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THORPE ST ANDREW TOWN COUNCIL

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE
Monday 9th August 2021, 7:30pm
Roxley Hall, Yarmouth Road, NR7 0QF

AGENDA

04.08.21

To all members of the Planning and Environment Committee
You are hereby summoned to attend the Planning & Environment Committee meeting of Thorpe St Andrew Town Council
to be held at Roxley Hall on 9th August 2021 at 7.30pm for the purpose of transacting the following business:

Attendance and Apologies for Absence
Declarations of Interest in Iltems on the Agenda

O hWN =

Planning Applications:

To Confirm the Minutes of the Meeting held on 12" July 2021
Planning items Raised by Residents — please email comments by noon on Monday 9" August 2021

20211182 213 Yarmouth Road (West Farm) Erection of 8 dwellings following demolition of existing
dwellings & associated buildings (JF)
20211301 Brook Road, Installation of 1 no 22.5m monopole, 1 no equipment
Broadland Business Park cabinet, 1 no. meter cabinet, proposed overhead cable
gantry mounted on support poles and associated ancillary
development within a 1.8m chain link compound (.JF)
20211168 Land adjacent Tawny Lodge, Variation of condition 2 to allow for an amended
Pound Lane design of planning permission 20190016 - Demolition of
Existing Dwellings and Erection of Care Village (all Use
Class C2), Comprising of a 80-bed Care Hoine, 19 Assisted
Living Bungalows, Associated QOutbuildings and 1 New
Vehicular Access (JF)

20211224 21 Booty Road Single storey rear extension and front porch extension and
roof conversion (SS)

20211215 12 South Hill Road Part retention of a garden room/shed (FB)

20211282 11 Hillcrest Road Erection of replacement conservatory to rear (PB)

20211313 93 Charles Avenue Car Port (FB)

BA/2021/0255/FUL 39 Thorpe Hall Close

BA/2021/0267/FUL Broadland Paddlesports, Girlings Lane
BA/2021/0287/[TCAA  River Lodge, 14 Thorpe Hall Close
BA/2021/0276/CUPA Thorpe Glass, 34A Yarmouth Road
BA/2021/0275/COND Heron Lodge, 18 Bungalow Lane

of permission B/2014/0114/COND

Churchyard Close Consultation

O e~

Enforcement Notices (Confidential Matters)

Future Agenda ltems (not for discussion)

Thomas Foreman, Clerk to the Council

Retrospective change of use from dwelling to 9
bedroom HMO

Retention of Replacement Boatshed

G1: Conifers — remove

Conversion of office to 6 residential units

Allow residential occupation removal of condition 2

Notification of Greater Norwich Local Plan Submission - correspondence
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and the National Model Design Code



THORPE ST ANDREW TOWN COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE VIRTUAL PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
COMMITTEE MEETING
HELD ON 12" JULY 2021

PRESENT: Mr J Fisher Mr P Berry
Mr F Bowe Mrs J Fisher
Mr S Snelling
Mr T Garner

1. Election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman
Mr J Fisher was elected Chairman of the Committee
Mr F Bowe was elected Vice-Chairman of the Committee

2. In Attendance: Dr T Foreman (Town Clerk) and 4 members of the public

Apologies for Absence: None
3. Declarations of Interest: None

4. Minutes of meeting held on 14" June 2021
The minutes of the meeting held on 14" June 2021 were signed and approved as a true
record.

5. Planning Items Raised by Residents-
None

6. Planning Applications
20210929 27 South Hill Close First floor extension (SS)

No Objection
20210934 29 Charles Avenue Rear flat roof extension & loft conversion (SS)
No Objection

20210945 42 Beechwood Drive Single storey flat roofed extension to back elevation
replacing conservatory. Extension to garage. (SS)

No Objection

20210897 78 Yarmouth Road Convert the existing dwelling into 2 no. Individual
residential apartments with conversion of existing space at ground floor level
to offer a separate secure home office facility. (SS)

No Objection

20210844 24 Chapel Lane Single storey rear extension (JF)

No Objection

20210992 4 Beechwood Drive First floor rear extension (SS)



The Town Council wish to raise objections to the proposals due to the impact on the
streetscene. The houses in this location are known for the large sloping roof on the front and
rear, both of which are visible on this house due to its location. Therefore, we feel it would be
out of keeping with the streetscene.

20211127 11 Laurel Road Single storey extension, roof conversion with
dormer window (PB)
No objections

20211006 151 Yarmouth Road Change of use of annexe to a self contained unit (JF)

No objections

20210993 248 Plumstead Road East Proposed ground floor side extension & first floor
rear extension (FB)

The Town Council wish to raise an objection to the proposed plans. The design of the
extension is not in keeping with the local area and the creation of an off set roof to the side,
with a flat roof to the front combined with the existing shape of the roof will impact negatively
on the streetscene.

20211028 11 Fiennes Road Proposed single-storey front extension to existing
dwelling (FB)
No objections

20211044 96 Vane Close Single storey rear extension (FB)
No objections

20211209 1a Ring Road Removal of porch. Single storey front and rear extension and
erection of garage (PB)

No Objection
7 Enforcement Notices (Confidential Matters)
Noted

Information Only

Confidential- Enforcement Notices
Noted

Meeting closed at 20.55hrs

Signed: ...

Dated: ...,



Thorpe St Andrew Town Council
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THORPE 5T ANDREW TOWN COUNCIL

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT : 9™ AUGUST 2021
CHURCHYARD CLOSE CONSULTATION RESULTS

Agenda Item: 6

Introduction

The Town Council launched its public consultation on the Churchyard Close project in mid-June 2021,
with the first responses being received on 14t June. The consultation closed on 26t July 2021. The
Town Council newsletter featured the consultation, and Town Council noticeboards contained
posters. Specific posters were also placed on the entrances to the Hillside allotments and a new
noticeboard was installed at the top of the allotment which provided details of the consultation. The
consultation was featured on the website and widely shared on social media. Three people contacted
the Council requesting a paper version of the consultation. One of them responded and their
response was input manually into the SurveyMonkey site. The Town Clerk met with allotment holders
and also residents neighbouring the site.

Overview of the Project

1. Project Background

The proposed site is located at the Northern, top section of the Hillside allotments, sharing its
boundaries with Elizabeth Avenue to the North and Hilly Plantation to the East. Access would be from
the Elizabeth Avenue pedestrian gate. The Hillside allotments would not be publicly accessible.
Archaeological digs conducted in 1951-53 and again in 1999 concluded that the site dates to the late
Saxon period. A church and burial ground occupied the North East corner of the site as it is now.
Records date a church being present from 1050 — 1555 when it was then demolished. Between the
17th — 19th century the site was known as the ‘Old Thorpe Churchyard'. There is some question as to
the name of the former church, with some maps naming the area as the former site of St Catherine’s
and later evidence supporting that the site was the former church of St Andrews.

The area was cultivated as allotment plots until human remains were uncovered during the
archaeological digs in the 1950’s. A subsequent dig undertaken in 1999 was to define the extent of
the remains of the church and associated burial ground. The council decided to establish the area as
a ‘nature reserve’ in 1996 with management proposals sought from the Norwich Fringe Project in
1997 and a further management rationale report conducted in 1999.

In 2011 the area had clearance works and establishment of an orchard of historic Norfolk varieties of
apples in partnership with Broadland District Council's "Putting the Bee back in Broadland" community
wildlife scheme. A tree in this Jubilee Orchard was planted by the Philippine Ambassador His
Excellency Enrique Manalo as well as Chioe Smith MP, Town Mayor Clir J Ward and Deputy Clir |
Mackie. The site is currently home to an estimated 18 beehives and is generally used as a vehicle
turning circle and car park for allotment garden tenants.

2. Project Scope
With an appreciation of its flora and fauna, the proposal for the site is to make the space open for quiet
public recreational and educational use.

Areas of heavily overgrown wooded copse will require thinning to promote understory flora and
fauna.

The existing ‘pond’ needs to be remodelled to establish a stable marine habitat.

Further establishment of wildflower/grass meadows.

Creation of an alternative vehicle turning area with disabled car parking space.

Establishment of a ‘nature’ area boundary with the installation of vehicular restriction
gates/pedestrian access points etc.



3. Deliverables
There is a need for quiet secure places that not only permit wildlife to flourish but give spaces for
reflection.
This project will provide:
Manageable wild habitat
Additional secure ‘open space’
Partnership with educational agencies (schools and SEND units})

4. Affected Parties
To mitigate the loss of vehicular turning facilities for allotment tenants, it is proposed to convert part of
a vacant garden plot to a hard-standing turning area.

5. Implementation Plan

The area will be zoned to permit priority improvement works.

a. Establish boundaries and newly established vehicle turning area and install boundary fences/gates.
b. Thin existing ‘orchard’ boundary line to promote light.

c. Crown thin large Oak North of the ‘orchard’ to promote light.

d. Thin existing wooded copse areas.

e. Establish new wildflower meadow/grassland areas.

Plans can be found above or on our website: https://www.thorpestandrew-
te.gov.uk/2021/06/16/hillside-allotment-nature-reserve-consultation/

Results
In total, 215 responses were received through the consultation form.

A total of 106 respondents approve of the current proposals, with 90 disapproving of the current
proposals. Nineteen respondents neither approved nor disapproved of the project.

Of the 90 responses disapproving of the proposals, 59 respondents stated they would not support the
proposals if changes were made to address the factors they disliked.

Of the 203 total responses received to question four, 137 (67.49%) individuals reported they would
support the proposals if changes were made to address the issues they disliked.

Of the 215 total responses, 51 responses came from allotment holders at Hillside; there are 119
tenants at Hillside Allotments which gives a 42.86% response rate. Of the 51 allotment holders, 46
respondents disapprove of the proposals, with 3 neither approving nor disapproving of the proposals
and 2 approving of the plans. Of the 51 aliotment holders who responded to the survey, 22 would
support the proposals if changes were made, whereas 26 would not support the proposals, even if
changes were made to address the issues they disliked. Three skipped this question.

There were wide ranging views of what people liked about the proposals. These can be broadly
summarised as follows:

Improved Biodiversity/helping nature

Encouragement of wildlife

Increased/Greater access to the historic site

An improvement to facilities/make the most of available green space
Re-establishing the pond

Introduction of the wildflower meadow

Twenty-six respondents liked ‘nothing’ about the proposals. Eight skipped this question.



There were wide ranging views on what people disliked about the proposals. These can be broadly
summarised as follows:

Impact on neighbouring properties/historic area

Allotment security and anti-social behaviour/drug use

Access, Car parking (both on and off-site), and loss of turning circle

Impact on wildlife/natureftrees

Project cost

That the plans do not re-establish a footpath between Elizabeth Avenue and Hillside Avenue

Fifty-one respondents stated there was ‘nothing’ they disliked about the proposals. Eleven skipped
this question.

Although this overview of responses is provided, reading through the survey responses (Appendix A)
will add further detail and background to the views. It will also provide an indication of strength of
feeling for those who either approve or disapprove of the proposal. Letters sent by residents who
have not completed the online form are contained within Appendix B.

Conclusion

Committee members will draw conclusions from the responses to the consultation, as well as the
information sent through by parties during the consultation period.

There are a number of potential cutcomes from the consultation, primarily these are:

1. The Committee can commend the plan as designed with no changes to Town Council. If this
decision is taken, formal plans of the area will be drawn up, along with a cost estimate, risk
assessment and equality impact assessment.

2. The Committee can commend the plan to Town Council, with changes which reflect
comments in the public consultation. If this decision is taken, formal plans of the area
reflecting the proposed changes will be drawn up, along with a cost estimate, risk assessment
and equality impact assessment.

3. The Committee can discontinue the project. If this decision is taken, the project will not
proceed to Town Council.

Legal Implications

All decisions and actions taken by or on behalf of Thorpe St Andrew Town Council must (1) be
within the local powers of the Authority; (2) comply with any procedural requirement imposed by
law; (3) be within the powers of the body or person exercising powers on behalf of the Authority; (4)
be undertaken in accordance with the Authority procedural rules inc. Standing Orders and Financial
Regulations; (5) be fully and properly informed; (6) be properly motivated; (7) be taken with regard to
the fiduciary duty of the Authority to its residents; and (8) be reasonable and proper.

Financial Implications
There are potential financial implications arising from this report.



Churchyard Close - Open Spaces Project Consultation

) Thorpe St Andrew Town Council are
delighted to introduce an artists impression
of proposed pians for greater access to the
open space at the top of Hillside Allottments.
The scheme is called Churchyard Close -
Open Spaces Project, and builds on a 1999
proposal for the site.

Plan not to scale

The proposal includes retaining all the
important features that currently exist such
as the managed beehives and orchard but
it intends to re-establish a revamped pond
area as well as the planting of a new
. wildflower meadow. With the creation of
e a new public open space, it is hoped that
@ i many more residents can enjoy this space
? . and the wonderful vista across the town.
xastn‘ng Bee In this consultation we are asking that any
Hives interested party takes the opportunity to tell
us their views. We especially wish to hear
i | from allotment users, the general public,
e T T e e L L L Lt Ltk and residents who live nearby, in order to be
Retain the existing foutpath for safe access able to deliver the most appropriate space
o that can offer the best option for the many.
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Hillside Allotments Nature Reserve

Q1 What is your opinion of the current proposals?

Answered: 215  Skipped: 0

Approve _
Netthe:
ApDTOVE NOL.

Disapprove

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%  70% 80%  90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Approve 49.30% 106
Neither approve nor disapprove 8.84% 19
Disappr&e o 41.86% S0
TOTAL 215

1736
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Hiliside Aliotments Nature Reserve

Q2 What do you like about the proposals?

Answered: 207  Skipped: 8

RESPONSES

More access to an under used site and improved facilities for more residents to access this
unlque view over the nver valley General lmprovement of the area

Focussing on our netural en\nronment

Na
Access for school groups

Greater access for the wider community; use of this curently underused space to promote
well- bemg of resrdents easﬂy accessrble educatlonal resource for Iocal schools

Nothlng

| support anytl*lng tha1 increases the green space in our area. lt is also good seeltis oetng
opened up to the community

The proposails outlined would not, in my opinion, improve the nature reserve that is there
now. it would disturb the existing wildlife that exists.

That we could have a publicly accessible nature reserve

increasing access to valuable open space and protecting green spaces for future
generations

Al: of it

the area would beneﬂt from appropnate tree thlnning
Encouragement of w:ldllfe

Nothing

Enviro friendly and helps nature

it will impact allotment uses greatly and cause access issues. The demand will increase for
allotments so taking one away doesn't seem logical. Thorpe has a well known drug problem
and th|s Wlll glve another place for users to congregate ina sheltered area. No thank youI

I llke the plan to have a wild flower meadow and clear some of the shrubbery away & t:leanlr
restore the pond which will give new life to some of the flora and fauna. | support the site
being used for supervised educational purposes. This is a positive aspect of this project by
warking in partnership with local educational providers. | recognise the importance of
provrdmg qmet areas for reflectlon in the commumty

Proper management of the area. Excellent proposal
Educational aspect

| like the idea of providing a better environment for wildlife, atthough | think there is possibly
a swtable habltat there already

Be great addmon to Tnorpe St Andrew
To keep as a nature reserve
| agree it stays as a nature reserve but only with the current access.

This revamped area will provide a peaceful have to enjoy wiidlife and views over the Yare
valley that cannot be seen elsewhere in Thorpe St Andrew

That it sto.ys as a nature reserve, but only wrth current acCess arrangements and not
general access as proposed

Maklng the soace a peaceful beauuful place However allotments wrll need parklng

lmproved bIOOllVEE'SIty is great Changes to the pond are wtal the domestlc pond Ilner

2/36
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Hillside Allotments Nature Reserve

surrently in place isnt suitable and the area is overgrown
Partnership with schools

1 dont think it should stay wild up there, Current parks need improvement before this being
ouilt

Yes

It sounds iike a grea: idea and a much needed place for people to relax and enjoy wildlife
and a haven for the wiidlife to.

Ar open nature area fcr local residents to visit

47

49
50

51
52

55
36
57
58

Just a nice open space to re!ax

Protectlon of wildlife
Make it a natural area
Supports local wildlife. Good for children.

Oppcrtunmr for wr!dllfe *o fkounsh

Looks excellent
Nothing
Keep areas naturaj where possible or snhance to achieve this

Green space

A pu’ 3llc space *p acprec ate nat ure

Great to tum it mte semethmg mare usable fcr ‘he communl‘y and to increase blodwersrty
Baing hale to Enicy nature

lrcreased space for re‘lectrm & ﬂnchragement of bicdwersny

Bees *hey are a vauapie wrldllfe assel ard ! that locatlcn help do a wonderfu: job in our
gardens in Thorpe.

Promctes Thorpe if we have nice piaces iike this. Do not fike idea of cutting cown orchard.
Can these trees be moved? 1 wouid take them if that was the case.

Promotior of biodiversity
wiould encourage nature to get establishec

| like the fact that the site will be accessible to all residents of Thorpe st Andrew to use as a
quite space to sit and reflect. This is a very important heritage site that should be open te
all especially for all school age groups to visit the site leam about the history. It will be gooc
to establish a green space to encourage the bees and the wild flower meadow is such an
important factor to encourage butterflies. It will be good to remadel the existing pond to
establish a good marine habitat.

Management plan for future

Existing Bee Hives - Bees are so valuable for ali flora and foma, net just for allotments but
also potentially for every garden, open spaces and allotments in Thoroe St Andrew. Bees
can travel many miles in a day doing their excelient work. Our counciliors should be
appiauded for thelr previous forward thinking bee hive initiative in the middie of a largely
resrdenual area and .ong may it ccntnue

Sounds great for nature ancl would lock gocd

Opponunlty for wrldhfe to thrlve and belng able 'o ws;t

More areas of open space to enjoy in the Scuth part of the pansh

Everythlng

Nothmg

a} Access through partnership with school/SEND crganisations {(and perhaps others such as
history groups, wildlife groups, senior citizens groups). b) Further esteblishment of
wildflower meadow, although not in the spot proposed. 1 would suggest developing this on

3/36



59
60

61

62
63
54
65

65
67
é8
69

7¢
7l
72

73

74
75

70
77
78

79
80
81
82
a3
84
85
86
87

88

Hillside Allotments Nature Reserve

the open space to the West, since it has in common with the main burial site that it should

not be trampled on

nothing

The general concept is much to be admired and has gocd reasoning by providing the wider
public to have access to this highly treasured nature reserve and place of histerical local

interest.

A gulet place for reflection sounds wonderful for organised controlled access. Not for a
public open space as the few will spoil it for the many as seen on river green, St Georges
Park (on laundry lane) and Fitzmaurice park (pound fane). Out of site out of mind causes
issues which you would only know if you try and regulary use these existing Public open
spaces. There are sufficient public spaces that aiready need to be improved/invested in.

nothing
Planting of wildfiower meadow

Do not like the proposals

i irke that the area is bemg recognrsed | like thai there is proposad wori to improve the
existing reserve which has long been neglected to promote further more species of witdlife,

flora and fauna, including the pond area.
nothing. complete waste of money

Nil

Good intentions but effects not thought through.

can only see negatives form how proposal has been presented at this stage plus lack of
proper consultation and planning process including this survey - as an allotment tenant, tax
paying resident and voting member of the Thorpe st Andrew community | am very

disappointad with the process date
Nouthing

Should be kept as is

I like that there will be more space for wildlife with the creation of the wildflower area and
revamping the pond area. | like that the area will be more accessible to people living in the
Iocat area and can be usecl by Iocal schools and other groups

The thlnnlng of the wooded copse. the pond work berng done and access for schools from

Hiliside Road

wiid flowers and more defined access.

Nothing It is a perfectly natural site now and has an abundance of wiidlife within it any

alterations wiit have a detrimantal effect

Excellent!

Not much, the allotments ceuld be extended to better wilise ard manage the area.

The idea that such an area shculd e properly managed. The plan is otherwise ill-thought

out and has a number of obvious flaws.

Nothing - it should stay as |t's now a.s a “natural green area” at Thorpe St. Andrew.

| fike the idea a.nd I understand the concept and rationale

Preserving and attracting nature, nice walkway to enjoy.

Allow public to access the area

Like the fact it'll be a wildlife area
Re-establrshmg pond

ere the 1dea of creatlng a quret nat e soaoe.

Nothing

The fact that they will increase the natural habitat available to wildlife and improving the

environment for the community.

4736



Hillside Allotments Nature Reserve

89 important step in improving area for wildilife and perscnal welibeing

90 As long as axperts are consuited before any charges are made and their advice and
racommendations arz followed then it sounds /ike it would be sympathetically and
sensitively done.

91 The idea of improving open spaces is commendable, but at what cost and are there not
other areas close by which are already used and could be improved ie wooded area at the
recreatlon ground

g2 - :f |t was managed correctly |t would seem self‘sh 'fo not allow *espons;ble peopie to en]oy
this unique area

23 | like the idea of a nature area that can be accessed to more people and work to the area at
the top of ﬂ*e allotments to improve it

o - -.—I’;I;)'Eﬁing e sy

95 it wall make avery pleasant c"large from erectng housu'g

95 Nothlng a tot;J ﬁraste of fesSouUIces espec;al!y in tﬁe current COVID pandemlc

g7 it seems a good idea

%8 * The focus an healthy ecological development

&g AII of it soundé amazing

110G it wil! be good for the environment

101 Preserving nistory and wild life with consideration giver 1o peopie’s naeds.

102 Bees

103 It would be a lovely place to visit/walk to and very interesting historically to be able to
access it.

104 Nothing

10e Everything

10€ Increased access o this area

107 Encourage wildife and leaming about wildlife - yes. But this is already an established

wildlife area and | don't think many people will actually use it. Surely tetter to invest in
creating NEW wildiif2 areas or areas that need it e.g. the path extending from Thorpe
Marshes up to Bungalow Lane which is impassable 6 months of the year. | am sure there
arz lots of other aress which weuld encourage NEW wildiife and leaming as opvosed to this

parttcular cne.

108 | respect the counciis ambitions to have more open spaces for the peoole of Thorpe St
Andrew but in this instance, | think the negatives outweigh the positives.

109 More space for nature and a lovely reserve to visit

110 More natural areas open to the public

111 We need more green wildlife areas in our housmg estate

112 Good for nature and a nice area o vist

113 Preservation of a historic site bringing educational opportunities for local children

1i4 Access neaded. We iots the footpath access decades ago.

115 Access for all

118 ’\lature and the environment before proflﬂ

117 It would'gweﬁa;n-enjoyable arl;a h S

118 All of it

119 Dedicated space for the purpose and objectives; increases access to a ‘secret’ pubiic
beauty spot

120 Further space for beth wildlife and our use

5/36
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Hillside Allotments Nature Reserve

anything that gives protection for wild things and peace for people
Investment on alictment area

We need more areas like this, great for environmental and mental health
E\}.éryth'ing R e I
increasing areas for wildlife and opportunities for people to appreciate it.
Green spaces for wildlife to flourish

More green space for the public the better

Great to have wildiife areas but it's already a wildife area and instead resources should go
into improving/creating other wildlife haditats around TSA.

Helps use the space ace hetter whiist supporting & green agenda

Nothing. Bad idea. Wili lead to increaseo vandalism and burgiary

Preservation of history, encouraging wildlife
Making it accessible to the public
Beneficial for wildlife & flora. Currently the site is empty and unsightly. A nature reseive
would be a lovely place to visit with my young son (we live on Hillside Ave).

New nature area

A great place for children to learn about wildlife

Always support anything which helps the environment

supervised educational visits

Making it & hetier place for people to come and relax

Improving and opening up a beautiful part of the area. | would like to know if those who do
not have plots can access the area - it seems not possible unless you have a key - [ may
be missing something - | assume the idea is to open it up to any TSA resident?

More access o green spaces is always good

| like the ideas, and think it would he goed for the areg, but can the Council maintain the site
in good continuous conditicn. They don't seem to have money to maintain the trees at this
time???

Nathing.
Public access to an area to 'appreciate’ nature

The idea in principal is a good idea. However, | am concemed this will impact the locals and
allotment holders. 1 am concerned with the lack of parking visitors to this area will prabably
end up being the wrong sort. Those already making Sir George Morse Park littered and a
place for drug use. |1 would also suspect that the gate on the plans will not stop anyone
entering the allotments and stealing equipment and food that has been grown by the
allotment holders, which will probably spoil the allotment holders community, which | know
is essential for some allotment holders mental health.

Nothing
The idea of having quite open space far nature and be used by schools and local groups.
Nothing

It's good for wildlife and biodiversity and makes a better space for people to see nature and
reflect.

Every thing

Would be lovely to have a quiet place to go
Everything apart from the entrance

MNothing

Nothing, where will everyone be parking

6/36
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Hillside Allotments Nature Reserve

The Town Council will thin out some of the overgrown areas and clear the pond that is full of
rubbish. Though consider that the Council should have been properly maintaining this
special area of historical and environmental interest all along

Improving the area for wildlife

Bringing back a gquiet space immersed in nature

They are sympathetic to the needs of the local co.mmunity

Not a lot.

._ncourages more green soace access and protecnon of hlstory
...N&;“;g SO A

A range of biodiversity

Supervised visit to area by local schools. From an educational standpoint this | certainly
agree with.

Educational use although this would have to be supervised. Involvement with Hillside
primary

MNothing

More encouragement of wildlife,

Wildflower meadow

The idea of a trangui! conservation site

Only its good for the wildiife and the beehives should stay

revamping of pond to add to bicdiversity

Focusmg on the exlstlng area ls posnwe as |t isin need of attentlon

Are you expectmg pecple to walk to the nice open space and get lnvolved w:th nature‘? As
parking on Elizabeth Avenue is bad at the best of times And nearly all grass verges are
mud due to school traffic So if you go ahead with this in light of the possible stopping of
cars parking on grass verges | believe you have a problem

Nothing

Focus on improving ecology

The idea that schools can visit the site

Spending time to clear the undergrowth and openlng those areas overgrown at this time
,Nla e e )

Nice land but that's it.

The fact that areas of greenspace are being coensidered in Thorpe St Andrew.

Nothing

The intent to create better wild life and floral habitats which could be done without any
inconvenience to allotment holders.

More of the site allowed for meadows without traffic to allow for school children to access
and enjoy the area

Schools and SEND visiting no problem

All round improvements

Good

Beehlves for Bees thch help allotments (However there are no beehwes there)

i llke the 'dea of wﬂd flowers I also Ilke the |dea of tldytng the pond area and trees
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80 { like the fact the area is not being built upon and made into houses, the idea tc keep it
natural and open is great. The idea to utilise the space and aftract local people is
honourable , a peaceful natural open space to enjoy is fantastic and much needed for
people’s well being to be able to enjoy and it good , but could be much detter

191 Reestablishing the pond area and tree thinning to enable area to thrive

192 | don't like the proposal

193 rothing

194 A nice quite area

195 The pond

196 Looks good

197 Nothing really, keep existing use.

198 Great idea, we need to make the most of available space to help the environment out
especially as so much new house huilding in Norwich

199 Nothing. Not appropriate as public can already visit site if they contact the council

200 The proposal is twenty years out of date for the requirements of today's educational needs.

If this was essential for the school children the school close by has plenty of space in its
own grounds to supply a secure wild life area.

201 i like that the hives and orcharc are being retained, the introducticn of a gond area and wild
flower meadow,

202 Never knew this space existed but will definitely visit and it is great that such an
environmentally {riendly area is there

203 1 like the fact that this will benefit nature whilst also providing somewhete quiet and relaxing
for people

204 Repurposing of an underused area for greater use by public/community groups and schools.

Creation of an area that will encourage public to connect with nature, to appreciate local
history and interest and to enjoy the views and hopefully an opportunity to spend quiet time
alone or meeting in groups to care for the plants/trees and deepen our sense of community
and pride in the area.

205 New open space for everyone to explore

206 The pedestrian access which links walking to Thorpe parks via the footbridge ( if 've read
plans right )

207 Good idea to build on and improve the existing nafure reserve and to increase public access

to the area for quiet and educational use. Any plans to increase public awareness of nature
and the need to improve biodiversity is to be welcomed.
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Q3 What do you dislike about the proposals?

Answered: 204  Skipped: 11

RESPONSES

Nothing | can see te be disliked at the moment
Nothing

Stop wasting money

Please see documentation submitted by the ailotment association. | agree with all points
raisad. | am concerned that there are no risk assessments in place, it has not been stated
where budget is from, nor how it would be kept going forward, security is a huge issue as is
accessibility. The public consultation } feel has also not been undertaken in an accessible
format. | do not wish to see plans go ahead as it would be detrimental to the wildlife already
there, not add to it. It seems a pointless exercise that could impact negatively on natural
habits, not enhance.

It is not clear whether the previously historic walking route from Elizabeth Avenue to Hillside
Avenue will be open to the public, which it should be. This is an important route, away from
vehicular roads, from the north of the town to the south.

FAQ: Dr Thomas Foreman Re: Hillside Allotment Nature Reserve Proposal We strongly
oppose the new planned Churchyard Close development for many reasons which | will
outline in detail. Firstly, we would like to complain about the lack of consultation. Our house
borders the proposed development and we found out about the development from a
neighbour who has just come back from holiday. In February this year | emailed the Town
Council about my concems — why weren't we contacted directly about the proposai? Yes, it
was in the newsletter — but conveniently (maybe deliberately?} our house did not receive the
newsletter. Surely every house that borders a proposed development should be notified
directly, especially after raising concerns earlier in the year. Why no public meeting? We
have thought long and hard about this proposal and the perceived benefits for the local
community. Cur own individual concems: Privacy — if this development goes ahead people
will be able to see straight into our garden which at the moment is 99% private. Will the
Town Courcil be willing to pay for a large 6ft 6" fence to protect our privacy. We have had
this costed and it will be in the region on £3000-5000. Security — only last year there was an
armed police response and chase through the proposed development area. Police chased
two armed suspects who then emerged on to Hilly Plantation. This was quite scary for local
residents. Especially our household where police accessed the street. The new propesec
gate forms a link from Elizabeth Avenue to Hillside Avenue potentially causing more
security issues. Will these gates be locked at night? What threat is there to neighbeuring
houses and people who store valuables in their allotment sheds? We have read the Town
Council Neighbourhood Plan, which is extremely thorough and weicomed. It seems this
proposal does not adhere to some of the policies, especially 1 and 4. Policy 1 — Pretecting
and Enhancing the Natural Environment Racecourse Plantation 2) Brown's Plantation 3)
Beimore Plantation 4) Thorpe Island 5) Cary's Meadow (Broads Authority Executive Area) &)
River Green (Broads Authority Executive Area) 7) Sir George Morse Park 8) Gargle Hill
Woodland 9) Fitzmaurice Park 10) Laundry Lane Tree Plantation 11) Weston Pits 12)
Townpit Plantation 13) Chapel Lane Pit/South Avenue Dell 14) Thorpe Marshes/St Andrew
Broad 15) Thorpe Ridge 16) Weston Wood This new site isn't even mentioned above?
Maybe I'm wrong? There is a lack of keys available in the Town Council Meighbourhood
Plan so it is difficult to fully assess. Why not focus on the 16 identified areas of natural
environment, some of which have been neglected in recent years. Policy 4 — Protecting
Resident Amenity When assessing the impact of the occupatien, eperation and construction
of a development on amenity, consideration will be given to:: &) Overlooking of windows of
habitable rooms and private amenity space b) Overshadowing of private amenity space c}
Loss of daylight andfor sunlight to existing windows of habitable rooms d} Overbearing
impact/visual dominance €) Light pollution f) Airborme pollutants g} Odours h) Noise pollution
and disturbance i) Vibration i) Insects and vermin and k) Provision of a satisfactory and
usable external amenity space to residential properties in keeping with the character of the
immediate surrounding area. Surely the new proposal goes against several of these i.e. both
13 and 14 Hilly Plantation have windows of hahitable rooms which will be overlooked unless
sufficient fencing Is erected to protect privacy. There is also potential for considerabla noise
pollution and disturbance for all properties bordering this land and residents of the
allotments. Although there are some benefits such as a select number of people accessing

9/36



Hiliside Allotments Nature Reserve

a new quiet space, the downsides are numerqus: Parking issues on Elizabeth Avenue and
Hillside Avenue Security issues and noise pollution issues for all houses bardering the land
as mentioned above Potential disruption of the biodiversity of the existing environmental
habitat which includes deer, squirrels, birds (inciuding a bird of prey), hedgehogs, bees,
insects etc. Please da nat think this is a knee jerk, selfish reaction We have genuinely
considered all the advantages and disadvantages for the local community. David has
experience in this area having studied Recreation and Tourism Management at University
and now teaching Development at UEA. In fact, in one of the modules ‘Development in
Practice’, this is exactly the kind of proposal students would be encouraged to critique. One
of the things we would be asking students is who are the main beneficiaries of this scheme.
What is the projected cost per beneficiary? Could the money be spent more effectively and
efficienily elsewhere? Is the development sustainable? What are the ongoing maintenance
costs? As mentioned gartier, the new website is a massive improvement, and the newsletter
is excellent (as long as it is delivered!). But there are areas where the communications of
the Council could be improved. Would the maney that is proposed to create the Hillside
Nature Reserve be better spent on continuing to improve communications? Talce for
example the Noticeboard on Thunder Lane. It is immediately located above a dog poo bin.
Who wants to stand over dog poo reading a noticeboard? There is a poster for the jumble
trail — but it doesn't even say so, just a random map. The council are on Facebook and
Twitter. What about engaging with younger audiences on Instagram or even Tik Tok? We
expect communications is just part of one persons job — and they do not have the time to
communicate to the best of their ability. Communications needs to be properly resourced!!!!
You need time resource but also an appropriate budget for photography and design. The
pandemic has created and identified new and existing problems. There are many issues
within Thorpe St Andrew where the money could also be better spent. Pathways - in some
part of the Town paths are in serious need of repair or complete refurbishment. Some paths
could even be considered dangerous, especially for wheelchair users. Grass verges - are
tardly ever maintained, often requiring people passing one another to walk in the road. This
has obviously increased massively due to the need for social distancing. With daily COVID
cases currently at 20,000+ a day and restrictions due to be lifted, elements of social
distancing will be crucial to limiting the spread and protecting our community. Outdoor
shelter - There are very few covered outdoor spaces where local residents can enjoy open
spaces during bad weather. The new café on Thorpe Park is excellent but has no protection
from rain. Could there be covered picnic spaces in other parts of the Town e.g. River Green.
Aggin, these outdoor “safe(r) spaces” are needed during a pandemic, more than ever.
Seating - There are very few benches in some parts of the Town. One bench on Thunder
Lane is once again located very close to a poo bin which was literally overflowing for 10
days only 2 weeks ago. | think your poo bin strategy needs serious consideration — |
appreciate this is Broadland Council but you should still be in communication with them.
Older generations - Thorpe St Andrew has an ageing population. What is being done about
joneliness and mental health of our elder generations? Charles Avenue have a fantastic
neighbourhcod scheme where they (ake eideily foik into town and arrange social events.
They aiso have a Facasbook Group. Could there be a communications campaign to
encourage similar groups whether on social media or via leaflets etc in other loccal
neighbourhoods. These Kinds of groups are prevalent in the Golden Triangle but | am not
aware of any others in Thorpe St Andrew. I$ there a way to encourage inter-generational
activities where children visit elderly folk. This encourages knowledge transfer between
generations. It preserves history and enables older people to learn about new technologies
and ideologies. What other facilities/activities are being considered for elderly folk with
mobility issues and other individuals with disabilities? Maintenance of existing spaces -
Bins have been mentioned several times, but itter and graffiti remain an issue. | walk our
dog most days on Thorpe Rec. It is regularly strewn with litter, so too are the roads/paths
approaching Thorpe St Andrew School. We have a hungry Labrador - they spot litter (food)
a mile off. Would the money for this proposal be better spent on a full-time grounds person
at Thorpe Rec? What ahout toilets at Thorpe Rec — my kids often have to come home
because they need the lco — maybe they would have stayed a lot longer getting valuable
exercise if there were detter access to toilets??? Encourage and subsidise open air fitness
classes such as boot camps or Tai Chi — even a Park Run? | think Thorpe Rec and the
connecting woods are stunning. In the moming, walking the dog they are pure joy and
greatly improve my own mental health. We would love to see them utilised even more.
Events — the River Green Christmas Fair is truly wonderful. So too is the Fireworks Display
and school events like the Hillside School Fete. Most people have suffered with several
lockdowns, severely affecting physical and mental health. PLEASE arrange more of these
avents which not only bring our community together, but also support local businesses who
have pitches/stalls at these events. These are just a few suggestions of way we think the
money could be better spent! The drawings on the consultation are poor I'm afraid. They are
not to scale and it is near impossibie to identify the true extent of the plans. We think there
are two proposed entrances — a gate on Elizabeth Avente and a gate on Hillside Avenue?
At present the gate on Hillside Avenue is locked every night providing increased security.
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Will the pate on Elizabeth Avenue also be locked? By whom? We would appreciate a more
thorough and detailed consultation. This wouid require: A new illustration of the proposal to
scale with better axplanation. At the moment there are random photographs without labels.
Where are these photographs? The current iliustration not adequate. Possible walk rounds
with someone at the council? Written communication sent via post to every household
which borders the proposed development. A physical or online consultation specifically
about this development to discuss the proposal with council members. Outlines of budget to
develop and maintain this proposal. We would vaiue the opportunity to speak with key
stakeholders of this proposal as soon as possible. We have just spoken to people on the
allotrment who have advised us they are also strongly opposed to this plan, especially the
potential fence separating the new space from the alictment. This also worries us as we
think the access via Elizabeth Avenue only increases security issues, We want to finish by
saying we think that Thorpe St Andrew is a special place to live. It is obvious that the
counci] plays a big part in it being this special. We genuinely hooe that you will take any of
the recommendations and criticisms as am attempt at constructive feedback. We have both
worked in the public sector most of our careers and know budgets are limited and need
careful management. We confess, we're trying to protect otr own land/space, but in so
doing we truly believe the money could be hetter spent on some of the activities listed
above.

Nathing

The proposals would create a haven for drug users and anti sociaé drinking as the area in
question is hidden ‘rom residents living nearby. The proposal for it to be open 24/7 the
access from Elizabeth Avenue would be idea! for drug users o come from Thorpe Rec
without prying eves. The allotments and hoiders wouid lose the security of their plois anc
sheds containing gardening toois.

Nothing
Should include access to Hillisde/Thorpe Marshes from Ring Road and Efizadeth Avenue
Nothing

1) enclosed nature of proposed open space is likely to lead to anti-social behaviour issues.
There will be no ‘natural surveillance' and refatively difficult access for local enforcement 10
easily/quickly attend. 2) unsecure boundary between public open space & allotments makes
allatment plots susceptible to thefts and vandalism. 3} For me this is the most significant
problem and a certain problem. The proposed parking/tuming arrangements are not viable.
There is not sufficient space given to allow safe vehicle movements at the top tuming point.
There is not sufficient visibility at bottom car park to see what is going up at top -i.e. what
cars are already unloading. | believe that this will lead to frequent queueing and increased
nressure on bottom car park. Also potentially dangerous vehicle movements with increased
reversing along narrow track. We already have the occasional gueue as users wait as those
loading up on way down. This is always done patiently and courteously but | worry this
might not be the case with more frequent/longer queues. Please note that it is not
uncommon to see holders using trailers. Will increased risk of thefi/vandalism lead to users
not leaving tools/mowers/strimmers in sheds which will mean that these will need to be
brought to site each time, resulting in increased vehicle usefpressure? What about people
with restricted mobility?, not on'y blue badge holders but also a high proportion of eldery
users. Personally, i am registered disabled (use of one arm only). My mobility is fine but §
can only carry a limited amount. My piot is based at towards the top. | typically drive and
park at the top -dropoing of equipment/manure/mulch etc on the way up, parking at the top,
then picking up squipment/roduce on the way down. With the proposed parking
amrangements | will now be making two trips up and down and 1 am sure ! will not be alone.
This will lead further pressure on vehicia movements.

Increased risk of the area being used as a place for undesirables to hang out. Bees get very
upset with pecpie being nearay their hives - so this may actually work against the bees who
nave such a mutually beneficial relationship with the gardens and allotment nearby. A pond
encourages vermin whereas an area left to nature can encourage a'l forms of nature like
badgers, foxes, etc. With Thorpe Marshes nearby surely money would be Detter spent
creating easier access to them?

Wil encourage antisocial activities.
Nothing

It will impact allotment uses greatly and cause access issues. The demand will increase for
allotments so taking one away doesn't seem logical. Thorpe has a well known drug problem
and thls will glve another place for users to congregate in a sheltered area. No thank you|

My blggest concern is around the secunty on the proposed revamped 5|te I am womed that

11/36



18
19
20

21
22

23

24

26
27
28

29

30
31

32
33
34

Loss of parksrg
Nothlng

Hiliside Allotments Nature Reserve

the area will lead to anti social behaviour including drug & sicohgi use in a very secluded
area. You only need to look at the woods at the recreation ground to see evidence of diug /
alcohol use and excess itter which is not acceptable. Allotment hoiders often invest neavily
in equipment which needs to be stored securely & often taiken home each day. Canying this
can he difficult for some and if they have travelled in a car then the walk o the car wno'l! te
much further for them. | am wortied for some of the current aliotment holders not being able
to have reasonable access to their plots as parking will be reduced at the upper end of the
allotments.

Nothing
Nothing

Not sure if it's really necessary to remove any existing trees. Also concerned about the
security of the site if space becomes open to the public

Please keep the hee hives

Loss of existing habitat and wildlife to make into wild flower/grass meadow. Crowning of
existing oak, have already lost tree from middie of allotment and nearby oak has been
butchered. New fencing will reduce hedging. Allowing access to more people will increase
security and H&S risk. Insufficient parking and loss of parking/manoeuvring space for
allotment holders. Added human intervention is likely to deter anyone keeping bees in the
area and if not the bees are likely to be disturbed by unatiended people. Pond a danger to
unattended people. The area is already a nature area with very little disturbance, why spoil
it?

Grass areas already exist in TSA. The thinning of plants/hedges/trees will remove the
existing habitat containing wildlife which thrives in the dense cover where it can hide safely
without disturbance. Since the chestnut tree was removed and the oak recently cut back
(severely) we no longer hear the owis at night and there has been a reduction in the number
of tree bats. Added human numbers will disturb nature within the resetve.The proposal will
add a security risk to neighbouring houses. It is an oasis. [eave it alone.

Nothing

That anyone can access it without being officiaily accompanied - this will encourage anti-
social behaviour to spread from existing areas ie the rec and will move it to an area which is
nct generally overiociked and could end up being even worse, Antisocial benaviour by
yournger children could aiso be an issue where parents do not cbserve the sometimes
destructive hehaviour of their childran. Pond - immediately a potential hazard. Bee hives -
wili endl up being removad when someone gets stung. Secwiity aspect for surrgunding
reiginbours, incl:ding aliotrment holders by opaning up te the public. Unfortunately the
iresponsitle henaviour of the few wilk end up creating an impessible situation and a ot of
money could be spent on creating something which will then end up being turned back to
what it was originally!

The area is already a flourishing area for nature, established naturally and does not need
messing around with. Removing areas of woodland will remove habitats for existing wildlife,
and adding more people will disrupt the stable ecosystem that is already there. Teenagers
will use this space to gather and bring litter as they do to other recreational areas of Thorpe
and disturb the animals and areas of woodland there already. | do not want to see removal
of trees at all. The upkeep is not talked about in these proposals. | don't understand why it
cannot stay as it is without the need to spend any money or disturb any of the wildlife
already there. Thorpe has enough places for people 10 go. Leave it as it is and work with
Iocal schools to let them appre(:late what happens when humans Ieave weII alone'

Destroying the wﬂdllfe up there current parks need |mprovement before even thlnklng about
putting another one in

Nothing

i am a little concemed about the crown thinnirg of some of the trees, especially the big cak.
It depends how much is taken off!

Nothml
Nothing

Nonhe
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MNothing
Nothing, just make sure it is accessible for all.
That the money could be better spent listening to residents and improving iocal play areaa

There will be more cars parked on our road and | am worried that there will be more anti
social behaviour like that on Thorpe rec, especially when it is so private there. Spend
money on things we need, not things we don't.

Too scon to say

Extent of tree pruming.

Nothing

Notﬁing

Nothing

I wonder if the allotment holders are happy about the proposal

I have seen a copy of the Hillside Allotments Assaciation report, although | am not a

member and feel it's content fuIIy supports my views as a resrdent of Thorpe St Andrew

"he |dea of cutting down hentage tress, DOSSIbiy redu :ng the beel‘ ives as thls probably

adds a benefit to the eco system. Look at ways of keeping both.
Nothing

nothmg

There mrt anyt'ung ! msllke about the proposql
Security issues

The loss of yet another allotment at a time when allotment space is at premium necesitating
the need for allotment waiting lists, a situation that will only get worse when the large
amount of permitted residential development in the locality of are actualy built! The
construction of security fence on the north side of the allotment site. Hillside allotments do
have a rodents and plenty of slugs. A new security fence will deprive foxes and hedgehogs
that already live and breed in the proposed nature reserve area from a vaiuable existing food
source. Rodent control using poisons is not the solution, wildlife suffer lethal and sub-iethal
poisoning when they feed on poisoned rodents. Research has shown that poisoned Bam
Owls either die slowly, or survive and camy a residue of poison in their bodies after feeding
on poisoned rodents. It takes 6 to 17 days for a Bam Owl to die after eating 3 mice
containing the poison Brodifacoum. The proposed new car park and tuming circle will not be
fit for purpose, neither will it be safe for users or others. | regulary use my 4 x 4 complete
with trailer to transport essential allotment needs and equipment to the top of the site. | fail
to see how a vehicle and trailer will be able to manouver to face down hill to retum to bottom
of the sita from the proposed new carpark. Status guo is the safe and sensible option for all
concerned. The location of the proposed wildflower meadow. Managed wildflower meadows
don't benefit from disturbances such as footfall or vehicle movements, the seeds wont
geminate . Successful wildflower meadows can grow to over 1m in height. Wildflower
meadow failures are caused by disturbance such as vehicle movement and footfall and the
proposed location has both, the fatter vehicle movements by parks department using the
new access gate. 1 have seen a number of Great Crested Newts in the existing neglected
pond area they are a protected species that frequent the water and surreunding overgrown
areas at cerain time of the year. My preferance is to leave them aione. The thinning of more
wooded copse areas - there has already heen te much thinning of this important wildlife
habitat fow nesting birds such as chiffchaffs nest in these area its also a safe refuge area
for wild animals. The area needs managing as a nature reserve not a public open space.
Crowning of the mature oak as described near the orchard area. | have a tree inspection
qualification, trees manage themselves well and perfectly healthy trees do not benefit mans
interference, leave it alone and all the other oaks and trees as well to manage themselves
they are doing fine. Tree management is only necessary when trees become a danger t0
others. That tree in particular {and others) are not a danger to anyone, its a petfect
specimen that should be left to grow and mature without interference from the chainsaw. Cut
the crown now and it will present problems for the future, will look mutilated and deprive
future generations of seeing a perfect mature specimen of an cak tree and allow it and the
others trees on the site to play their part in helping slow global warming. | have seen a copy
of the excelient report produced by the Hillside Allotment Asscciation and feel its content
fully represents my own and my families views on the future of the site as Thorpe S5t
Andrew residents. Keep the status guo because it is the best sclution for the site.
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Suggestion for the Next time and in future Survey Monkey guestionaires please set it so we
can save responces and not have to finish the session in one go. | wanted to change my
responce for another of your suweys but unable to get back in.

Nothing springs to mind

Access shotid be allowed to walk down the ailotments again, having the footpath from
Elizabeth Ave to Hiliside would be good te access the Marshes

Nothing

The parking suggestion is not going to work, the space talked about for the new area is not
wide enough to tum around in, plus this is not a vacant allotment, the space next door has
got a drop of 2 to 3ft so would be dangerous. Disabled allotment holders will have no where
to park, other than the Hillside entry and will not be able to walk up the hill consequently will
probably have to vacate their allotments. Residents on Elizabeth Avenue will not be happy if
the public starts parking there. Also if you start cutting back trees there, it will leave them
with a lack of privacy. The suggested pond will be dangerous to children uniess fenced in,
which will destroy the idea of a wildlife pond. As a professional gardener myself, | know that
all this work is going to cost an awful lot of money, afready there is outstanding work around
Thorpe that needs attention and is not being done due to lack of staff. | cannot see that this
warrants spending all this money when Thorpe has already got loads of green spaces. This

area is already a perfect w1|dllfe area and is workmg flne as it is.

a)ldea of removmg ANY mature trees or hedgerow, or bramble thicket - would oppose

strongly due to impact on existing nature there; | am against removing mature trees
generally - they take decades or even centuries to regrow and are invaiuable as providing
oxygen, removing carbon, and providing soil stability. | have visited this reserve with a
friend and witnessed so much nature there compared to other spaces in Thorpe St Andrew.
There are lots of mature trees at the moment. | am very worried by the "plan” that has been
published as it looks like you are thinking of clearing a lot of the mature trees and opening it
up too much. Tree loss should be minimal | believe. b) Impact on the current nature reserve
- this place seems to be a unique habitat and home to a diverse range of flora and fauna,
different to the other open spaces in Thorpe St Andrew; opening it up to public on an
unmanaged basis (if that is what is being proposed?) would be catastrophic for the wildlife.
Something very special will be lost | fear. Access should be limited to managed organised
visits, and only at certain times, not just a constant invasion by people traipsing through the
roosting, feeding and nesting areas. What about the Impact of litter, vandalism; also
presume DOGS will be PROHIBITED? if so how will that be monitored? But I'm generally
opposed to tuming a nature reserve into an open space. You can either have an amazing
nature reserve or you can have a public park. Not both. More public access = Less good for
nature, in a world where nature has got enough problems from humans. PLEASE PLEASE
PLEASE KEEP THIS ONE SPACE SPECIAL! c) the idea of a revamped pond. Sounds nice
on paper but there would be nothing "natural” about a pond in this area - and it would be
challenging to keep stable/healthy - and COSTLY; also public liability risk - especially in
view of recent tragedies at the pond on Thorpe Marshes d) it would seem a likely magnet for
anti-social behaviour which currently goes on around the comer in Gargle Hill/Recreation
ground areas - proposed space would be very secluded and difficult to monitor. e)impact on
Elizabeth Avenue residents - parking is already a big issue on that road, and creating an
ogen space with no parking will multiply that by several times? also impact of Anti Social
Behaviour ard privacy issues on Elizabeth Avenue residents (elderly/vulnerable) as they are
backing onto the reserve and their gardens are overlooked by it. fjThis is an important
Heritage Site AND a Burial ground and | do not think it is appropriate for people to be
trampling all over it in a casual way, which would be the case with an open park g) | do not
think this is a good use of public funds, either for the initiai work or the maintenance,
especially when we already have so many fantastic open spaces in TSA - including public
woodland, riverside and marsh areas, and playing fields, and some quiet reflective places
already. | would rather see the money spent on maintaining the existing spaces, footpaths
and cycle paths - for example the cycle path from the back of Dussindale to Green Lane
which is sc overgrown &i the moment that for much of it you have to duck down to your
handlebars to ride under the branches, and there are places where there are successive
brambles sticking out - we and our daughter have been slashed across our faces by them
just thls week NOT GOOD VALUE FOR MONEY

1 [1ave read carefully the document complled by re5|dents and aJIotment holders wmch
addresses the majority of concems and opinions put forward by them.| fully agree with
contents and tenor of that document and thus see no need to replicate or re-work here.
EVALUATION: As cumently set out the Council proposal is little more than a vague set of
ldeas. Qverall it is il thought out and unrealistic. Parts of it would appear to be either

14/36



60

Hillside Allotments Nature Reserve

unworkabte, expensive to implement and maintain or likely to create undesirable
consequences. Please think again

The proposal does not seemingly reflect and recegnise a muiltitude of essential factors that
require detailed and very serious corsideration. | have been led to believe by the Town Clerk
that the proposed drawing is just an artists impression and does not represent a true
impression of the likely final scheme , indeed [ would add that the outline submitted s not to
scale and does not accurately reflect boundaries, fence line and features a whole. In
addition the four pictures attached thereon are of three open areas whereby the area
affected has three major areas of woodland, i.e. the orchard, around the pond and around
the old church. It has been calculated that there are over 300 trees of various size and
condition on this site, as weli as other thicket and foma. Thus collectively | do strongly
believe that the majority of the public as a whole who have not seen this area will have a
totally misleading impression of the site as a whole and thus will not be in a position of
commenting on the full and true effect of such a developmient. In view of the extent and
significance of such a development ! do admit to being somewhat astonished that unlike
any other planned major development, including in comparisons to detailed planning
applications that have to be submitted by the general public for housing development, there
is not a full submission of documents to enable all persons to make a fair and reascnable
appraisal of this proposed development, including with regards to: a) Terms of reference; b)
Accurate present and proposed site plans; ¢) Design, Access, Heritage, Environmenta:,
Wildiife and Conservation, Preservation and Operational Management Statements; d)
Heritage, Environmental, Ecology, Wildlife, Tree and Conservation Surveys, as welf as
heath, safety and risk assessments; e} A business plan with full option appraisal,
consuitation and engagement strategy and implementation plan: f) Evaluation criteria and
the weighting thereof. | believe that such structure is essential because once a decision is
made to possibly revamp this area then there is no going back. 1 reiterate that | am very
much in favour of the general public to have better access to this important area which will
require some form of considerate and compassionate development. However it my belief
that the present proposal is unacceptable for a multitude of reasons and as such from an
overall perspective | refer you to the report on the “Impact of Proposed Changes to "Old
Churchyard Close Nature Reserve” as | have been informed that this has been provided tc¢
you by the Hillside Allotment Association, if not | can supply you a copy upon request,
which | would wish far you to take each pcint as my reason for objection to the proposal, as
has been submitted to date. In addition to the points highlighted in the report, | adc the
following comments: a) | believe that this site presents one of the last bastiens of nature,
wildlife and man working in total harmony within Thorpe 5t Andrew as whole. To this end
this area should be cherished and admired and held up as a small but great example of the
way forward, albeit compassionate improvement can and shouid be made, e.g tree and
landscape maintenance. However, at a time of significant changes in our eco system and
the effects of climate change as a whele there has become an urgent need to protect,
preserve and indeed reverse ecological and wildlife damage, vet this scheme would seem to
totally go against the grain of these gssential principles by felling aver two hundred trees
and putting at risk the natural habitat of numerous species of wildlife, as detailed in the
stated report; b) The potential damaging effect upon a local heritage site; c)The health ,
safety and risk of an unsupervised open area of water accessible by the general public and
any potential litigation thereof; d) Potential Wilful damage to this and the surrounding areas,
including allotments and property; €) Security, policing and protection to allotments and loca
residents, non more so than from anti social and unscrupulous behaviour. In addition,
potentially putting at risk vulnerable children by moving what | understand is a drugs and
anti social behaviour issue from the recreation side of the footbridge to this more private
area which buts up to the rear entrance of the primary school. In addition to its duty to
monitor, cantrol and police the affected and surrgunding area, | am concerned how will the
Counci! meets its duty of care obligations to its parishioners accordingly; ) Privacy to
surrounding property; ) Guarantees to protect the site and surrounding amenities, none
mere 50 than the allotments for generations to come. | remind the counci! that the
allotments provides for one, if not the largest, socally interactive groups in the whole of the
Town. It is a very large community on its own merits by providing for the health, welfare and
weilbeing of several hundred individuals, none more so than for exercise, mental heafth,
community support, pastime and camaraderie. i suggest that the Council needs to carefully
consider how it is going to protect and not put at risk this highly prized community and
asset which has been a major source of relief too so many people during recent and difficult
times.

Destruction of existing flora and fauna for existing wildlife, disturbance for residence of
Elizabeth Avenue and surrounding areas, inevitable littering, fouling and misuse of the area,
with no bins, lighting, WC facilities, benches, etc. Creating a pond that could cause a life
threatening hazard if someone falis in, why would create that risk? i stiuggle to imaging how
this will be a site for guiet reflection. Would TSA council be better to invest in improving
existing public space were there is already misuse than create yet another undesirable
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hideaway that attracts undesirabies from further a field speiling TSA far existing residence
(grafflti Itttenng and drug use) We need te do more o make TSA attractlve once agam

having people wandermg around encourages theft and damage to allotments and more
pupiis dumping litter everywhere if they can use it as a shortcut

Opening it up to the public. My worry is that you may get noisy :teenagers using the
secluded space ? Will there be a time that the gates are closed in the evenings so public
can’t access it when dark?

The artists impression does not 1.Security (a)height & type of fencing & gate to allotments
(b)extent of security fencing(f any) | wouid not favour the scheme if the security was
inadequate for the protection of allotments & houses backing the allotments 2.Disabled
parking & tuming circle (a)The area to be made available,bearing in mind the number of
elderly & disabled allotment holders seems completely inadequate for the purpose. (b)With
allotments in demand it seems inappropriate to reduce the number of allotments,baring in
mind the well publicised benefits in these stressful times. (c)why not retain the existing
turning circle within the allotment site? 3.Access (@)will allotment holders be able to access
the allotments from Elizapeth Rd (b)will access to the proposed site be time limited (c)what
effective measures will be taken to prevent anti social use & behaviour of the type seen in
similar locations. 4.Flora & fauna The area is currently home to a wide variety of wildlife,
e.g. bats ,birds,deer, foxes,newts.Bearing in mind the proposal to reduce the number of
trees & revamp the pond is this possible without disturbing the existing wildlife?will the
appropriate wildlie consevation bodies be invited to survey the site & provide
recommendations? Properly managed the site could be improved for the benefit of flora
Jfauna,allotment holders,the community.Unfortunately the limited information provided does
not glve me any conﬂdence in the scheme

They will have a detnmental effect on allottment holders and Iocal re5|dents a) access and
working arrangements that have been in place for decades will be replaced with difficult
alternatives. b) Allotment plot/s witl be lost. ¢) Nature will be disturbed and separated by a
large metal fencing d) Security is likely to be breached at some point with allottment holders
or local residents or even both suffering the consequence. d) This would all come at a cost,
achieve nothing but disruption and be a worse outcome for allottment holders and those

living nearby.

| do not like the extent of the intended proposal as | feel that this does not sit with the
nature reserve and will in fact disturb it by encouraging pecple to access it. Money could be
spent on enhancing it as it currently is and ensuring that it is fully accessible for people
which it isnt now, so may be a board walk through from the cument entrance on Elizabeth
Avenue. As | understand it | can access the area now if | wish to and could sit and reflect
as can the local school in supervised groups. So it makes sense to build on that and
relationships with the nearby allotment holders. As a taxpayer | would be in favour of that
definately.

we do not want parking problems in elizabeth avenue or kids smoking weed in a little
hideaway. this will cause ali sorts of problerns why is it needad

There are many green public spaces in TSA that could be enhanced and better maintained
such as river green and thorpe marshes if there is an additional peot of meney given for this
purpose If this is taken from cm..nc:l taxes no way

The proposed fencmg. Ioss of tummg area; unecessaty "manlcunng“ of exnstlng wnldhfe
area; security and leaving site open to antisocial behaviour.

please refer to Impact report t¢ "Oid Churchyard Close Nature Reserve” final document
18/7/21 by ihe Hillside Allotment Association which lists and detalls concerns ang
discussions

Difficult access , tax payers money to achieve problems

Opening it to general public Is going to leave it wide open to abuse and anti-social
behawour Secmty ot mcal hobses will be comp‘owsed

! don‘t dts |ke anyth:ng

Vehicle tumlng circle (it will not be big enough) Access from Elizabeth Avenue. Although my
main fear is that the area will be used daily by pupils at Thorpe St Andrew School creating
anti-social behaviour. It's common knowledge the Recreation Ground very often has the
problem so it will happen at conservation area. If changes were made to address the factors
not liked - response would be maybe. to Q4

None.
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Changing the pend where there are rare species of newts Altering fence ling when 1t Is not
necessary Changing accessibility for allotment holders especially those who are disabled or
elderly who require access to their plots Removing an allotment plot to provige a new tuming
circle which would not be as easily managed if built It appears that someone has come up
with an idea and not bothered to talk to the people who will actually use the area and
complately disregarded how wonderful the site actually is ncw . Perhaps those proposing
this feather brained idea should join us in the aliotment any time of day but | recommend
aariy evenmg when the peace and tranqutllty i5 beyond any‘thlng eise

None that | can see at the mome'tt

The single pedestrian access, its likelihood to attract antisocial behaviour and overiooking
ad]at:e'tt gardens in Hlily jad artatton ang Elizabeth Avenus.

Unhmated access by the general public wnh restncted phys:cal access. Poorly thought out
arking for the aliotmenteers which as proposed is unworkable, The establishment of a
wildflower meadow, whilst a nice idea, is wholly impracticable if the general public have
unrastricted access. The ability of the proposed users to have any sort of ‘view' is likely to
be severely limited unless the cumrent hedge is substantially jowered and then o be
confronted by a 6foot steel fence providing security for the alletmenteers. The difficulty in
monitering the site which could become a haven for drug users, The existence of bee hives
{ a good thing) and unrestricted public access is a recipe for disaster. An unfenced pond (
which rather defeats the purpose) is a real danger to children where access is unrestricted {
and an |nsurance and assocua.ted I|t|gat10n problem)

I don't Irke the |dea to remove trees and wild nature whlch a‘fect all anlmals Whlch hve here
deers, bats, hedgehods and squiretls. I don't like it also because the ptace will change into
an another drugs place for people who will choose the place for their ilegal activity as they
will feel there as a "non-controllable” hidden place for them. As a resident | am affraid that

the |dea will mcrease number of cnmes in thls area (drugs break -in, cnmmal damages etc.)

I am concemed that the area may become a focal pomt of antl somal beha\rlour The
location is quiet and may attract the wiong behaviours. | am also concerned about car
parking particularly cars being left on Hillside Avenue which already has a problem due to
the school location.

INFA
Existing flora and fauna needs to be protected

Open public access will encourage the area to be used by undesirables such as those who
currently use the recreation ground to partake of drugs. This area will soon become a
gathering place for anti social behaviour.

Noth|n|

As a resuiem at Xx Hl!lSlde Avenue we do suffer now W|th a great |ncrease in vehlcles
parking immediatefy behind our praperty and would definitely not want this to increase.

Everything - woulg like school to have access to site via a lockable gate

Nothing

Concerns over who has been consulted with regarding best designs for wildlife

t hope that the design fccuses on the ‘nature’ and habitat aspect, not what us people find
aftractive.

This is a urique area which has deveicped naturally over time and you going to create a
false snvironment witich will cost to the community to establish and cost to maintain and
lose part of the allotment area to create

The |mplemeotatlon and levei of secunty, there |s no detan in 'he plan

1 Access for those wnh protected charactensttcs As a dlsahled piot holder and blue badge
holder, | took on my allotment plot some years back due to its location on site, as | knew |
could park at the top of the site closer to my allotment in a safe area for me to get in and
out of my car. The prospect of having this taken away is causing me a lot of anxiety as my
allotment is so very important to my mental wellbeing and physical health too. The lack of
contact through the consultation has really increased my anxiety about this, as due to my
mobility | like to plan ahead, and i feei like my continued use of the allotments may be
compromised by these proposals. | really liked that as a disabled person, the allotments
and the top area were accessible and inclusive. The plans make the allotments less
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accessible to disabied peopie like me, with just 1 parking space planned at the top being
planned even though there are 2 biue badge holders that i know of that use the current
tuming circle for parking, and other disabled peopie and older peopie who da net hold a blue
badge who rely on it to access their plots. The new plans make the top altotments less
accessible to those with protected characteristics by removing the car parking spaces, and
I would suggest that at least the same provision of 4 to 5 parking spaces should be made in
the new plans at the top end of the allotments. The Town Council have said they won't
enforce the parking which causes even more anxiety to peaple who are reliant on being able
to park close to where their plot is. What if both blue badge holders try to use their plots at
the same time? Currently we can park, but this will be taken away in the new proposals. |
cannot see how this is reasonable. If the area ai the top is fenced off, how will disabled
people access this area? The plans seem to show that the proposals wiil maike tha top area
less accessible than it cumrently is 1o those with protected characteristics, which is really
ungcceptabla given thete is an opportunity to make this area more inclusive overall,
cannot see any justification to make it less accessibie ta those who rely on a vehicle to
access opportunities in the area. If the Town Council really want to make the area more
accessible to more people, they should keep access by vehicle to the top so that disabled
and older people can use it, and look to increase the number of car parking spaces in line
with the increased use of the area. If this area is fenced off, it takes away the opportunity
from disabled people to use this area, which is wrong as it can be done and should be done.
| would welcome seeing the full equalities impact assessment of the proposed plans to
show what has been taken into consideration, and the justification for making both the
allotment and top areas of the site less accessible than they are now. 1 would add that 1 fully
support the use of the area as a quiet reflective secure space and for SEND activities. The
inclusion of these activities and user groups should not be prioritised or to the detriment of
other site users however, and the plans currently show that they are detrimental to other
current site users, reducing the access and opportunity to those with protected
characteristics. Could the Council instead look to dedicate a community allotment plot for
the local school and SEND activities? This plot could be where the proposed tuming head
is, and still allow those user groups access to the nature area. The current vehicle turning
area could then remain. There is some appetite amongst plot holders to volunteer time to
work with the school and other community groups as we are keen that other people share
this beautiful space and learn about growing food and nature. 2. Proposed tuming circle The
proposed tuming circle on the new plans is in an area nat big enough for a tuming circle and
also a disabled parking bay. The current turning circle allows vehicles to access the site and
tum in a forward diraction, which is mucl safer for pedestrians ana those parking at the top
too. Pedestrians can be clearly seen by vehicle users accessing the top area and there is
no need to reverse. The new tuming area will most iikely have to be a tuming head, which
will involve vehicles reversing immediately next to working allotrnents, next 10 a drop down
the hillside to the next row of plots, and also next to some of the most vulnerable site users.
Reversing a vehicle is more hazardous than driving in a forward direction, so the risk to site
users is increased by these proposals. | very often see children on the allotment site, some
very young, and the proposal is less safe than the current arrangement for these site users.
As a likely user of the disabled parking space, it is also not the best practicable option to
place this space in a vehicle tuming head. This is poor practice, and immediately creates a
conflict between the most vulnerable site users and reversing vehicles. The last thing | want
as someone with mobility issues is to have to try and move out of the way of tuming
vehicles when using a disabled parking space. Is a proper sized parking space for
vulnerable site users and a tuming head even possible in an area of this size? | approach
this element of the proposals with an informed view (I hold a NEBOSH National General
Certificate and am currently a Technical Member of the Institute of Occupational Safety and
Health). | would very much like to see the risk assessments that have been carried out to
show the justification for moving from the current solution to one that introduces more risk
to those most vulnerable on the Hillside Allotments. The Council could look instead at
increasing the curmrent turning area, improving this, and re-routing the current pedestrian
route around the parking area, separating the two with a barrier, improving visibility for both
vehicles and pedestrians and ensuring that all site users can navigaie the site as safely as
possible. 3. Ant sociat behaviour/ impact on surourding area The proposals for this new
area introgduce an opportunity for anti social behaviour to take place on the Hiliside
Allotiments and the top nature area of the site. The site does not have a huge amount of
natura) surveitlance from other properties in the area due to the site layout and boundaries.
Opening the top up to more people offers the perfect opportunity for those who wish to
perhaps create mischief to do so in a secluded area. This increases the risk of crime in the
local area. | have experience of managing public open space, and this is something that |
have seen become a problem in these type of areas elsewhere. | would welcome the Town
Council consulting with Norfolk Canstabulary to assess the suitability of the area for the
proposed use and any mitigating measures that could be taken to prevent issues from
developing. Dussindale allotments have seen some damage in recent years through anti
social behaviour, advartising the area proposed to more people has potential to bring this
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type of activity to an area that doesn't currently experience this king of issue. The Town
Clerk mentioned that secure gates to the area are likely t0 be installed and locked, and |
welcome this as pant of a solution for managing the area. Closing the gates at dusk would
reduce the opportunity for anti social behaviour. It is likely some users of the top area would
have to park on Elizabeth Avenue, which may also create some conflict with local
residents. 4. Fence The view across the valley has been mentioned in the consultation
outline. Installing a large fence to separate the top area of Hillside from the allotments will
make it feel mere like a prison and ruin the view 1t would be perhaps better to manage the
access in a controlled way similar to currently, and perhaps open up the area more to offer
natural surveillance from the allotments during the day, combined with locking the site
securely at night. The proposed fence is also likely to stop wildlife from accessing the site
freely as it does currently. 1 feel very strongly that the proposals shouid not impact
negatively on the wildlife in the area.

There are already twn parks and the Trea Plantation naarby with plenty of space. We have
lived in Thorpe for 20 years and have never seen anyone in there so why create another
area that will not be used much. The group that are affected most are the allotment holders.
Why have we not been consulted previously. | am still waiting for a reply 1o my pravious
telephone request io the counci! last year (not just me). You are guite happy to spend
mongy on this project but we are now in the third year of asking for repairs to water troughs
and taps. 1 am sure Anglian Water would net be happy about waste of water. Yhy are there
twio gates and whe has access and keys. Are general public to be allowed access o
allotments. What is the proposed size of the turning circle. Will it be safe as it is on a slops.
Have the affected residents beer consulted and what is the police view on being a possible
meeting place for drug dealing and drug taking. Drug deaiing is already a problem on the
taundry Lane park. Litter problem the same as Laundry Lane and other parks. No toilet
faciities. People wiil lust find the nearest Bush. Theft of allotment produce and some
teenagers just havirg a laugh by running amok on plots just for the heli of it. Children are
not interestad in the views and if you are thinking of putting a high fence up they wil not be
able to see anything. Loads if different wildlife which will be disturbed. How will the hadgers
etc get over a high fence. You cannot have bee hives near children and ants are still &
problem. Councils are always saying they do not have encugh money $o how can you
justify the cost of this proposed plan. There are enough other open spaces for picnics
nearby. After over a year all we have been given to iook at is a glorified sketch. No
measurements cr cetails at all. This is disgusting. .

Mothing

Waste of resources Bee nives don't like Lora of pecple around them Possible noise and anti
social behaviour at avening time (music drink and drigs) There is plenty of habitat support
for bees ect from alivtment plants and a large rivear nearby for aquatic requirements!

it is not clear why pedestrian access is for aliotment helders only
Lack of histeric labeling/signege etc for the archasological site
Nothing

MNothing

Very lecalised . Will dogs he allowed?

Nothing

There are aiready lots of open spaces locally that are not that well used. The main users of
these are dog walkers, recreational walkers and famiiies with children who like to have room
to run and play. None of these will be using this area. You have also failed to show on the
plans the size of the area which is very misleading to those who are unfamiliar with it. What
about the cost not only financially but to the wildlife that already use this area because it is
wiid and undisturbed.

Nothing
Nil

See answer above. | dont think this is a priority site, please consider investing in preserving
others that need it more. How about ensuring more green space is kept in the proposals for
the horrible new development planned for Pinebanks? The council needs to be thinking
about the bigger picture instead of micro projects such as this. We only have one chance to

protect what we already have.

1. Access - for eiderly and disabled : The tuming tuming space is essential for allotment
nolders, especially as many are eldery and some disabled. Without it, | think the allotments
would be less accessible to thesa groups and may even be dangerous. The proposed
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alternative space is not a viable solution to this. 2. Security : It is hard to see how security
will be maintained, and this is an critical issue for aliotment holders. A lot of time and
money (tools, seeds, etc) is investad on a daily basis at the allotments, and vandalism and
theft is a realistic possibility should the current plans go ahead. Damage to the water supply
wouid be devastating. The warmy is, that the privacy of this location would attract jocal
youths in the evenings. It would be very hard to police and monitor. A timed electronic gate
was suggested, but even that could be wedge open in the evening. 3. Parking - Where
would visitors to this space park? Many dog owners arive at Laundry Lane park by car,
throughout the day and evening. These same dog owners woulid need to park ¢n Hillside Rd
or Elizabeth Cloge, and both of these locations already have parking issues. 4. Wildiife - |
understand that the beekeepers will not want to risk having bees in a location with public
access, so we will have iost the local bee community. In order to reclaim the pond, many
trees will need to be cut down, effecting bird habitat. A security fence will restrict the
foraging area of much of the wildlife in that area. | suspect that having open access to the
local dog community will also impact the wildlife that exists in this area. 5. Cost - | dont
think that this is the best use of the councils time and money. 1 think the council does a
great job, is very effective and contributes greatly to the quality of life in this area.
Everything from the tennis courts to the river green is fully appreciated. However, in this
instance, | think we having something that is working well and bringing a lot of pleasure,
health benefits and recreation to a community of 100-150 residents throughout the year.

il

Please ensure it is dog free so that it doesn't become yet another place to avoid dog poo
and dog bites. This is a big problem in TSA

Nong

None

Hope the allotment users are considered and not scared off
Seating?

1 access point

N/A

Nothing

Nothing

Nothing

nothing

Open to general public
Nathing

Nothing

Nothing

See answer above. it already seives a purpose for wildlife. Leave it as it is and invest in
creating new areas elsewhere in the parish.

Mothing

Ridiculous and unnecessary. Wili reduce security for the allotments and houses joining

Cutting down trees
Costs invalved
Nothing.

Na

Nothing

MNothing

1.Disruption to natural habitat already there especially removal of existing trees. 2. Cost
involved in opening up such a small limited space. 3. [nconvenience to existing allotment
holders and compromising of security.

It wiil move unwanted pecple ffom {he other parks as they will have somewhere else 1o do
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drugs etc
N/A
Nothing as long as the allotments can still function etc.

The security of the allotments. Lack of parking pushing cars out to curbside parking. The
area would not be used as intended, anti social behaviour. This money could be spent on
nore essential projects.

Just concems about the maintenance of the area once established. there can be a myth
that ‘natural areas don't require work! So many schemes start with a fan fare and the fizzle
out. Perhaps there will be a supported friends group'. I'm guessing the area won't have bees
again?

The idea in principal is a good idea. However, | am concemed this will impact the locals and
allotment holders. | am concerned with the lack of parking visitors to this area will probably
end up being the wrong sort. Those already making Sir George Morse Park littered and a
place for drug use. ! would also suspect that the pate on the plans wiill not stop anyone
entering the aliotments and stealing equipment and fcod that has been grown by the
allotment holders, which will probably spoil the allotment helders community, whick | know
{s essential for some allotment holders mental heaith.

The access from Elizabeth ave is rediculous this would create even more traffic along the
road ,as a resident | find it hard enough driving along the ave , it's bad enough with the
inconsiderate parents from the school parking all over the place if there was a need for an
ambulance to get through not a chance | seriously think so called intelligent people should
consider the access route , or actually come down to Elizabeth ave and see with their own
eyes as to the problems this would cause

The cost to the TSA Parish as a whole due to neglect over the vears allowing the cumrent
aren to become overgrown around the pond area and the Church nins area, Loosing a piot
to create a tuming circle when the existing tuming circie is a valued space for the aliotment
holders, The oropesed new wild flower meadow could be piaced to the left of the tuming
circle as currently this area s iaid to grass which has been cut. The security of the
allotments will ke weakened.

ili concelved - the suggested turning circfe and disabled parking space ¢n thz aliotment site
's too small and § am strongly against losing allotment space for this purpose. It will impact
negatively an tha allotmen: holders in the vicinity - pedestrian safety, pollution issues. The
proposal raises questions about security of the allotment site, where visitors to the site will
nark, reduced access and parking for allotment holders with mobility issues. Does not
appear to be a sound business case for the project and no indication is given of the costs
involved. Cumently the allotments feel safe and secure, opening up the site at the top to the
general public may well change that.

Cost - the overa!l cost of the proposat is likely to be disproportionate to other needs of the
Thorpe Community |.e | cannot s2e the justification for this amenity against other priorities {
maintenance of verges and other grounds management tasks that are relative to the whole
sommunity not just a few peonle). Addionally have the long term costs and liabilities been
considered. 1 cannct see how the proposal is needed when there are other very simiiar and
‘purpose bullt' community areas already in place. For example the recreation area on
Laundry Lane. Additiorally; and more importantly the ‘community’ park area on the comer of
Laundiv Land and St Catherine’s Road is a large area set aside for recreation that in my
sxperience { | have never seen anyone use it in the near 20 vears i've lived here).
Therefore, why is another area required placing more aressure on parish exgsenditure. In
relation to poirt above; the recreation area on Laundry Lane has a purpose built carpark and
has other amenities 1.2 Cafe and childrens play areas. The far end of the recreaticnal field
has a beautiful vista of the Yare Valley too; therefore why can't this area be considerad as it
nas a'l the attributes and qualities at virtually no additional costs. i think the proposal would
make the allotments more susceptible to unauthorised access presenting a security risk for
allotment holders. The area has an abundance of wildlife that will be disrupted unnecessarily

Nothing

Parking on Elizabeth Avenue A quiet are place drug addicts How safe will property’s be ?
Rubbish Fire risk with disposable BBQs and no access for emergency services

The access from Elizabeth Avenue, too many cars park here now so ho room for any more.
Security for gardens on Elizabeth Avenue. The ground is so much higher and would mean
potential access peints unless their is some sort of boundary fencing. Concemed that it is
an ideal trouble spot for unruly behaviour as it's so private
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As the main entrance is Elizabeth Avenue | have grave concems of the extra volume of
cars and where are they parking!!

My criticism of your pians are follows. 1.Security. Your proposal that the Elizabeth Avenue
gates would kept unlocked is fraught with danger. | have had my allotment for 49 years and
many years ago when the gates were kept uniocked, sheds were broken into, equipment
was stolen, sheds set on fire, and crops stolen, this will happen again , with the added
possibility of the site being used for drug taking. 2.Car parking. This is & major problem. At
certain times there will be as many as 6 or 7 cars parked at the top, there could be as many
9 or 10 cars at the bottom, there is not sufficient space in your plans for that nhumber of
cars, so you would have to think about an overflow car park.l am 81 years old, my plot
number is 27 so it is near the top of the allotment, | would find it impossible to walk up the
hill, do an hour or two's gardening, then walik down the hill. A considerable number of plot
holders near the top are elderly, and having talked to several of them, ithey agree that they
would also find it very difficult. There are among the top plot holders 2 if not 3 blue badge
holders. The space you have aliocated in your plan for disabled parking and a tuming circle
is not big enough. 3. The cost. Have you come up with an estimata of how much this is
going to cost, where will the money come from,| hope this this does not mean an increase
in the allotment rent. Will the councii give due diligence ta any questions oi queries raised,
and will they arrange to have a meeting with the allotment holders to discuss the proposed
changes.

Too much traffic on Elizabeth avenue

Appears consultation is a tick box exercise as the Town Council have already started
clearing the boundary line. Hacking back a mature Oak tree. It's crown has not been thinned
but instead it's canopy and branches have been cut off to leave a stumpy trunk, Wouldn't
proper consultation involve individually contacting the allotment holders and surrounding
neighbours that the proposals affect? Wouldn't opening up this space to the public
detrimentally affect the roebuck deers and foxes who live there. There's large areas of
woodland habitat for the deers in Thorpe being cut down for housing, and for two years when
the fox numbers decreased the allotments were over-run with rats (literally seeing 4/5 rats
on each visit during the day and eating crops. The Town Council pest control didn't curb the
numbers, only the freezing weather). Also, isn't the existing environment better for the bees
rather increased numbers of people using the area? Security is a major issue both for the
allotment holders and the public. The area isn't overlooked and within a few minutes walk of
one of the main drug dealing and taking hot spots in Thorpe. If opened up to the public it
would be the ideal spot for drug taking and anti-social behaviour. Having visited Ketts
Heights which was restored for similar reasons, it is now cavered in subbish, needles and
evidence of rough sleepers. Not an eco-friendly or secure area for children! | fear the same
will happen to Churchyard Close. There is aiready evidence in the area as | had allotment
next to the path leading to Hillside school, when | took it over there was a deluge of broken
cider bottles, beer cans and the like on the plot that had been thrown over the 6 foot fence.
This behaviour could spill over onto the allotments. Currently it is an extremely secure site
but with only a fence dividing the the two areas, there would be the increased risk anti-social
and crops belng damaged, sheds broken inte and vandalism. Aliotment greups on Facebook
show this 1o be a real prablem in other areas. Plus what about the [oss of security for
homeowners whose gardens back onto the allotments? As a singie female, | would no
longer feel safe using the nature reserve access gate, the path leading to it is long, dark,
completely overgrown and secluded. A muggers paradise. Or much worse. | can't see that
this access path would be suitable for those with walking difficuities or wheelchair users
gither. Has an assessment for disabled users been completed? Or a Crime Prevention
repert? Not sure what your proposals are for the pond but how are going to make this safe
for children? { like the idea of revitalising the planting but don't agree with removing
established trees from the boundary line. 1 also don't like the damage to the boundary that
will be caused digging it up to install a fence. The low level picket fence and gate offers no
security to allotment holders. The proposed area for a tuming cir¢le is not big enough.
There's no way you'd be able to turn a car around in that space. The proposals also indicate
disabled car parking. As | say the area isnt big enough for a tuming circle let alone disabled
parking. Have you consulted allotment holders to establish how many disabled car parking
spaces you would need? | also wonder why when the Council has constantly got a waiting
list for the allotments does it keep taking them a away? In the last few years there has been
four to my knowledge. The latest allotment that was removed for parking but instead a pile
of woodchip takes up the space of two cars. So nothing has been gained. The allotment
holders at Hillside must be one of the largest outdoor communities that use the Town
Councils facilities in Thorpe, and by their very nature have a strong passion for the
environment and its habitat. Yet the Town Councils praposals do not work with them but
rather against them and detrimentally impact on their use and enjoyment of the whole area.
Why doesn't the Town Council engage with the community to deveiop and evolve
Churchyard Close to its maximise potential rather come up with its own plans with minimal
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interaction with Thome residents. These proposals look great on paper but in practice fall
short of achieving the purpose of the scheme, a manageable wild habitat.

i it makes it harder for people to access their allotments
Nothing

The fact that no thought has been given to older allotment holders whe nged the parking
space at the top as the hill is too much for them. The fact that there are no longer any
haehives. Has a risk assassment been done. Can you assure us security will be
maintained. There are 50 many green spaces in Thorpe why is it necessary 1o open up the
allotments? Can you assure that all visits will be supervised? What sort of fencing will be
put up to ensure no public access to ailotments? Will we have a face 10 face meeting with

the town councnl to dlscuss these matters (open a1r)7

No access from Hmsu:!e Avenue, Tnere should be access from bOlh Sides mluwed

1/ Security for allotment holders, i.e. Enjoying the wonderful vista, needs a !ow fence that s
easy to get over and the new security gate is only designed to keep allotment holders cars
out of the current turning circle/parking area. 2/ Policing. Who is going to prevent the area
being taken over by undesirable elements and the ensuing vandalism and theft from the
allotrments. it will very likely become a drug hangout. 3/ New tuming circle and disabied
parking. in the words of John McEnroe "you cannot be serious”. The proposed site is not an
unused plot but one you refuse te let anyone use and is completely unsuitable and
dangerous to adjacent allotment holders. 4/ The reduction of the number of aliotments when
you have a walting list is not acceptable. Having an allotment is a statutory right, not a
privilege bestowed by employees of the Town Council. You have a statutory duty to provide
sufficient allotments for those who want them and live in the area. Section 23 of the
smallholdings and allotments act 1908, 5/ impact on the residents who live in Elizabeth
Avenue. This Churchyard Close project is an elevated site that overlooks the back gardens
and bungalows of the elderly residents who live in the dozen or so bungalows that back on
to this site. Also the extra parking on a narrow road which is already plagued by the school
run twice a day and the subsequent grass verges they cut up. Which 1 note you are already
concerned about, 6/ Bee hives and the general public including children and dogs running
around Is a recipe for disaster. Small children drowning in the pond? Which | have been told
is very deep and hazardous, which is the reason it was fenced off in the first place. Wha is
liable if a small child is drowned. 7/ The elderly residents of Elizabeth Avenue and the
allotment holders, many of whom are elderly, currently enjoy privacy, piece and tranquility in
thelr gardens, homes and allotments. That plece of mind and enjoyment will be imevocably
lost to be replaced by fear and uncertainty. This proposal has already caused a lct of
consternation among all the alletment halders and residents of Elizabeth Avenue. Unfettered
access to ail and sundry is unacceptable, as many of us fear this site will be taken over the
unsavoury section of our community to the detriment of residents and allotment holders
alike. [, and I suspect many others would not object to previously planned organised visits
and use of the site, by responsible organisations and members of the pubiic. | also suspect
vou would find cocperation in improving the area. There would be no need to remove the
turning circle as the New wildflower Meadow could be at the unused grass area to the
westem end of the site by the bee hives. Wildflowers and bees, a win, win situation. 1t
cannot be underestimated as to the impact of the loss of the current turning circle and
parking area to the allotment holders. Particulary the eldedy and less mobile who's piois are
closer to the top end of the allotments. The probosed new tuming circle is unsuitable and
nazardous and the loss of another badly needed piot unacceptable. Regardless of the
numbers for and against, the corcems of those directly affected mus take precedence.
Currently we have the tree plantation on the comer of St Catherines Rd and Laundry Lane.
Little used. Gargle Piantation. With & reputation off a drug hangout and that’s only a stones
throw across the footbridge from the Churchyard Close proposal. There is an excellent vista
from the south sastam comer cf the Sir George Morse park. There is ample recreation
facilities at Dussirgdale. There is the tranquil river green and many more piaces in Thorpe
St Andrew. | can ses no need for the open access of this proposal, only unnecessary
expense and problems for those directly affected. 1 find it sad that money is available for
vanity crojects but o money is available for a registered plumber to fix the water tanks
which are in dire need of attention, not bodging. Some are so slow to fill they are net fit for
surpose while oihers leak thousands of lites a day and so are constantly tumed off and
2mpty when you want to use thern. Finally it would be better to meet and work with ail those
affected by this proposal instead of hoping for a deluge of votes by the greens and
environmental groups who are not affected.

Increase footfall into area, more traftic, more noise, they will the take over the whole
allotment and build on it, it poses at risk to hillside school children with more people and
more cars leading to road safety risks, it will be overtaken by youths who will more than
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likely use it so smoke and drink alcohol leading to anti social behaviour impacting the
elderiy residents on elizibeth Avenue and hilly plantation

157 You cannot open this up unsupervised. Area will be decimated & used especially at night in
ways in which I'm surz you would deplore.

158 Lack of security shouid the site be fuliy opened up. If you tnink the area wili be used for
quxet contemplatlon especlally at ntght t thmk ycu are sencusly mtsgwded

159 As a resndent an t:llzabetn avenue on tne 5|de of the road where my garden wail back onto
this proposed area | feel that there are several issues here. Firstly most of the gardens
along this side do not have fences at the back and will make us more vunreble ta
unauthorised access to our homes and a greater risk of theft. Not to mention the iack of
privacy this will cause some. Elizabeth avenue aiso has a large proportion of elderly
residents and it is not uncommon for ambulances to come down this road. This proposal will
cause more cars to park down our road and witlt the 2 schoo! runs throughout the day this
will surely lead to some silly parking blocking the road and obstructing driveways etc. Not to
mention cars parking Infront of our homes preventing us from parking outside our own
homes. | also fear this may open the door to unsociable behaviour and a ptace for
substance misuse etc. We already have issues down the bottom of our road with a few trug
users in the flats. So unless you are prepared to create a car park and fully fence the area
tc protect us re5|dents I don‘t really see how you can go ahead w1th these plans

160 Not clear on access for publlc
161 Hope there is access from the top and the bottom
162 | am worried about the impact on neighbouring properties that currently are not overlooked

and are also relatively secure. | think these neighbours will need reassurance that their
gardens will still be safe and also that the privacy that they have will continue to be

maintained

163 bring extra traffic as people will park on Elizabeth avenue and the road and space isnt big
enough, also worried will bring more drug users

164 potential for a'idttluncﬂ traff;c (.J'd pmrkmg tssuee a!tmg th&tde Avenue

165 -No consultation w1th allotment holders has been camied cut Open accesmsrt‘ncrea‘s.t;s cecttnty B

risk for allotrent nolders or will visits be supervised Proposed new tuming site is
inadequate Visitors to the site will potentially use Elizabeth Avenue te park which wiil
increase congestion on that road. No consultation has been camied out with residents on
nearhy roads such as Elizabeth Avenue Has there been any consideration given to the
existing wildlife and habitat that currently live in the area being proposed Who will manage
the site to prevent potential disruptive benaviours from visitors, an example being the
disruption caused at local open woodiand area allegedty caused by Iccal dn.tg users

166 There appears to be a Iack of conSIderatlon gwen to the effect these changes WI|| have on
the ailotment holders. Security of allotment site appears to have been give low priority Lack
of evidence in respect of any risk assessment having been carried out The proposed
tuming/parking area is inadequate for the needs of the current allotment holders, in particular
those with disabilities There appears to be a total lack of contact and talks with existing
altotment holders

167 Why do it have to be Elizabeth Avenue for parking ? Hillside Avenue could be used Oh |
forgot Elizabeth Avenue still has some council housing on it Let's not upset the posh people
on hillside Avenue

168 Loss for f pnvacy and Sucurity

169 'There are already parking problems in Elizabeth Avenue. This will cause even more. Where
is the gate???

170 Nothing

171 Cost to refurbish site v's number of people who will henefit. No vehicle parking for those

\MShI"lg to visit the s:te No facmtles for tcllet Pond area potentially dangercus

i72 ' Why is thlS neeued when there are so many cther thmgs need ftxmg'f’ What abcut the
allotment people who go their to escape? What about spending maonhey on repairing the
lights, roads and pavements??? What about better access to the river?

173 Allowing freedom to all no mantion of management to poiice this private area

174 Why access from Elizabeth Avenue and not Hillside??? Who will maintain this, how often,
what cost? Wouldn't it be better to spend money on street lights, graffiti and overflowing dog
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poo hlns” What do the allorment people thlnk of extra oeople trudglng oa.st'?

The youth have already damaged property very near to this land and 1 have spoken to

frien/&ds that liVe near by and they are also concem#d about teenagers interfering with
property nearby. | alse have a go0d frie€nd that plants on the allotments and has great joy
from it, she does not know how to work on the intemet so | must write to you on her behalf
that she would hate for teenagers and young;/) tO be messing with the allotments!!..

The fact that the only entrance is on Elizabeth Avenue, which will potentially cause traffic
congestion for any house nearby the gate. The gate will also aliow people to easily access
Hilly Plantation. Only last year there was an armed police chase through "Churchyard
Close". This new proposal creates a orivacy threat to any houses bordering the Open
Spaces Project on both Elizabeth Avenue and Hilly Plantation - it affects approximately 6 to
8 housas. but more imporiantly a security threat. As the artists impressions are not to
scale, it is near impossible to identify any impact 1o loca! residents accurately. Wiil secure
tencing be grected for bordering properties to minimise both privacy and security issues?
Wil the gate be locked daily on Elizapeth Avenue? f not this will create further security
issues for all allotment owners who keep valuables in their sheds. !t will also create a
pedestrian rat run between Elizabath Avenue and Hillside Avenua. How much will it cost to
maintain this space? Elizabeth Avenue already has a footbridge cver to Thorpe Rec and a
Jarge woodland area. !t makes no financial sense whatsoever 1o have ancther space only
accessible from Elizabeth Avenue - see parking issue already identified.

the path to this area is also used by hillside avenue school and surely will attract
undesirables to frequent the area due io the closad dead end, | have sirong concems for
nupiis safely. It will also encourage vandalism to the school and ailotment areas as it draws
unwanted attention to an otherwise unknown area. | understand thare wili be a locked gate
to aliotments but teenagers and undesirable characters are quite able to hop over a fence!l |
believe they will try to use it as a short cut through thorpe st andrew, As there isnt a
footpath or such like which provides this access. | appreciate that you want to show
everyone the nice view but its not as if we are short on green areas & places to visit ect
around here. | feel the negatives greatly cutway the benefits of this proposal. Isnt the reason
this hasn't been dore before due to the many concerns that residents, allotment holders and
schoo! staff have had? Regards XX (concerned lecal area parent and allotment holder)

Everything. It is a disaster waiting to happen. Who will lock gates at night, collect rubhish
left by visitors, police unruly visitors. What will stop visitors wandering around allotments.

| dislike the proposals on the following grounds and | am listing eight reasons: 1) You
mention 'secure open spaces' - this means the area has to be ooiiced. Who would requiarly
visit and supervise this area? Evidence from other 'secure spaces’ has shown that they
cant be kept secure. The scheme encourages anti-social behaviour, secret places for those
wanting to be out of the public’s view. 2)The bee hives mentioned would be under threat and
the owners would remove them, meaning the loss of pollinators for both the allotments and
wild fiower and animal habitats. 3) Moreover, the attraction of the public into that space
would drive wildlife away. Even now, it seems to be being fost. We used to have foxes living
in that area which helped to keep the problem of rats down. 4) Litter becomes an issue
particularly with younger citizens. 5) Access for allotment holders. Parking, although it is
increased at the bottom, would not be adequate at the top for the disabled and other less
infirmed allotment holders. Even now the parking at the bottom is sometimes full. 6) The
proposed tuming space and disabled parking is totally inadequate. Many come with trailers
with equipment, fertilisers etc would not be able to turn. It would create an impessible jam of
cars unable to move forward or back. 7) The pond would quickly become evergrown and
bopgy uniess continually managed. It also provides a danger particularly to young people if
alcohol has been consumed. 8) The gate at the top is obviously totally inadequate - no
doubt an artist's impression. Any gate and fencing required would create an unnecessary
eyesore, totally inappropriate. | feel, with all due respect, that the scheme has not been
thought through very well and certainly not be those who use the allotments regulary. My
suggestion is to ieave it as it is but allow Hillside School to come into the area at the top as
part of their local environment/nature projects. Any local histery enthusiast could receive

permlssmn from the Council to come and explore the area.

Lack of access from H|I!5|de Avenue through the allotments for non-allotment holders
Access only from Elizabeth Avenue is ok for the school, but unfortunately does not go far
enough to allow everyone to easily access the space. | am resident on Hillside Road and
not an allotment owner. To reach the single access way via Elizabeth Avenue is a 0.7m
walk via St Andrews Ave, whereas it would be a quarter of that distance if 1 could access
through the allotments. Why make provision for access for <1% of residents?

| believe once the area is ‘found' it will become an area where groups will congregate,
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increase in anti social behaviour could become an issue. On busy weekend there is not
enough parking as it is, without loosing more. The vehicle access gate on the drawings
looks like you could just duck under it. Not secure for allotment helder who have valuable
equipment.

Nothing
Nothing

Lack of parking space for allotment holders Danger of unsupervised pond area tc small
chiidren Disrugtion 1o Bee activity Potential misuse of area for antisocizal activities ie drug
taking as currently being witnessed inThorpe Rec woods. There is already access to this
particular area which so removing parking for high allotment holders access seems
pointless. There are a large number of older allotment holders who this will disadvantage by
having to park on the empty area at the bottom of the hill Potential theft of equipment and
procluce of allotment holders and also vandallsm by opening thls up to the publlc

th|nl< remowng the top of the allotments would affect those who struggle W|th moblllty and
may have disabilities. Being able to park closer to allotments is very helpful for those
jecple.

I'm concerned about ali the parking for aliotment holders having to battle to park in very few
spaces , also the security issue of “undesirables” having access in the evenings and nights.
It's great to have public spaces and a natural park , pichic space, place to relax and enjoy
natural suitounding is great but not if it will be at the detriment of allotment holders , security
and safety or those with homes backing onta the allotments. | don't feel that the area is
utilised to the potentiai it has and the natural beauty and feel that the current proposal
should be so reconsiders as it could be $0 much better but without the risks or destruction.
The team shouid iook inte appreciating and utilising the potential of what you have instead
of carelessiy cnan“lng and u.estroyng

Car parking for allotment ueiny taken away As an allotment ho(der W'th a o"sablllty I park at
the top of the car sark as find it difficult te walk from tihe bottom. | Know of others in the
same situation, therefore one disabled parking space for the entire allotment site is never
going to work. There are also times that both the top and bottom car parking areas are close
to full - taking away the capacity at the top isn’t geing to work. There is not enough space at
the bottom to have everyone there, meaning people would have to park on the roadside
causing obstruction and making the allotment site even less accessible for people with
disabilities like myself.

If this site is made open to the public it will suffers the same fate as Laundry Lane
Recreation Park, which suffers from littering, drinking, drug abuse. The worst part is you'l
be creating a secluded place far antisocial activity to take place. This will surely result in
the allotment holders prapeny {sheds) and produce being at further unnecessary risk of left
and damage. Local areas such as River Green has issues with unauthorised overnight
stays, this would encourage an alternative location for this activity so would be conceming
1o allotment holders and local residents. The plans seem to suggest a fence and gate
separating the woodland area and allotments. The proposed fence and gate look inadequate
to protect the allatments and rear gardens of residents. There also seems to be no where for
potential visitors to park. Further congesting Elizabeth Avenue and the access to the rear if
the school. The plans also show no amenities for the public, such as, toilets, drinking water,
waste bing lighting or seating. Hove carn this site be a safe and secure place for reflection
when there will be no control regarding access. In my opinion the money would be better
spent improving existing public spaces in Thorpe St Andrew. It's a shame that this proposai
is causing urdue stress and anxiety to surrounding residents and allotment holders who
currentiy enjoy a peaceful community atmosphere.

in my opinion it would not be used. There are security issues with produce /tools in sheds
eic.if disabled cars are parked there will be insufficient room as a turning circle.There will be
not enough room at the lower area for parklng for allotment holders

Noth|n|

Tuming area/disable area will be too small. The car park at the top is small already but
usaful for allotment hoiders at the top and for people who struggle to walk around/up the hill.
Beehives are mentioned yat they were removed a few months baci.

Nothing
} do not belleve the councll w:ll mana.ge the sute 10 protect Wl|d|lfe propeny
Nothing

This a nature reserve with deer, foxes and many other birds, insects and mammals. They
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live in safety here and alot of their habitat wi'l be ruined. The beehives have already been
removed even though our councii actively supporied their introduction through 'Keeping the
Bees in Broadland” initiative. The pond isn't a natural pond ut an old plastic thing which
couldn't be kept nice unless you cut down the deciduous irees surrounding it to prevent the
leaves falling into it and established an expensive water connection. It is already home to
alot of frogs etc. Entrance through Elizabeth Ave is a stupid idea as the car parking at times
is atrocious, it has a lot of elderly residents and paramedics, ambulances which come
frequently find it difficult to drive through or park. The alletments are kept locked because of
break-ins and thefts of tools etc and produce, the plans do not secure the allotments, the
fence at the top is no deterrent as not high enough. Where are the facilities for any visitors?
What about the rubbish they'll leave, harmful to wildlife. The council don't clear away the
rubbish that is there already. What about disturbance to surrounding properties especially at
night or if there is no fencing between the nature reserve and gardens where strangers have
heen known to trespass, the council are responsible for the fencing, are they going to pay
tor that? The public/ schools already have the right to visit if they contact the council and
get permlssmn

196 There wﬂl be absolutely no secunty for the aliotment holders regard:ng the easy access for
anyone to thieve their hard worked for preduce and toels etc from the sheds. This is
extremely unsatisfactory to all allotment hoiders that | have spoken to,

197 I do not think the area is suitabie for public access, it is not overlooked so there is poor
natural surveillance. Have the local Police been consulted on proposals? How wil! the area
be policed? | am concerned that the unoveriooked location will make it attractive to drug
users and for other antisocial behaviour nuisances. 1 also think that unless 6ft high security
gates for pedestrian and vehicular access and fencing / a high prickly hedge are put in
between the allotment and the proposal area then it would facilitate access to the allotments
for anyone with antisocial intentions which would increase the potential for theft and
vandalism on the allotment site. | agree that a vehicle tuming area is needed to service the
allotments, but disagree that allotment plots should be sacrificed to provide this, given the
long waiting list to get an allotment we should be prioritising retaining existing plots rather
than converting them to hard standing and diminishing availability of plots for which there is
a high demand. | think the area would be better utilised as a community social space for
allotment holders with a community orchard, picnic tables and the bee hives. It couid be
available for local community groups to use by amangement (key access) for naiure based
activities. The adjacent Hillside Primary could be cne such user, or local Cu3s. brownie or
mental health groups, Norwich Fringe Project etc. ! think the space lends itself far better to
these purpeses, would be well used and would provide space for targeted greups caity out
valuai'e activities within the space, thus making its renovation a good use of public money.
i think these target groups are most likely to appreciate the space and look after it, reducing
the on-going Maintenance burden of antisocial uses such as police call outs, rubbisk
removal, complaints to the council etc. What will the maintenance budget be for the space?
It may he that aliotrment holders would be prepared to participate in its uokeep if they feel
lhey have stewardshm of ;he Site and a say in how its run.

198 Nothmg

193 Nothing

200 As long as the thinning of the existing trees is not cverdone then ! on't dislike any of the
plan

201 Would like to see an opportunity for local groups {inciuding RSPB) to get involved and help

design and maintain the area to foster a sense of ownership and care. Other oppontunities
souid include small plots for groups or schools 1o use, the creation of a wildlife area, seating
area usmg natural materials and info on h!story specmc o the site.

202 Needs pedestnan only access through the site could be accessed and ex-ted by both hllly
p!antatlm and Elizabeth avenue

203 Would be good if pedestrian link could be made thro allotments down to School Rd
Yarmouth Rd and nature reserve at Whitlingham Lane but understand this could be a
security issue for atlotment holders

204 | personally have no issues with the proposals - very happy with them. It may possibly be
that plot holders at Hillside might not welcome increased public access. Would there be
restricted access times/days? | assume the only access to the site would be from Hillside
Avenue via the allotment site? Not quite sure why there is a separate gate for pedestrian
access for allotment holders only rather than pedestrians generally. Is this so that allotment
holders have access at all times, but other nedestrians will nnly be able to visit at restricted
times?
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Q4 If changes were made to address the factors you dislike, would you
support the proposals?

Answered: 203 Skipped: 12
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No 32.51% 66
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Q5 Do you hold a plot at Hillside Allotments?

Answered: 215 Skipped: ©

% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 0%  70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
No 76.28% 164

Yes 23.72% 51
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Q6 What is your postcode?

Answered: 213  Skipped: 2

Note: All gave an NR7 postcode
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APPerDiX R

. Office
From: o lansesing
Sent: 15 September 2020 18:31
To: Office
Subject: Hillside avenue allotments

| am under the understanding you are thinking of making area at the top of allotments ( Elizabeth Avenue} into a pick
nick area | hope this will have no impact on the wild life in this area as there are Deer {monk jack ) Woodpeckers Green
finch Gold finch Chaff finch

Pheasant

And more important

WOOD COCK

there are also issues with where people park it would have to be Elizabeth Avenue which will cause you problems As the
emergency services would not Be able to get down the road as on a school day road is very busy

[N
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Received by
Thorpe St Andrew Town Council

18 JuL 2021 ' ef——
.

17" July 2021
Dear Sir/Madam

Re: Hillside Avenue Allotments
| strongly object to the Council's plans to develop this site for the following reasons:

* The vast majority of Thorpe St. Andrew has been trashed by development in recent
years. We have recently lost the Pinebanks and Oasis sites plus of course, further
ecological destruction is planned for the Racecourse Plantation. The area proposed
for development represents a tiny part of the original village of Thorpe St. Andrew.
Why can't this area just be left as it is? Not only is it of heritage interest, it is also a
site is frequented by numerous species of wild animals due to the fact that it is an
undisturbed site. By opening the site to the public where will these species be
expected to live? Human intervention is not needed or wanted here. There are
plenty of open spaces available for local residents to socialise and exercise. Some
of these areas see very littie use. Go up to Dussindale Park at any time of the day
and see how empty it is. MatmakesﬂaeCouneilminkmat#ﬁsdevelopmentwiube
widely used by the public?

Assuming the Council has some kind of Environmental/Ecological Policy please
explainhowsucha&velopmentcomplieswﬁmyourpeﬁcy,paﬁeulaﬁyasit
involves disturbance of wildlife and ‘copse thinning’, i.e. cutting down the trees. If
you hiave such a policy please provide me with a copy. Given the climate crisis, the
Council shouldbedoingaﬂitcantohelpaﬂevia&etheeﬁectsofdimatechange, the
evidenceg of which is there for all to see; devastating fires in the USA and Australia,
temperature records smashed in Northemn Canada, unprecedented flooding in
Geﬁmany.andBelgumandteday we saw the highest ever temperature recorded in
Northem Ireland. How much more evidence is needed? Trees help to trap carbon
and yet the Council is considering a development that results in large numbers of
treesbehgfeﬂedsﬁnpktepmvideasmaﬂnumberaﬂecalms@ents%aniee
view! This'is a totally unnecessary development that will without question damage
the environment and ecology of the area. if you have evidence to the contrary,
would be ifiterested to see it.

It is my understanding that the site was donated to the Council by the Fitzmaurice
ianﬁlymanyyearsagoforﬂaeselepumeseefpmvidhgaﬂeﬁnentsierlecal
residents. Assuming this is correct please provide me with a copy of any Covenant
currently in place on the site.

* Your records will show that | complained to the Council last year regarding your
decision to increase the Council's stake in Council Tax by 14%. Whatever the
masensfer-the%se,#&efactremainsﬁata“%ﬁseiseempletely
unacceptable.




| am in receipt of a small private pension that increases in line with the CPI each
year. My wife who works in- the Public Sector went wﬁheutameanmgmlpay fise for
nearly ten-years. | would like to know how much tax payer's money the Council has
wasted so far oh this project. Many: people have suffered financial hardship dun_'mg
#lecmiaandemlcandmsoompletelymappmpnﬂeat%hlshmefer the Council-to
be considering wasting money on some -vanity project. Please clarify how. much
money this whole project will cost and also clarify who will be picking up the bill.

«_Ifits local tax payers who will be funding it, please confirm how much this will add
» & "Yo*@egjl Tax bills. Please also ensure that these figures include additional future

= .  be doifig'everything in it's power to ensure that money is correctly spent and that
.~ Céundil Tax bills rise no more than the rate of the CPI. The Council shouldn't be
o Johking at projects that increase the financial burden on the general pubhc i funds.
have been directed from another source please explain why the Council has not
decided to use these funds for alterative purposes. To use some example_s, some
of the roads around Thorpe St. Andrew are in a temible state. memadsude_slgn
opposite my property was vandalised months ago and it sfill hasn't been repalreq.
improve facilities for local residents.

* In my opinion, an unlit, unsupervised site such as this that will be opened up to the
genera#puﬂicuﬁﬂbeeomeveryatbaﬁhre-tovandals,dmnksanddmgusers.
Please explain what measures the Council plan to put in place to prevent vandalism
and other illegal activity on the site and also explain how much this will cost local
tax payers. Please also clarify what measures the Councit wilt take to prevent theft
and vandalism on the allotment site.

The glossy, developers style artists impressions don't convince me and 1 think you may be
seriously imati medepthoffeeﬁngon'thisissuenotiustﬁnmfocaifesidentsbut
also from allotment holders.

Finally, please explain why this proposal was shelved in 1999.

Yours faithfully

—



Office .
L . " _

From: e R

Sent: 20 July 2021 1701

To: Office

Subject: Churchyard Place-Open Spaces Project,
Dear Sirs

I am writing as a local resident to express concern about the proposals put forward for Churchyard Place-Open Spaces
Project.

At present Churchyard Close is a pleasant wildlife area albeit in need of some care and attention.

Access is available during daylight hours as the site is secured at both gates by allotment holders. The top gate is locked
at all times (allotment holders have keys) and the pracedure for the Hillside Avenue access is that the first arrival opens
the gate and the last leaver secures the site.

The crucial point here is that the site is secured during dark hours thereby minimising the risk of antisocial behaviour.

The vehicle turning area used by allotment holders and TSA maintenance teams is essential for safe manoevring and the
alternative proposed would not be safe.

A secure fence between the allotments and the wildlife area would be an unnecessary eyesore.
Security is essential but the status quo is fine.

Individuals and organised groups {eg schoolchildren) can access the site on foot during daylight hours and for those with
mobitity issues cars and minibuses are able to drive up through the allotments and around the turning area.

Certainly the wildlife area can be improved by thinning the overgrown vegetation and revealing the pond. This does not
need a rethinking of the access arrangements.

i am not in favour of these proposals.

Regards

L ] ?Rd Thorpe 5t Andrew NR7 00Q

14



Received by |
Thorpg St Andrew Town Cbuncil

22 JUL 2621 “;ﬁﬁ

21st July 2021
Thorpe St Andrew oW Counci.
Town Hull, Fitzmavtice Pack, ~ + ~
Thome St Andrew, NRTOUEL |
email: office @thorpestandrew-teigovak
Tel: 01603 701048 X i

Dear Sir/Madam,

Reference: Hillside AHotment Nature Reserve Consultation
LETTER OF OBJECTION

We write to record our objection to the proposed development at the said area at the said location. The general
concept is much to be admired and has good reasoning by providing tlgwider public to have«-‘g_ggss to
this highly treasured nature reserve and place of historical local interest.

However it is our strong belief that the proposal does not seemingly reflect and recognise a multitude
of essential factors that require detailed and very serious consideration which we highlight below.
Furthermore due to the serious significance of such a development, we strongly believe that opermess,
full consultation at each stage of development and appropriate structure is essential because once a
decision is made to possibly revamp this very important area then there is no going back and any
unforeseen damage would then be done and it would undoubtedly be unrepairable.

Background

Initially we would like to bring to your attention that I have been led to believe by a Council Official
that the proposed drawing is merely an artist's impression and does not represent a true impression of
the likely final scheme. It is not to scale and does not accurately reflect boundaries, fence line and
features as a whole. In addition, we submit that three of the four pictures attached thereon the drawing
are of three open areas and thus these pictures do not reasonably reflect the site as a whole, as the area
affected has three major areas of woodland, i.e. surrounding the orchard, around the pond and around
the old church which have all seemingly been disregarded in the submitted document. It has been
calculated that there are over 300 trees of various size and condition on this site, as well as other
thicket and plantings. Thus collectively I do strongly believe that the majority of the public would not
have not seen this area and based on the information supplied they will have a totally misleading
impression of the site as a whole. Consequently they will not be in a position to reasonably and
accurately comment on the full and true effect of such a development.

Structure

In view of the extent and significance of such a development we do admit to being somewhat
astonished that unlike any other planned major development, including in comparisons to detailed
planning applications that have to be submitted by the general public for housing development, there



el 8), Privackso Wnding property;

“t g

h) Guaranteeg fo protect the site and surrounding amenities, none more so than the allotments for
: generations to come,

Wel::emmd the council that the allotments provides for one, if not the largest, socially interactive
group in the whole of the Town. It is a very large community on its own merits by providing for the
healthawelfare and wellbeing of several hundred individuals, none more so than for exercise, mental
health, community support, pastime and camaraderie. I suggest that the Council needs to carefully
consider how it is going to protect and not put at risk this highly prized community and asset which
has been a major source of relief too so many people during recent and difficult times and how it will
guarantee the protection of these amenities for generations of residents to come,

With due consideration of the objections we very much hope that the Council will accept our points, review this
development and in so doing provide alternative options that will better protect the values of such an

environmentally valuable location within the Town, We thank you for the opportunity of expressing our
objections and should you require any further information then please do not hesitate to contact us,

Yours sincerely



Hillside Allotment Association

Protecting Hillside Allotments and Nature Reserve
- for this and future generations

G,
LY
Thorpe St Andrew
Norwich
NR7 OPS
Attn: Dr. Thomas Foreman
Town Clerk
Thorpe St Andrew Town Council
Town Hall, Fitzmaurice Park
Thorpe St Andrew
NR7 OUL
19" July 2021
Dear Thomas

OLD CHURCHYARD CLOSE NATURE RESERVE AND HILLSIDE ALLOTMENTS

- e e Y e e e e —

Re the proposed changes to the above. You will be aware that as a newly formed group
representing over seventy allotment plots at Hillside, so far, we have been meeting to
discuss the details and impact this would have on the allotment tenants and nature area.

We have put together a comprehensive report which is enclosed covering most, if not all of
the concerns plus some suggestions and ways of meeting all objectives with added

improvements such as bringing communities and nature together without separating it by
metal fencing.

Our main concern at the moment is that the consultation process which is taking place was
not prepared with dialogue and involvement from stakeholders such as aliotment tenants
and local residents.

Therefore as a representative group we are putting to the town council that before further
actions are taken we should be involved in the future development and shaping of the
proposed plan for this area.

[Continued overleaf]



To achieve our aims we request that you provide us with a timeline and schedule for
involvement with joint meetings and the opportunity to attend Planning and
Environmental meetings and Town Council meetings.

To assist with this objective we will send an electronic version of our report for you to
forward to elected counciilors. We will also supply a hard copy for each of them, which we
would appreciate that these be circulated to them as soon as possible.

Our aim is to be helpful and constructive in working to bring the community together and
preserve nature.

Yours sincerely,

o=

(Acting Chairman)

Tel: i ’
Ema e

Cc: lan Mackie
Peter Berry
Leigh Reeves
John Fisher
Nigel Shaw
Taylor Fordham
John Ward
Trevor Garner
Martin Lake
Sue Lawn
Trudy Mancini-Boyle
Stuart Snelling
Joshua Boast,
Fraser Bowe
Jonathan Emsell
Jane Fisher




Hillside Allotment Association

Protecting Hillside Allotments and Nature Reserve
- for this and future generations

Impact of Proposed Changes to “Old
Churchyard Close Nature Reserve”

Concerns and Discussions

19" July 2021

Att: Dr. Thomas Foreman, Town Clerk
Cc:  Councillors:
lan Mackie
Peter Berry
Leigh Reeves
John Fisher
Nigel Shaw
Taylor Fordham
John Ward
Trevor Garner
Martin Lake
Sue Lawn
Trudy Mancini-Boyle
Stuart Snelling
Joshua Boast,
Fraser Bowe
Jonathan Emseli
Jane Fisher
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IMPACT OF PROPOSED CHANGES TO “OLD CHURCHYARD CLOSE NATURE RESERVE"”

SUMMARY OF ALLOTMENT HOLDER CONCERNS

Preface

Hillside Allotment holders.are perhaps one of the larger community groups within
Thorpe St Andrew, comprising somewhere upwards of 300 Thorpe St. Andrew
residents (taking into account spouses, parents, children and grandchildren who are
active on the allotments, in addition to the named plot holders).

Individually and as a community, we are deeply concerned by the proposed changes
to Old Churchyard Close Nature reserve. You might expect us to have an interest as
allotment holders, but we wish to point that whilst we do have interests on that
front, many of our concerns are purely as Thorpe S5t Andrew residents, and as people
who simply care about nature.

As a community we feel that we are in the privileged position of being more
informed about the nature reserve and the issues surrounding it. We wish to share
as much of that information and knowledge as possible with those involved in the
discussions.

The proposals (in the limited amount of information that has been released) contain
significant risks and costs to local residents and wildlife, and some very real practical
issues specifically for allotment holders, including, though not limited to,
accessibility, inclusivity, sustainability and security.

We believe that Churchyard Close is unique and already more than fulfils its role as a
nature reserve; and that the proposed changes would be highly detrimental to both
the reserve and to the nearby allotments and local residents.

Therefore we set out in the following pages a summary of our key concerns, with a
detailed explanation on each point, in the hope that this will constructively inform
those discussions and form part of the debate.



Impact of Proposed Changes to “Old Churchyard Close Nature Reserve”

SUMMARY OF PRINCIPAL CONCERNS
Many and various concerns have been raised by our community, inciuding:

o Access, & Inclusivity of disabled/less able residents (both allotment holders
and nature reserve visitors)

Detrimental Impact on the current nature reserve
Allotment Security

Impact on Elizabeth Avenue Residential area
Security of Water Supply to Allotments

Loss of allotments

Air and Ground Pollution

Concerns about the revamped pond area
Concerns about likely loss of bee hives

Financial Costs

DETAILED THOUGHTS/EXPLANATIONS BY ISSUE

1. Access, & inclusivity of disabled/less able residents

Issue: Removing the existing Disabled Parking and Turning Circle area and
relocating it to south of the proposed border, between the reserve area and
the allotments (on what appears currently to be Plot 34A in the Artist’s
Impression}.

The recently published Artist’s Impression (Appendix C) indicates that the
existing area will be closed off from the allotment area and set as a new
wildflower meadow; that the nature reserve will no longer be accessible to
allotment holder vehicles for turning or parking, and instead a new turning
head/disabled car parking area will be established on what appears to be Plot
34A.

Qur chief concerns are as follows:

» The dramatic reduction in the parking area near the top will make the
allotments inaccessible and less safe to a large number of disabled,
less able and older people who rely on parking in the current parking
area to access their plots.

¢ The proposed new turning area will be very hazardous for vehicles
generally needing to use it to make necessary deliveries to their plots,
and to pedestrians {many of whom are vulnerabie/disabled), and to
alfotment holders nearby.




Impact of Proposed Changes to “Old Churchyard Close Nature Reserve”

Looking at each of the current uses in turn in a bit more detail:
i.  Access for and safety of disabled and less able allotment holders

The existing nature reserve currently incorporates a car parking area
for a limited number of cars, mainly blue badge holders and elderly
allotment holders; at any given time of day there are often 3 to 4
vehicles parked there.

This small parking and turning area, whilst having minimal impact on
the nature reserve, Is absolutely critical to making Hillside Allotments
accessible to a large number of allotment holders who have mobility
issues: in a few cases because they are Blue Badge Holders; but in a
large number of cases simply because they are elderly people for
whom walking up the hill from the bottom would either not be
physically possible, or would be risky, or would render them not good
for much, once they got to their allotment in the top 1/3™ of the
allotment area.

Many of these people are between 70 and 90 and have held their
allotments for between 30 and 50 years. Having an allotment is not
only their physical exercise but is essential to their mental wellbeing,
in terms of avoiding becoming isolated now that they are retired, and
being a valued part of the community there, with advice to offer for
the new and younger members.

The proposed combined parking/area on Plot 34A is only about 25%
of the size of the existing area, and appears unlikely to be able to
accommodate more than one car.

Reducing the disabled parking capacity so much is tantamount to
denying a large number of allotment holders — both present and
future - access to their allotment and community.

In addition, this space is proposed to be shared with reversing
vehicles manoeuvring in a very tight, difficult space, which puts the
most vulnerable allotment users in a hazardous position, compared to
the current arrangement. One of our members, who is qualified in
this area, advises that this is poor practice, immediately creating a
conflict between the most vulnerable site users with mobility issues,
and reversing vehicles, and we understand has asked to see the risk
assessments that have been carried out to justify moving from the
current solution to one that introduces more risk.



Impact of Proposed Changes to “Old Churchyard Close Nature Reserve”

ii.  Access for Allotment Holders generally to deliver heavy and awkward
loads to upper plots by vehicle, due to the site being steeply sloping.

The current disabled parking area also doubles as an essential safe
turning space for other allotment users’ vehicles that need to turn
there and return down the hiil to the bottom park, after dropping off
heavy loads {machinery/manure, tools etc.) via the central path.

The current arrangement allows vehicles to access the site and turn in
a forward direction on the relatively flat higher ground, circling
around and away from the actual parking area; a safe arrangement
for pedestrians, parked vehicles, and turning vehicles. Pedestrians
can be clearly seen by vehicle users accessing the top area and there
is no need to reverse.

The proposed turning head on Plot 34A will instead involve vehicles
having no choice but to:
i. Reverse
ii. Into the disabled parking area, next to some of the most
vulnerable site users
iii. 1n a much narrower space than at present
iv. Immediately next to working allotments;
v. Next to a steep 2ft to 4ft drop down the hillside to the next
row of plots

Therefare we feel that the proposed replacement turning space is
nowhere near equal to the existing space, in terms of access or safety.

iii.  Access for Parks Management Vehicles, trucks and trailers

The existing turning area is also used by the Parks management team
vehicles, including trucks and trailers, for bringing up heavy
maintenance machinery, for turning and for parking, when doing
maintenance.

The artist’s impression indicates that the proposed security gate
separating the allotments from the reserve will have vehicular access,
presumably for the Parks vehicles, but our question would be: Where
are they going to turn and park (they currently park on the turning
circle where the new wildflower meadow is planned). So are there
plans to create a new parking/turning area for them, and if so, what is
the point of creating the new wildflower meadow in one part and
then “unwilding” another part for a new parking/turning area? Has
this been thought through?



Impact of Proposed Changes to “Old Churchyard Close Nature Reserve”

iv.  Inclusivity — Access for Disabled /Less Able Visitors to the nature
reserve

At present, the nature reserve is already publicly accessible via the
allotments central pathway, albeit by arrangement with the council.
This means that less able people CAN presently access the nature
reserve by vehicle, and park on the current top parking area.

Under the proposed plans, it is hard to imagine how that area is going
to be accessed by the less able - who will struggle to navigate the
path from Elizabeth Avenue and the footpath and uneven ground
through from the back gate onwards in say, a wheelchair. One
solution would be to do a lot of levelling and clearing but this would
be at a detriment to the nature reserve itself, and contra to the “re-
wilding” objective that we understand to be a local and national
consideration.

We consider that it would be a better use of resources to encourage
and facilitate the existing managed access, which is more readily
inclusive of all abilities, and avoid unnecessary un-wilding of the
nature reserve.

In conclusion on this point, it seems as though the proposais are taking
something that is working really well, putting a minimal impact on the nature
reserve, whilst enabling a very inclusive, thriving community of perhaps 300+
Thorpe St. Andrew residents, that can also be accessed by the public both
able and less able - and replacing it with something that will exclude many
less able but valued members, that will create practical difficulties and
hazards for many others, at no net gain in terms of wild/open space.

2. Detrimental Impact on the current nature reserve

The Thorpe St Andrew webpage on the consultation describes it as the
“nroposed plans to turn the northern section of the Hillside allotments site
into a publicly accessible Nature Reserve”

Firstly, we would reiterate that what exists right now is already a publicly
accessible Nature Reserve, albeit that that access is on a managed basis.

Secondly, the allotment holders are broadly in favour of all Thorpe Residents
having access to that nature reserve, but only if that is controlled in some
way - that control being necessary mainly for the protection of the living,
foraging and roosting environment of all the wildlife that already lives there.
(We have a secondary but also significant concern that control is necessary to
protect the interests of both the allotment holders and the residents of the



surrounding areas, but these points are covered separately in points 3 & 4
below).

So, to turn to the existing nature reserve, and the wildlife there which many
of the allotment holders are lucky enough to witness on a regular basis:

In a world where wild animals, birds, insects, trees and plants are increasingly
coming under pressure from human activity, what currently exists is a quite
unique little oasis, largely because access has been carefully managed to
date.

There is already quite a diverse range of environments within this small area,
including established trees, large wild grass areas, an orchard, a copse area,
and a dense area of brambles, blackthorn, damsons, and intense
undergrowth to the left of the existing footpath separating the reserve from
the allotments.

On a regular basis, we see, hear and find evidence of, deer, hedgehogs, bank
__voles, wood mice, bats, frogs, toads, foxes, nesting birds including
woodpeckers {green and lesser spotted), song thrushes, wrens, robins,
blackbirds, blue tits, great tits, long tailed tits, coal tits, goldfinches,
greenfinches, redpolls, nuthatches, jackdaws, rooks, collared doves, and
insects such as Emperor dragonflies, Red Hawker dragonflies, damselflies and
all kinds of butterflies. This is to name just a few. Many actually five on the
reserve, a few just visit to feed. Every day this week, some of us have heard
and then been lucky enough to watch some of our summer residents — a pair
of Blackcaps, who are nesting in the brambly area on the South East corner of
the reserve. For the past couple of weeks, the chiffchaffs have also been very
vocal. In that same area there have also been at least two broods each of
robins, blackbirds and wrens, raised this spring.

This is evidence of how well the reserve is functioning. Most, probably all, of
us at the allotments are nature lovers, and frequent visitors of the other
green, more open spaces in Tharpe St Andrew, but we do not see this
diversity anywhere else in one space.

In contrast, the other spaces, much as they all have their own charm and
specific wildlife (for example the different kinds of bird song at certain times
of day, in Belmore Woods and Weston Pits), have lost something of the
diversity and peacefulness, and lost the feel that the wildiife is going about its
business untroubled by 24/7 constant trickie human interaction.

Our concerns for the negative impact on the nature reserve fall into 3 main
categories:



ii.

Disturbance & Disruption to wildlife by increased human presence

There is something of a contradiction in terms about having a nature
reserve — which Churchyard Close already is - and then making it
publicly accessible without any form of management or control.
Generally, we all know that humans, without meaning to be, are a
detriment to the lives of wildlife. Human interaction disrupts and
interrupts feeding, hunting and roosting patterns, thus humans
should not be passing through nature’s living quarters 24-7.

Also, there is the risk of introducing uncontrolled dogs to the reserve.
Many of the allotment holders are dog lovers/owners, but dogs,
especially off leash, are a disturbance to wild life. A visit to any of the
Thorpe open spaces during the 2020 lockdown - when it was
stipulated that dogs must be kept on leads — would find a significant
minority of dog owners who refused to abide by that. For example,
on Laundry Lane Recreation ground there were typically at least 3 or 4
dogs off the lead on any given pass-through; similarly a visit to
Whitlingham Country Park on any day, will find that in the “reserve”
section, where dogs are clearly stipulated to be on leads, that rule is
completely ignored by numerous dog owners. Therefore, many of us
fear that allowing access to the public, will bring dogs, which wili very
negatively impact the wildlife, particularly the deer and other
mammals which rest by hiding in the undergrowth and copses during
the day, and also low nesting birds.

Also, in most of the other spaces such as Gargle Hill, Belmore Woods,
etc., there is a significant level of damage to trees (not necessarily
vandalism, sometimes just youthful exuberance, small fires, BBQOs
etc.). As a community we feel very worried for the established trees
and green life of Church Close if it were to become more readily
accessible — and of course, in turn worried for the animals, birds and
insects for whom those trees and plants are home.

Loss of mature trees

We are very concerned about the risk of destruction of mature trees
to create the revamped pond area. There are quite a number of very
established native trees on that part of the reserve and we would
object to them being taken down there {or anywhere else on the
reserve). Not only are they a critical habitat for the wildlife there,
they are also ecologically critical for our local environment in terms of
giving us oxygen, storing carbon, and stabilising the soil.
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ifi.  Negative Impact of security fencing on mammals within the reserve

Our final point on the impact on the wildlife is linked to our next
concern, namely security (see point 3 below): in order to protect
the legitimate interests of the allotment holders, there has to be
some seriously robust, high fencing that cannot be got around or over
by humans.

The proposed fencing will have a detrimental effect on wildlife from
the nature reserve area accessing an important food source in the
allotment area. For example, Hedgehogs feed on what some might
say are the allotment holders' worst enemy - slugs. Foxes prey on the
active rodent population also found in the allotment area.

Furthermore, it follows that if additional security is deemed to be
necessary on site to cater for public access, then this may need to be
extended to some of the other boundaries which back onto
residential property such as Elizabeth Avenue. Whether this is to be
funded by the council, or by the residents of the properties (Point 10
below), either way, it will be catastrophic for wildlife accessing and
leaving the proposed wildlife area to hunt and forage.

Depriving such animals of such a valuable food source by erecting a
new security fence not only is unforgivable it is contradictory to the
NDP policy 1 of Protecting & Enhancing the Natural Environment. Any
such fence, if constructed, will require the addition of approved buiit
in wildlife access features.

Existing examples of fencing surrounding open space areas in Thorpe
cannot be described as wildlife friendly, rather quite the opposite.
Security fencing does not need to keep wildlife out.

We feel that before any decisions are made, the council needs to carry outa
documented wildiife assessment of their proposals and also a detailed
management pian be produced - involving wildlife conservation groups to
help with their wildlife assessments before any work in these areas is carried
out.

We would also refer to the Thorpe St Andrew Town Council Neighbourhood
Development Plan (NDP), in particular “Policy 1 — Protecting & Enhancing the
Natural Environment” within which Churchyard Close is specifically marked as
a TSA Green/Open Space. The full wording of Policy 1, including the map of
TSA Green/Open Spaces, is attached as Appendix D.

We consider the following extracts to be particularly pertinent:
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e Policy 1 Intention [7.1]: “The Thorpe St Andrew natural environment

»

will be protected......................

» Policy 1 Justification [7.2): “......cceceeeeoe.... The town has higher than
average tree cover, containing significant areas of woodland
retaining good specimens of individual trees.............coeonuuess”

¢ Policy 1 Justification [7.5]: “ In addition to factual evidence, public
consultation feedback has indicated that this shall be a fundamental
policy of the TSA NDP. It is seen as a policy which will protect and
preserve the environmentally important open spaces in TSA, This is
evidenced by 82.84% of respondents stating specific areas of TSA
need protecting, specifically woodland, River Green, and general
open spaces. During consultation events, local people highlighted
these areas on a map when identifying areas for no development,
requiring protection. * [said map clearly identifies Churchyard Close
as such]

Taking into account the numerous and varied concerns we have raised above
for the wildlife, mature trees and nature reserve eco-system, we would
contend that the proposals for Churchyard Close are contrary to these policy
statements.

Allotment Security

We all have grave concerns about security. As explained above, in recent
years the two access points, from Hillside Avenue and from Elizabeth Avenue
via the little path adjacent the school back gate, have always been under lock
and key, which tends to get opened by the first to arrive in the morning and
closed by the last to leave at night. This system seems to have worked well
and, there have been no issues in recent years with theft or vandalism on the
aliotment site.

However, a number of different allotment holders who have held their plots
for much longer, bear witness that before the access was secured by key and
padlock, there were frequent issues with theft and vandalism of both
property and crops, and at least one occurrence when someone’s shed was
burnt down,

As if to underline our concerns on this, today’s EDP reports a recent
occurrence at Bluebell Allotments in the city when the perimeter was
breached, and 27 sheds broken into {Appendix E1). Also, we note that the
Thorpe St. Andrew school allotment has recently been vandalised, as
reported in the school’s Thorpe Life Issue 34 (Appendix E2).
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As allotment holders, we all invest considerable amounts of money in our
sheds, tools and equipment, and both money and time in growing our crops.
Typically, cur sheds, tools and equipment such as fruit and vegetable cages
and crop protection covers, if we were to count up the costs, would amount
to substantial amounts — probably over £1,000 sometimes perhaps as much
as £2,000 per plot over the initial few years alone, depending what kind of
equipment is necessary. This is a big investment of money for things that we
expect to last a long time. (This does not include the annual ongoing cost of
seeds, compost, plants, allotment fees, water etc.).

In addition to the above, dogs whether officially sanctioned on the nature
reserve or not, must be prevented from accessing the allotments, to avoid
them defecating/urinating on crops. This is a concern especially for salad
type crops that don’t get cooked before being eaten; also there is a strong
risk of introducing parasitic worms longer-term to the soil where we are
working with our hands and growing our crops.

Thus, the prospect of the Elizabeth Avenue entrance being opened up to the
public makes the Hillside Allotment holders feel very anxious.

If the nature reserve is to be publicly accessible from Elizabeth Avenue, then
to protect the legitimate interests of the allotment holders some seriously
high and robust fencing and gating would be necessary — similar in height and
strength to the existing gate at Elizabeth Avenue — entirely different from the
pretty-looking but ineffective picket fencing shown in the illustration that has
been publicised so far.

But this “solution” also presents some problematic unintended
consequences:

a. This would exclude much of the 4-legged wildlife from 80% of its
current foraging area, see Point 2 above,

b. We fear that it may necessitate the destruction of the existing hedge
line that separates the nature reserve from the allotments which runs
along the top of plots 33 and 34, and also the fencing off or even
destruction of some of the dense bramble, blackthorn, butlace and
damson thicket that runs along the top of Plot 69. These are
currently very active nesting focations for many of the birds referred
to in point 2 above, and also home to bank voles and other small
mammals. The bramble thicket is also one of the key routes for deer,
foxes and hedgehogs to access the allotment site because it is
overgrown and they enter covertly that way.

c. This type of security fence would be extremely unattractive and

would be at a detriment to the beauty of the existing nature reserve.
From the perspective of the nature reserve looking South towards the

11
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river, it would certainly completely eliminate the “wonderful vista
across the town” referred to in the Summer 2021 newsletter p.7.

d. The security fencing alone would to be approximately 100m in length,
(just to cover the Southern boundary of the reserve) - a significant
cost to establish and potentially to maintain (point 10).

It has been mooted that one solution would be some kind of magnetic or
time-coded gate at Elizabeth Avenue, but — some of our members having
worked in the technology and security sectors - we are well aware that these
kinds of security are very easily got around by anyone incentivised enough to
do so — and the value of the tools and equipment, perhaps even the food, on
the allotment site would be some incentive, particularly in these increasingly
difficult financial times.

We would re-iterate at this point that Churchyard Close is already operating
as a publicly accessible nature reserve; it is presently accessed by local
residents {non-allotment holders} via the Hillside Avenue entrance, but only
when the gate is unlocked, which tends to be dawn to dusk - as such, very
occasional visitors have to walk up the central path and are subject to at least
some casual scrutiny by the allotment holders.

Aside from this informal arrangement, we are in support of encouraging
public access to the Churchyard Close via organised local groups e.g. nature
groups, history groups, children and young people’s educational groups,
senior citizen’s groups, disabled groups etc. Going back to point 1 above,
leaving things as they are would have the advantage of making the reserve
MORE accessible to the less mobile amongst those kind of groups. It would
also meet the needs of the allotment holders with respect to security of their
property and crops.

Impact on Elizabeth Avenue Residential area

As Thorpe St Andrew residents, we are extremely concerned for the residents
of Elizabeth Avenue in particular, many of whom we know to be elderly
and/or vulnerable. Our concern is mainly on two issues:

a. Their right to security and their right to enjoy their own property

If Churchyard Close is made accessible to the public via Elizabeth
Avenue then there is a very real risk that it will become a magnet for
anti-social behaviour, including the use of alcohol and drugs. Our
reasons for thinking this are as follows:

A problem with drug taking already exists around the steep footpath
bordering Gargle Hill Woods, just on the other side of the footbridge,
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and further up along the margin with Laundry Lane recreation ground.
(Many allotment holders walk to the allotments via that route and it
has been a running “joke” amongst us, albeit a very rueful one).
Marijuana can often be smelt there - regularly over the past few years
from late afternoon into the evenings — in fact it has been unusual to
walk that path this year without being able to smell it. Over the past
year or so, various members have also occasionally witnessed what
looks suspiciously like regular dealing going on around that corner.

There have also been well documented issues with other anti-social
behaviour (vandalism, drugs, alcohol, intimidation etc.) within the
other public spaces within TSA such as Fitzmaurice Park and Carey’s
Meadow.

Making Churchyard Close into a more publicly accessible but wooded,
covert type of space, mostly enclosed and not overlooked or
patrolled, or subject to any natural scrutiny in the way that say
Laundry Lane is, seems to be inviting the existing issues just to spread
out and migrate into Churchyard Close.

At this point, we would also draw attention to the fact that the
proposed entrance from Elizabeth Avenue is directly adjacent the
back gates of Hillside Avenue Primary & Nursery School, which
raises various safeguarding concerns.

Returning to Elizabeth Avenue, the residents, some of whom are
elderly and vulnerable not only have gardens which back onto the
Nature Reserve, but are actually physically overlooked by it, being
slightly lower. Opening up Churchyard Close as proposed would be a
worrying security risk for them, as well as a potential infringement of
their ability to enjoy their own back gardens in privacy.

The covert nature of the reserve and the need to keep as much green
cover as possible for the wildlife to thrive as it currently does, means
that you cannot compare this space to, say, the Laundry Lane Tree
Plantation, which is in a well-lit area and comparatively overlooked by
housing, rather than it overlooking the houses themselves.

b.  Exacerbation of Existing Parking Issues on Elizabeth Avenue.

Parking on Elizabeth Avenue is already very challenging for local
residents at times. It is a relatively narrow road with a difficult
configuration around the bottom {South West) end, where it bends
around towards to Elizabeth Court. At school drop off and pick up
times it gets even worse. Residents worry that there are times when
an emergency service vehicle would struggle to get down there due to
parked cars.

13
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We also know that for the existing open spaces in TSA, a very large
number of visitors arrive by car, as evidenced by how busy the
Laundry Lane car park is.

Therefore, where are the visitors to the proposed Churchyard Close
going to park? This seems certain to cause even more problems for
Elizabeth Avenue residents.

It could be counter argued that the reserve is not expected to attract
a high number of visitors, but in that case this would further under
line our concerns as local rate payers and tax payers, as described
more fully under point 10 below.

5. Security of Water Supply

Security of the water supply to the allotments is absolutely critical to the
allotment holders. The source/plumbing etc. is located within Churchyard
Close Nature Reserve. Were this to be vandalised or otherwise damaged by
visitors to the reserve, resulting in a disruption of water supply to the
allotments, this could result in the loss of all crops grown in a given year,
which would be devastating to allotment holders.

We are not aware of other public spaces within Thorpe St Andrew that have
such a critical utility/facility in them.

Security surrounding the source/plumbing would need to be upgraded
substantially in order to provide the necessary reassurance of supply to the
allotments, which would come at an additional cost {Point 10)

6. Loss of Allotments — for current and future generations

The proposals to relocate the disabled parking and turning area will resultin
the unnecessary loss of an allotment plot which could and should be used for
its intended purpose as an allotment. This is a space that could instead,
perhaps, be used for a local community group/school/organisation to grow
vegetables and enjoy allotment life.

Worse still, in order to have any chance of making the proposed
parking/turning space safe, accessible and viable, we fear that the plan might
be revised to sacrifice even more aliotment plots in that area, plots which are
critical to less able people because of their location adjacent the main
path/water supply.

14
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Allotment space is in high demand at present, and given the recent approval
of additional residential development in the area (Pinebanks etc.}, demand is
likely to increase.

Therefore we would strongly object to the loss of any allotment plots.

Air & Ground Pollution

Further to point 5 above, regarding the proposed location for the turning
area/disabled parking:

a. Vehicles manoeuvring and parking would create substantial exhaust
emissions which would be hazardous to the adjoining allotment
holders working their plots, and toxic to their crops.

b. Run-off of heavy particulates from the proposed hard standing would
leach into the ground and gradually but surely cause poliution of the
soil on the allotments immediately below the new parking area.

[The existing turning circle is in a space which does not impinge either on the
allotments or the nature reserve].

Concerns about the revamped pond area

If you ask most anyone, and show them a bit of blue on a map which says
Pond area or Wildlife pond, their initiai reaction would be very positive.
Everyone loves a good pond, including allotment holders!

But the reality of creating and maintaining a pond is very different.

i.  Firstly, it is not a natural site to have a pond. i.e. very free draining
soil at the top of a hill. It is counter intuitive to make this a project for
this particular nature reserve. This is why the existing “pond” (now in
the undergrowth) is an artificial one, and has fallen to looking less
than idyllic (from a human point of view).

ii. We fear (based on the artist's drawing Appendix C) that it will come at
the cost of taking down many established trees in that area, which
most allotment holders are strongly opposed to, for the reasons set
out in Point 2 above {detriment to nature reserve and existing
wildlife)

iii.  For the protection of both 4-legged wildlife and our 2-legged visitors
(i.e. to minimise deaths by drowning of hedgehogs, rodents and
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humans) It will be need to be large enough to be very shallow sided —
which would mean removing even more trees.

iv. It will also come with a financial cost for building it, and then
maintaining it — which we believe may have been under-estimated.
We know that keeping an artificial pond live and healthy is actually
quite hard work and a bit of an art form. it won't just look after itself.

v. Has consideration been given to the public liability issues of
unsupervised access to a pond area, however small?

The residents of Thorpe St Andrew are already blessed with a number of
publicly accessible natural aquatic habitats such as Thorpe Marshes, River
Green, footpaths by the River Yare, Carey’s Meadow, and various ponds in
Belmore woods. As local residents we would guestion whether revamping
the pond within Churchyard Close is a good use of funds {point 10 below).

Finally, we would point out that the small rather unglamorous pond currently
in the undergrowth — whilst not an attraction for human visitors - is actually
functioning well as a low-key covert watering hole for wildlife, Most
significantly, it is believed stitl to house a colony of Great Crested Newts, one
of our members having come across them a couple of years ago and having
registered them with the local authorities at the time. These are a protected
species and it is illegal to damage or destroy their resting or breeding place.
The UK government website specifically lists “maintaining or restoring a
pond” as an activity that can harm them.

Thus we are generally against the idea of revamping the pond area as we feel
there is too much to lose, for the sake of an artificial water feature that
would not naturally exist there.

Concerns about likely loss of bee hives

The published illustration (P.7 of Summer Newsletter) indicates a couple of
areas of “Existing Bee Hives”. Sadly, the bee hives have not been there for
some months; we are not 100% sure of the reason, or whether they are
planned to return.

However, some bee-keeping acquaintances have been very clear that they
would not even consider keeping their bees in a place with unrestricted
public access, because of a) the potential disturbance to the bees and b} the
risk of liability to the public.

Therefore, we fear that having unrestricted/unsupervised public access
would mean the bee hives can never return, which would be a loss both to
the nature reserve and to the allotments.
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10. Financial Considerations

Speaking as residents of Thorpe St Andrew present and future, we have
questions and concerns about the purely financial costs of the proposals.

On the surface it looks like quite a simple project, but we have attempted to
explain above why we think that there would be significant future costs in
order adequately to protect the different stakeholders who are most likely to
be impacted by it — both initial capital outlay, and ongoing maintenance.

These costs would include:

a.  Having to build a new turning circle and disabled car parking in a space
for allotment holders which is neither large enough nor suitably
located, has been underestimated in terms of what it will take to make
it both safe and accessible to less abled people.

b.  Costs of installing robust new security gates (both pedestrian and
vehicular) and at least 100 metres of robust, high fencing, in order to
prevent unauthorised access and damage to the allotments area, also
to be wildlife friendly (Southern boundary).

¢.  Possible cost of enhanced security fencing for other boundaries (also
wildlife friendly).

d.  Costs of installing and maintaining time-locked security gates at
Elizabeth Avenue, as has been mooted;

e. Costs of making the proposed new nature reserve inclusive of all
physical abilities.

f. Costs of assessment and ongoing maintenance of the entire site to take
into account Health & Safety risks in view of a change to unrestricted,
unsupervised access.

g.  Costs of impact assessment on wildlife/nature reserve flora and fauna.

h.  Costs of ongoing police and park patrols, at all times of day/night to
ensure no issues with anti-social behaviour / criminality.

i. Possible impact on public liability insurance costs, particularly in view of
unsupervised access to a pond area.

j- Cost of building, and then maintaining long-term, a revamped pond in a
jocation which would not naturally facilitate a pond
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k.  Cost of housekeeping — dealing with public littering, bins, animal
excrement, and wilful discard of items such as BBQs; sanitation;
maintenance of the grounds and infrastructure.

At a time when public funds are in short supply and likely to continue to be so
following on from the Covid-19 pandemic, this looks to be a significant initial
and ongoing cost - taking funds which could be better employed elsewhere
than this very small parcel of land; the fact that some assurances have been
given that the intention / expectation is for only a very small number of local
people to use the space, only underlines this.

Speaking as local rate payers and tax payers, we do not think this represents
good value for money, particularly when we already have a large amount of
green space available to people within TSA, and this small space represents
less than % of a percent of what is open to the public on an unrestricted
basis.

[TSA Green/Open Spaces map identifying Churchyard close amongst other
spaces, is included within the Neighbourhood Development Plan Policy 1 -
attached as Appendix D]

Conclusion: Sustainability at Heart

Speaking both as local residents and allotment holders, sustainability is at the heart
of what we stand for as a community. Itis a common theme in our discussions
between ourselves that we all care about, and fee! we have a personal responsibility
as custodians, for this very special community asset - to protect it to the best of our
abilities for future generations, both of allotment holders and other Thorpe 5t
Andrew residents, be they 2-legged, 4-legged or winged.

What we have at present is a very special, we believe locally unique, wildlife site,
which is heaving with nature and ticks the boxes both national and local about
wilding and re-wilding spaces. It is at the heart of, and is much valued and treasured
by, a very significant allotment community of some 300+ residents of TSA, of all ages
and physical/mental abilities, and is key to their continued physical and mental
health.

For those people, it also incorporates an invaluable turning and disabled/less able
parking space for allotment holders, with minimal impact on the wildlife; and
sustainable food production both now and for future generations.

We have bee hives (or at least the potential for them to return}, a community

orchard, and a diverse range of other habitats, brimming with as many wild animals,
birds and insects as one could hope for, a kind of Oasis-in-Suburbia.
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We also already have public access albeit on a controlled basis - and the current
parking arrangement makes it inclusive of less able-bodied people.

We have a safe-space, natural, peaceful area backing onto the residential area of
Elizabeth Avenue and, on one side, Hilly Plantation.

We have one of the specific areas identified on the TSA Green/Open Spaces map
(Thorpe St Andrew Neighbourhood Development Plan - Policy 1 Justification, Point
7.7), which local residents wanted to be protected, that is already protected.

We have all this at a fairly minimal cost in terms of ongoing maintenance.

We strongly believe that the proposals being discussed would come with the
likelihood of losing/impairing all of the above, and at a substantial financial cost both
capital outlay and ongoing costs.

There is a real risk of turning Churchyard Close Nature into just another open space
reserve (of which we are already blessed with many in Thorpe St Andrew), and losing
its unique character.

Furthermore, we feel that the erection of the (sadly necessary) security fence, in
separating the allotments from the reserve area - in addition to disturbing the
natural equilibrium that exists within the reserve, and with the allotments - would be
like driving a wedge between one part of our Thorpe community and another, and is
a very bad message to send out.

It would also spoil the beauty of this very special place for everyone who visits, on
either side of the fence.

Qur petition would be

s to keep the operation and functioning of Churchyard Close and the Hillside
Allotment site unchanged, or very little changed, to how it already is; but

¢ also for the council and allotment holders to work together with local
groups and organisations to encourage greater access by local residents in a
controlled way that enables more local people to enjoy this special place,
without significant detriment or loss to the existing stakeholders {wildlife,
allotment holders and immediate local residents).
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APPENDIX A
Outline of the current arrangements

Oid Churchyard Close Nature Reserve is currently described as a closed reserve, i.e. it
is available to the public but visits may be made on an accompanied basis only, by
arranged appointment via the parish council office.

The reserve is located at the top of the Hillside Aliotments site. There is no formal
boundary between the nature reserve and the allotment site, other than some
established heading/trees running West-East to the pathway, and a dense bramble
thicket running West East from the central pathway towards the school playing field
side.

There are currently two entry points/access routes:

= Firstly, from Hillside Avenue/Yarmouth Road direction. This gives access to
the reserve to both vehicles and pedestrians, via the central aliotment track.
Entry is via a high security gate with a padlock at the Hillside Avenue end.
This gate is generally open from roughly dawn to dusk, being opened by the
first allotment holder to arrive in the morning and closed by the last to leave
in the evening. {or otherwise by arrangement with the council office)

e Secondly, from Elizabeth Avenue/Gargle Hill direction, via a high security gate
adjacent to the back gates of the primary school. This is a pedestrian-only
access used by allotment holders who pass along a footpath on the edge of
the reserve to get to the allotment site, which lies to the South of it. This gate
is closed as a rule, being unlocked then relocked by allotment holders
whenever they pass through it.

Finally a small part of the nature reserve near to the central aliotment track forms a
parking area for disabled and less able allotment holder’s vehicles, and a turning
space for allotment holders who have had to come up the track to deliver
heavy/bulky items to their plots, before returning to park at the bottom of the
allotment area.
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APPENDIX B

Proposed changes

Although the information available is very sketchy at this consultation stage, it
appears from the artist’s impression and description that has been published
{“Churchyard Close Open Spaces Project”), that the proposal is to:

1. Open the nature reserve up to the general public on an unaccompanied
basis;

2. Separate the nature reserve area from the allotment area by erecting a
security gate and fencing along a West-East line to the South of the reserve
area;

3. Relocate the existing disabled parking and turning circle from its current

location just inside the reserve, to a small allotment on the other side of the

proposed new fence;

Establish a new wildflower meadow where the turning circle currently is;

5. Revamp the existing pond area, including removal of mature trees

6. Clearance and removal of various mature trees and undergrowth across the
reserve.

=
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APPENDIX D

THORPE ST ANDREW NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN
7. Policy 1 - Protecting and Enhancing the Natural Environment
Thorpe St Andrew NDP Policy 1: Protecting and Enhancing the Natural Environment

Development should minimise the disruption of habitats and seek to conserve and enhance
existing environmentally important sites and their biodiversity. Development in areas of
local importance including valued green and open spaces must be appropriate and
proportionate in terms of its scale and impact. This includes:

1) Racecourse Plantation

2) Brown’s Plantation

3) Belmore Plantation

4} Thorpe Island

5) Cary’s Meadow (Broads Autharity Executive Area)
6) River Green {Broads Authority Executive Area)
7) Sir George Morse Park

8) Gargle Hill Woodland

9) Fitzmaurice Park

10) Laundry Lane Tree Plantation

11) Weston Pits

12) Townpit Plantation

13) Chapel Lane Pit/South Avenue Dell

14) Thorpe Marshes/St Andrew Broad

15) Thorpe Ridge

16} Weston Wood

Policy 1 Intention

7.1 The Thorpe St Andrew natural environment will be protected, and opportunities will
be sought for its maintenance and enhancement, increasing the benefits for
residents and wildlife

Policy 1 Justification

7.2 Thorpe St Andrew has many natural environmental features, from wooded parks to
open grassy meadows and fields. The wildlife is numerous and varied, ranging from
insects to large mammals such as deer and foxes. The town has a higher than
average tree cover, containing significant areas of woodland and retaining good
specimens of individual trees. Some of these remain from the original woodland
which was once extensive, and some from field and boundary trees. The abundance
of street and mature garden trees gives Thorpe St Andrew its special character.
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Many of these trees are subject to Tree Preservation Orders (TPOs) and some fall
within the conservation area. The main areas of significant woodland in Thorpe 5t
Andrew are:

» Gargle Hill Woods

» Laundry Lane Tree Plantation

* Racecourse, Belmore and Brown's Plantation

» Thorpe Island

There are a number of dells, pits, and marshes within the town which are also
features of its character and identity, these include:

¢ Weston Pits

e Thorpe Ridge

« Chapel Lane Pit / South Avenue Dell

» Thorpe Marshes/St Andrews Broad

» Cary’s Meadow

In addition to factual evidence, public consultation feedback has indicated that this
shall be a fundamental policy of the Thorpe St Andrew NDP. It is seen as a policy
which will protect and preserve the environmentally important green open spaces in
Thorpe St Andrew. This is evidenced by 82.84% of respondents stating specific areas
of Thorpe St Andrew need protecting, specifically woodland, River Green, and
general open spaces. During consultation events, local people highlighted these
areas on a map when identifying areas for no development, requiring protection.

River Green is designated as open space within Policy TSAS: River Green Open Space
within the Broads Loca! Plan 2019, with Cary’s Meadow identified as an area to be
conserved and enhanced for its contribution to landscape, wildlife, and recreation in
Policy TSAL: Cary’s Meadow.

References: MHCLG {DCLG 2019)
loint Core Strategy for Broadland, Norwich and South Norfolk 2016 Growth
Triangle Area Action Plan 2016
North East Green Infrastructure Strategy 2016
Broads Local Plan 2019

[PLEASE SEE FOLLOWING PAGE FOR ACCOMPANYING MAP]
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Protacting and Enbancing the Natural Environment Map

TSA Green [ Open Spaces

CHURCHYARD CLOSE
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APPENDIX E1

BLUEBELL ALLOTMENT BREAK-INS — EDP ARTICLE 14/07/2021
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APPENDIX E2

CUTTING FROM THORPE LIFE ISSUE 34 —25™ JUNE 2021

‘We now have bwo
macking areas ready to -

& used, alf craated using

matarivls found in and
wound the alintment: Paths have been
uperoded with straw to give it colour and
10 5i0p woeds growsng ani relsxing sreas
hove best ceated. Wa have gsovn soma
produce and soma e resdy 1o be picked.
mwdmmmmum
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43 tchool and Sirth Form as listed on the site, As

=3 you are aware, we have been taking significant

sﬁepsinrecemmomhstoadduum:nddﬂmmmmdu
everything we can to address this socketal issue.

Since the publication of the website and the heightened awareness,
we a5 3 school, have provided the fallowing suppork and changes (o
aur practice;

N Lessons & both PSHE and Form Time on Sexuel Harsssment,
These will continue to be 2 Feature of our pastoral curriculun
woving forward.

. A focus group In the school {thar now has 87 members) u);
own google classroom 2nd mectings to tackle how
discuss the issue.

saxuel horassment. |
. Feedback to parents for support and Indormation th
newsiatters and direct contact.
- A separate pact of our safeguarding systera has bean
50 we G monitor the Jevel of disclosure and respanse. |

reported concam.
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Thomas Foreman

From: Walker, Samuel <samuel.walker@norfolk.gov.uk>
Sent: 02 August 2021 10:35

To: Thomas Foreman

Subject: Notification of Greater Norwich Local Plan Submission

Please do not reply to this email. Forward any questions to:_gnip@norfolk.gov.uk

Sent on behalf of Mike Burrell, Greater Norwich Planning Policy Team Manager

Dear Consultee
Notification of Greater Norwich Local Plan Submission

I am writing to you as a registered consultee on the Greater Norwich Local Plan consultation
database.

On 30 July 2021, the Greater Norwich Development Partnership which consists of Broadland
District Council, Norwich City Council and South Norfolk Council submitted the Greater Norwich
Local Plan to the Secretary of State for Housing, Communities and Local Government for
independent examination in accordance with Regulation 22 of the Town and Country Planning
{Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 (as amended) and Section 20 of the Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 (as amended).

The Greater Norwich Local Plan is for Greater Norwich as a whole, however some of the
requirement will be met by a separate South Norfolk Village Clusters Housing Allocations Plan.

The following documents and information have been submitted:
1. The Regulation 19 Pre-submission Draft Greater Norwich Local Plan which contains the

planning strategy for growth in Greater Norwich from 2018 to 2038 and the planning allocation
policies for the sites to deliver the strategy;

2. Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment of the Greater Norwich Local
Plan including Non-Technical Summary, Regulation 19 SA Report and Appendices (January
2021);

3. Habitats Regulation Assessment (July 2021);

4. Submission policies maps which show changes to the existing adopted policies maps;

5. Greater Norwich Local Plan Statement of Consultation;

6. Greater Norwich Local Plan Duty to Cooperate Statement;

7. Supporting documents and the Core Document Library relevant to the preparation of the

Greater Norwich Local Plan; and
8. Copies of representations made in accordance with Regulation 20.

The Greater Norwich Local Plan will now be subject to an independent examination to be
conducted by the Planning Inspectorate. Once confirmed, details relating to the examination
process will be advertised, made available online and sent to all respondents.

To assist the Planning Inspector throughout the examination, Mrs. Annette Feeney has been
appointed as independent Programme Officer. If you have any questions about the Examination
process, please contact Mrs. Feeney at annette.feenev2@norfolk.gov.uk or on 07775
771026. Postal Address: Mrs. Annette Feeney, Programme Officer, c/o Greater Norwich Local
Plan Team, County Hail, Martineau Lane, Norwich NR1 2DH.
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Inspection of documents

In accordance with Regulation 35(b), the entire suite of documents is available to view on the

Greater Norwich Local Plan website at www.gnlp.org.uk. In line with current amendments to the

Local Planning Regulations due to the Coronavirus (Covid-19) pandemic, hard copies of

documents will not be available for public viewing at premises at this time. If you wish to contact

us, please phone the Greater Norwich Local Plan Team on 01603 306603 or email
nip@norfolk.gov.uk

Yours sincerely

Mike Burrell
Greater Norwich Planning Policy Team Manager

To see our email disclaimer click here http://www.norfolk.gov.uk/emaildisclaimer
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Changes to national planning policy

Two key documents have been published this week (20"July) which are the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and the National Model Design Code.

Updated National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

The NPPF has been revised to implement policy changes in response to the Building
Better Building Beautiful Commission “Living with Beauty” report and incorporate the
increased focus on design. Please see the link below which is helpful to compare
the main changes to the document

https://draftable.com/compare/BlL.KUKEsnOHwk

The written ministerial statement sets out that the changes:

Make beauty and place-making a strategic theme in the Framework

Set out the expectation that local authorities produce their own design codes and
guides setting out design principles which new development in their areas should
reflect

Ask for new streets to be tree-lined

Improve biodiversity and access to nature through design

Put an emphasis on approving good design as well as refusing poor quality schemes

In addition, the changes include:

emphasis of the importance of retaining and explaining the historic and social context
of historic statues, plaques, memorials or monuments rather than removing them

an update on the use of Article 4 Directions

an expectation that local planning authorities take a proactive approach to engaging
with key delivery bodies and other stakeholders at the pre-application stage of local
plan making

We will reflect by verbal update any changes in the NPPF on planning applications
being reported to Committees next week and will now be used in all planning
decision and plan making.

National Model Design Code (NMDC)

Published on 20th July 2021 (MHCLG), the code sets out new standards of
beauty, qualityand design for all new developments. This can be found at the
following link

hitps://imww.gov.uk/government/publications/national-model-design-code

Building on the 2019 National Design Guide, itis intended to inform local design
guides and codes or, in the absence of local guidance, act in their stead. It places
local communities at the heart of plans to make sure that new developments reflect
the history and unique character of their areas and are beautiful and well-designed.
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