\P.rL

Structure of High Street properties
Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Agre

w h y : ...Ç'$¡.*ei.).ç.
Noise pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

w h y : ... ... .1).p.ß :Ç..Çnß..Ç,. ..i\oß.9. ..tXç. t. i.r .ç'. ... ... ..

Air pollution Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

Pedestrian safety - Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

w rr v :\. 5h) l. - N...hrfr .. .p. . f, .. .]ÎßÈrffi . c/... ..ç. y.RR. 
. . 3ç.

aollution StronglY Disagree/

-r-cf.SLç...fi *nsg..;t..b.,Tk¿Lir:tq.....HçÈù.
Disagree/
ì-tç.t\1

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/

exa m p I e s ? JKXSf, tÇ... Cç. x.ÇS'.gÎi .ç..h1. ... ... .

les?

Light
whv:
Local facility access

Why:.........
Any further impact

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

Comments and more exam

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ Ag

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?

EsrrRf \ê:<rì Rêr\ Vt Li,-RÇ Ë-

Cos+cie€-Gl

I \

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

rongly

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

\\ov/ (
c

Strongly Agre

Ë.xRn -S.lRNrH Òtrr { rurÀâË

o{

(*q ßeç,or-r L-A!\€-) Þ\LRç)çù1



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

Strongly Disagree/ Disagree/ ngly 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/
Further exam les lease?

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.
ðo""",r.-S.ff*r.A.k\...Nç1ß e*. ; .T\.4..h\..f.ç [*\Nh"e..s.S çr(]ìß n TRxîf,, c-

\\és,S s.o\\s:s r-_ Fln\ t\,eH SSe<.f
9. With your personal knowledge of the village, please advise ,r ofãny 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¡^Rtevn r r¡.sÀ SR N\t rnxl - Genz ¡ h.r d

L0. Your views are valuable. ls there anything else you would like to comment further on regarding
the Church Lane devel ment area? We- Sì s\'f

Thank you for your kind support.

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