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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree B

Disagree D

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree B/

Disagree D
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D
Disagree E/
Comments... Qﬂ ........

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

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

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99



SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL
Qctober 1999

H ON P SH - Dev

Response I'orm

1 Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

1
Agree L
Disagree IZ]
o | feel that in taking no action could send the wrong
message to Milton Keynes Borough Council. It would appear

............................................................................................................
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

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

‘has.no.full foundation.for."carte.blanche”.development..of the.green......
belt:-The effects.of-such a large.development.on the.infrastructure ........
roads, water, sewerage, hospitals , education + pollution & poor

transport need to be carefully considered.
2 Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the

village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D

Disagree E] ,

the.community..This is especially. so when if we. turn.dawn.......................
development.then.it is. likely.that.it. will appear.in. someane.else’s.............
‘back-garden.and.vice.versa... Further, .in.taking. this stance.could rule......
out-Sherington-from-development.that could-be-positive for......................
‘Sherington-even-on-a-limited basis.- The-proposed-course-of-action----
would be seen to be 'so 'negative by MKBEC:+ developers-that we-

(Sherinton) would not be listened to. SR
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/ : Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be: i

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the exi ng sc or helping to finance a new one:
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree L_")

Disagree ﬂ

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

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Strength only comes in numbers and therefore good communication
must'be maintained with other like-minded communities: to ensure-that people: e
within the Village-are represented fully, listened to-and whose views and - -+«-----+.c.c.......
opinions are acted-upon. It is hoped. that our.wishes are acted. upon.and.notthe............
those.within. the ‘“city”.who .wish.ta swallow BB LB s oo ronnonsansnsenenoasisnisaserersrsnsnsinsennsencs

()

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

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

Any development that is made MUST reflect the local style and rural building
materials used and not mirror image of MK standard brick built housing.

Limited planning to the full benefit of Sherington must be made to ensure

glat future generations are not left with the mistakes that could be made today.
lease return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999,

wl.she-L/APPR'S
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

. uf

Disagree D
Comments....tLQE...."y/{ZL...L..*\.%E. kil ... JE 34 TC}‘—TD"" ................
.......... Lecae.. .44/,&.5..69.%/9;?.4747....E’L.A.N....’i-.?ﬁis./:?.e. GATANK.........

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree D
COMMBIES..........cccooniiiinnniiininennneenoreansscsasanssssnsenssssnsssensasnsnsasionsesnsesssstennsnanemnonns



Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

43117 -2

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it

brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

shops and other social activities.
Agree D

Disagree D

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999,

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree E/
OIS, ... homah oo B e e i I o R o S Wit SN i

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree @/
o RO . T e ——

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
i
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

e provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
e good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;

V{ enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;
provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree @/

T

Disagree D

Comments......... ’Jn.:, ........ 0\/?7 V... 0L WQ«Q ...... 2 MW\OL ...... V"LK,M
w.laatdon .o S e m,qlc.ﬂ/tb%uﬂ angdao ...

........ Dlaad......obasands.......on.... SN ke "}pv(? s, IR

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

44\/0*;{ ...... sl . XOVWML' ....... SW@“%/%

Maso yavamik e Tv.cndo 3o omdC...... . Soviracd v ... Qs
. mﬁ.ﬁf’w»\fﬂmwwa/: ........ 7}%««) Svsea....... msz(:@ ..... L. o %{7%

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRATSAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree D
Comments .........................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree D
OIS, ... arercesoaonnnesnssssosesessnnmnaansass sasbesane sansns dnasesiosnsiedsisvivdvandiouuooiveivaninsse

...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
e T T L LR L L L L L LT N L]
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

WoT suece  provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
wWhArFcel e good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
yes —, enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
7 &5 ——e helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;
> WioJikDe  provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
V&S —— o some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree B/

-
Disagree D
y 1 - . -7 . ~ 4 N - - 2 ) 7y =t ek Vi r
Comments? ./ o AL {‘,;‘;____,_é,’__b_/__v':_',z,_/:{_ﬁ’_'_f},)_,_,L{:_L,,::,jzjl;_{f_{_{_,/____Q,{i,’_ﬁ—_/,{l_“ fow.
NI To .o RL.ANRE..EADBC | T Ecgeomas TRk,
o AUTHORIS.G.. One 00 RO ST AN NAABEE
. RETTEA...MALs . . REL e ... IR0 GbTx...Cleyry),
G el S L UG S, o T R P
1... ..L..&.2.».1....'.”3.9..&'.::...’.:".'V.:P.':.i.:’.fZ—;.“.....f...“.....n.r.‘f..'..s:.f.e....s./.. i R L A
B e A Dy ¥ e W R A A=V R T N S AReSS
...'?.r.'I.....L/..;'.".‘l..f.'....'.".:.v.'.:”:‘.f'.‘.‘.'.I..T....Q'::!:‘..?.Q;;c.;..'..ﬁ.....z.m'..;r......»..;.t'..t}..c..u;i'...zh;u..).‘f..v!..c.'.eé..r;.‘).....-/
= Set out below any other views ou have on these issues
y

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRATISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree D/
Comments .........................................................................................................

...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree LZ(
L0 T 1111 1= o | £

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree B/

Disagree D

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

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

........ ... heliews.. SXr Hal.if..gesssble .
Suﬂw\m,Q,ch...t.&W&d m LV\%J/!’%\C@:L(& ........... o -

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree ,JZ/

Disagree D

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D

Disagree B/

a , %
/ / - Y '
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

-

Agree Q/

Disagree D

Comments......... p = TN x.'f’wfﬁmw‘/,}“ ...... b ST L\);./.
SOOI 7. 500 oSNNI Vo 2ot W Voo 4ot SORNOIOIN (A el
USRI Y 123 oereet SN 1 & SN ©7 - 22 gV 11| 57, QRS Q%) SIS

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

1 Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D

Disagree @/
Comments...[...E.&..‘:.‘...n.'.l.-.....i.‘:a.am.l.q(....L’.r.el....‘-'.'.n..g.!.—.l-f....C.Lma ..............
.......... '........b.a.s.(.:...P.p.aa'J.b.ls...r..am.o‘.if'.i.n.n.s.............................................

2 Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree Q/

Disagree D

Comments..I....B.c..‘:..c—..v..u....‘..-..‘s.}\...m.u.n.\-l...a.C".\ﬁr.s....C.L.».b...q\.l;....‘..«..u.s L
.anh..n.f:..ﬁ.‘.\a..Jb.uul.nl:‘.r;g.....s.'.b.&.s...Px.(.;...Ear.‘.v/.Af..cl...‘\.ns...P.a.S.i:l.Bl
borsen. agrsnd. g UK comneal . dong b a0, mu k...
Lbe. domnl. s, semvtees. hare.dmasl.. dosmhlesd. s lb....
s r bt passengiens.measliaf bhe bomy, s bebare |
..’I.w.sz...(2.0....m.t..-:\.t.mm...o.n.c...n.Lﬂ‘...«..mm.h.e.n...oJ.:...c.l).\.o\mg.«r.s...é.i.s.n ,
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

WOH{J "\O(.: L\dﬂ)b’\‘

e provision of some-fow i i ;

* good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials; ./

¢ enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one; ¢

* helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities; [

* provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and 7
* some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs;-

shops and other social activities.

Agree B/

Disagree D
Comrpents..l..mm...ﬂg.m.m.aL.'...nm.. mnrqgf‘skn‘a'—ltlﬁﬂd
..b.u.t.n.g....k.«.s.&.n‘....h. man bl cansarvalian. s k. lg.",.tl.n&'

o dosiagl. bbbl T hacsbormeg. L. sies el ot ...

’ .-'..l.:..e....c..c%r:.-n.n.J.n.c.s....olr.o.wm.c/...sp.nm.n.ﬁ..théﬁ.uﬂ. .80 L0
..(:.o....lén.s'...an..d:.s.n.v.u...w.l:\m.C...‘.5.I;.L'.ls...,-.a..l.n..f.L‘...n.(:...:9.:!1:..:3.,7.-.&:&s ;
.I.lva.l..s.r.....A.C.r..a.p.t...n.s..o.s/...m.o..f.:..b.x...m.l.cl.c..,.(?.l-..am.. I.ﬂ.h.(;.l.h.g._.._j'.ﬂ sL
...q...5f\m.g.‘.1-....n.o.n-(...a.[:...B.g,p.al:..,.ka..r!na‘...f?xn.x;r.dr:\...l.?-.f.l;...ﬂfaﬂ.'rL_’
RN e R S n..u.c.l-.\..:h...b..n.»(..t.ﬁxn.r.-.nJm..;.g:.e,....n.n....C.i\.s....n.».!J siole

Set out below any other views you have on these issues
' ol L';Ol'\ s

Lae b | .':n.gfl.ﬂpfl...%A.C«‘.H.i'.l.f:ﬂg...P:f: ofzk- :_rlo:sﬂ-\n s«i .

...q».l.s.n...s.n.s;'.i.s.k.e—,...n.n.t.Cg.qr...ys..n.n.mn.c.r....n.k:..n.knnr... Ao dk.. Ba....
' . . 1 - - = * | Kl |

...v:.c.-.w.».nm.-.mg;’....L.n.i..-.::...."ar:.o.x.u.c.. ...»44\0.(.‘-;.1.5...0.«\ aclanl. 5.

...'.':\.u.n.&;...(:Jnn.ug.(-a...nn.(.'....dlwf.»..«r .,.a.d.t.d...ap.unla‘.... ...........................

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99



49/117
SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL
October 1999
SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues
Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree D
Comments .........................................................................................................

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D\

Disagree D

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree I:I

Disagree

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

=9 - : (f - C— -
S)L‘( NG O [ S +—1\L \“-\! dod ol & f VA/\.‘vf'i_’w’

LR e IR

C e I S

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree Q/

Disagree D

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree Q/

Disagree D

...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
L O
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

e provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
e good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
)X+ enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
e helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;
% e provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
e some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree Jj

i g,
Comments........ ' «Qk:&c)\G&k—f\&,ﬁ—Q,QCLm G:{DMM

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

.........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRATSAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree I:I

Disagree

...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree M/
L0011 1111 1= T 1 £

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
i
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Disagree

Comments..... ﬁ

IS

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL
October 1999
SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree Z
COMMENLS...........coiiiniiiiinniiiiiieieeertenreneereneesaneecssnsssssnesesanesnnsssnnssesnnssanssssernnnnns

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree B/

Disagree D

................................................................................................
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

P a

Disagree D

COTIIBTINE .. . v o o T s os won s ww s e s Saliig PRy s SRR SRR ks X o uy T e L
..................... REANED Gl G 00 Vi A .

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

/Mm,—cfé'—l oven. A So TO 20 semiax /@'O)
=328 /RO SeEmxs M R

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

_m—

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree D
COMMMBIES... .0 oo fhaun somitio gasisive s b upbti oo PRI o e e

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

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree D
N A ot
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and

some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree

Comments... L. BELUEZNE. . THE. DEVE LOPLMENT. IS . ESSEVT 1AL
FOR..THI5... L ATURE.... QF .. THE.. X b ki ke G . LROMMRDIN L. TEHS
LS R 0AUTER. T NO T AL LORGE. . HAMS NG ES.TOTE....
THE.. AREA.... REMHAND...THE. . Akt S TREET.... MAHLD,,.
Ao A AN, RE..... BETTER.... AR DEME 0 PLIEN T
B T T . O0F.. . T HE.... Ytk BGE. .. .. T LS.
WNOMee ... MLAKE. ... SHER ANGTRMN... 0. L0 S e N Cp.... ST,
DR E..... B AL e,

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

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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...........................................................................................................................
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Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAIL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D

Disagree @/
Comments........ [£5b¢€t1_( ...... +Q' IW ..... ’"“U“I"'Ldza/(‘j tan. o

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree E/

Disagree D

Comments....... Q 6\1(}3 ........ N?’m’k}&icw“’\““‘fﬂt‘h\j
------------- ALXELETERELEELEE ".'"'.""""'"":'.."“ sessssssssssssassusnnsassssasfesssnsnnenssddesqeailes senenablonsaide
...... PCRIG Rl =Y wssble A meve oo 2 A3
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D
Disagree B/
Comments...”.. .‘3\?.”.: .......................................................................................
. W g s
P A S N0}
mﬁz}W«/a%JuuUc .........
KA CARMA. . C
£ 3 o‘u{:

KRl g et Developtet it s il e titind . e dihn
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prepoisd nigoheton

Set out below any other views you have on these issues
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Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARTISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response TI'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree D/

/',. / | L
Comments.................... el et IR Y ETE 2ot 7 3 38 S Kot BT, ... cwiines bl
e R AR ... V.&./.{...Sa.l‘..s«.s..l....~.-¢...‘....C'....'.'.'!*:‘-;i;.."s;,' ...... b ASG kR0
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........ B I I e ereeenees o I e B s ssameeses

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree l:l
Disagree B/
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree /

Disagree D
Comments...... ./j ...... r‘*‘/””’*’—r'}”“ﬁ“ ...................... oS T
et 0 =N VIO & v e 1 2. S oD e el M SIS . A ARG S, AR
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...........................................................................................................................

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRATISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree B/

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

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree B/
Comments...CS...... (o9, Fpel- EAE. . ind. TThE. a0,
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree B/

Disagree D

Comments .4\-&15. ..... ENS TE MosT SENNE. ?Q°%59L LAE. . SANNSTY
e BINKERED.. AR DL EISH LS. REFL SING . L AV, . DELELPEMEST,
LBt MNEIHEL. . CRMLLANE... BE...50.... .03 ELNN.... LA LTH. . ovEAad
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Set out below any other views you have on these issues

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

...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRATISAIL - Development Issues

Response TI'orm

1 Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to Proposals generated by others.

N Agree D
Disagree lg/
Comments... D4 sTzon. S Hevel.  AcTiueey  BESIST  Any
B LT SN IV U N = e
B I T oy N P

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

2 Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree B/ PM’CL»/

Disagree D

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

| * provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
Z « good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;

3 « enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;

4+ helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

§+ provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and

¢+ some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree B/

CommentsguA‘—(—(MP"" ....... g"“F?, ....................................
Nt Set out below any other views you have on these issues

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99



1-The Parish Council has no say on planning revisions after initial planning consent
so low cost housing becomes high cost.-[previous example -' Village Close']

2-Any development should meet good quality design,materials and style regardless of
whether or not the development gets the approval of the village.

3-The future of the village school is dependent upon it's quality and reputation not
only on the number of dwellings in the village.

4-If we need a new Village Hall [and I question that], then it needs to be
justified and if it is needed it can be built without bribery from developers.

5-This is too vague. Whatever is being offered will need maintenance in the
future-by who?

6-As with No 3 above, the future of any business in the village is dependent upon the
service that it provides not the number of residents. When Carters Close was
completed there were three shops in the village. Then one closed !
A case was made to close the White Hart due to lack of customers. When it
was taken over and rescued it was shown that it was a viable business,alas
without any new houses!!

COMMENT-

It is obvious that developers will offer a wide range of ‘planning gain’ bribes in order
to assist in meeting their objectives. These should be ignored . If the outcome of the
regional development programme dictates major development around Sherington
;there will be ample opportunity to negotiate planning gain.

ek o

7_‘1 i | ’31
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree Z
Comments .........................................................................................................

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree M
O T TT YO TS T e T e B e a1 o e e

...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
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...........................................................................................................................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree Z

Disagree D

...... !;g..'v.!é-:w}.é.c'f...?M'u.......zHWO.iza.......4.-9.‘.“‘.5.&.334....W.).l'.t.....".'@Q{\ZQ’(.(..v&............

Mike » Jhcior  Jn S’

= Set out below any other views you have on these issues

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

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

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree M

Disagree D

Comments........ccoevuiieneieineinieeneenanenes e e NN = .. .. .« s sessossass
.......... /fi—u¢{‘£."ﬂ$z:f’<a'r-:(é€?/'S‘I&"’a'/é""‘l/""f‘i""?éﬁ‘&f/\
.............. Amebily. iasladmct. SR e OTe An Ars H SAermbemamen fr—) .
............... T I T L T S — o = v S VA,
............... W“*—i—éané.cr/—*—%wf(mal.

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree E(

Disagree |:|

Comments........ Wi, bt o nt.. Ao e B SR Rt P tererranenens
................... §ﬁ¢ﬂﬂ5z&9q5¢=—°vﬁaq«s—évr¢{_7(:c#ﬁ¢%¢/‘ﬂﬂc.
................... Mh/#hﬂ ér"ﬂync:ﬁ..l-ﬁ—\m"é-...Eld‘l\..................................................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree M

z{m.v.wg-,ér— vz m/ﬁﬁa¥%t\ﬁﬂ"4/ﬁg&<éf*¢A°Wda
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Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

1 Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D

Disagree M/

2 Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree Ig/

Disagree D
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree M

Disagree D

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

k38, U2 =k
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree B/
Comments .........................................................................................................

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

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree

=

Disagree

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree @/

...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAIL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree E

Disagree D

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree B/

Disagree D

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

* provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;

* good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;

* enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;

* helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

¢ provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and

* some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree B

Disagree D

SRNEIERIR. ... . sty << csisncnan e nnniento U WRNRIIIE BRI Loy, - 5 - b

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

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree lﬂ
COMMENMES..........ccccoumnernmsesssarsssnnunsesssaanmmssannesnsssansunasssnasanstaeesanaasanssasasessases sssnss

...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree Q
c c.dlospn.. L oebibles B doveliped pntl e .
°"f,:":t:M4 ........ ’W‘.@M@J vt JIAIN Sotton. S Bleiate ... M ........................
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'
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree IZ]

Disagree D

Comments....ia..w./..cﬁml ............ QWL'M"G\ .............. As ﬁJOM@

W S W T.‘.’.‘.‘t‘.‘.'?‘.‘?‘.‘ff.ff‘.‘.‘.‘f.‘..’f:ff?iﬁfff:f“:?::::::::::::

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
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---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARTSH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree D
Commgnts .........................................................................................................

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree D
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Aorse v

Disagree D

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

1 Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree B/
Comments.... 775, WEWST  OF T 0iucd € Mk @Agddy | Feaw

2 Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

B/ I THAT raanP  LESIST

Agree

Disagree D
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D
-
Disagree B/
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- Set out below any other views ﬂ:vu have on these issues Lion SHokr OFM.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- hssesen

foc o CiTTREC grore o JURer s TIRE Lscc oA e Aren Sk
e o AT Pesooces,

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARTISH APPRATSAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree I:I

Disagree [j

Comments T™he 1%51Ues W/LA)‘
Lo ery

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree B/
Comments...gﬁﬂgf‘.{?.’%. - F*”WV ........................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

e o

Disagree D

Comments ¢ malhesk F’Y‘;é""'/)':j Wﬁ»" shewld be ks
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Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERTINGTON PARISH APPRATSAL - Development Issues

Response T'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D

Disagree

v
nts L\/ﬁ. .0 !"&L ) dOﬁ_gﬁ W’HL .......... 5‘/* MJ .....
o m”‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ g g

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Rires ud

Disagree D

kgl lilldse.... cathac. Lh
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree IZ/

Disagree D

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

-----------------------------------------------------------------

\

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response TI'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree B/
Comments... .,[. .....................................................................................
, ,¢ d otc(-t{ OL aw//a{ ,“V/fi ................
27, . >

................................................................ a

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

e v

Disagree D 2
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree M

Disagree D

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

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

1 Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree Q/

Disagree |:|

2 Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D

Disagree B/
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

l

Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

* provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;

2  good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
3 « enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
4 « helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

5SS
S

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and

some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree B/

Disagree D

Comments...},.2). \C. 12 )5Sy HAT. e Nex beveleguenT o
LON.COST..TR.. SN ARLE.. QUG Q. STAY. ANE. LA NG, SAR. CORE. To...
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Set out below any other views you have on these issues
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Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree Bf
Comments .........................................................................................................

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

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree @/\
COMIMENES....ciiii it e e et e e e et e e e e eeneeeeeneeeeeaeeeennnaaeeesnnnnesesnns
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree B/

Disagree D

2 AR

~ Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response TI'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree g/
COMMENES....coiriii i

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree Q/
L0 T 1 113 L= 3 £

...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

e 4

Disagree

Comments...M.
L]

((

= Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999,

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree

Disagree

Comments..,

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree IZ]

Disagree D
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree @

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARTISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D

Disagree

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree %
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

73/// 7-2

Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree M

Disagree D
Comments.................. \% ..... [‘/&"* Ll A Wwilalzw ........
{@ 2 /\r—éw:;f - _' ZZ{

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

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRATISAL - Development Issues

Response TI'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree Ig/
L0071 4114 T=T 3L PP

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree

Disagree
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.) r—>

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be: ——

» provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;

* good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;

» enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;

* helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

» provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and

* some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree Q/

IR . ... o0 so0scnnsumunnsunemsinminea IR e e R evare

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

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

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

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

1 Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree @/

Disagree D

Comments..\. Miceem | Meames | ( \f’.:’.ﬁ.‘l.‘.ﬁi? ....... Comrertt i,
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2 Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree 7

Disagree D
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

* provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
* good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
 enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
* helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;
* provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
¢ some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.
Agree D
Disagree @
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Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL
October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree I:I
Disagree
Comments .........................................................................................................

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree D
Disagree &
L7 i . O L e e S S Sl - e £ 8
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree E

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree E/
L

Disagree

Comments.:....."é.\,‘f.\f'.\f\ ............................ s
K="\ W

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

A

Disagree

L]

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



77l117-2

Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree IE/

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree B/
EIRINEIIEG .. o« oo somsmes susavonavass ik somnmiigremibes s SRRARIIRRIEIN S L ol b

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

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree B/

Disagree

L]
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

* provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;

* good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;

* enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;

* helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

* provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and

* some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree Q/
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Set out below any other views you have on these issues

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.

w2-she~1/APPR'99
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARTISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree D
Disagree D
COMMENLS...........ccconiieiitmnnniiiinisnsssssnanssmsissssnnnsaraissssnssnnennanesstsessssssannasesssnnnsnane

...........................................................................................................................
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree IZ/

Disagree D
Comm ntsjﬁ««? .., Tl ’Q%’”""}"/{m//;
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

* provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;

* good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;

* enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;

* helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

* provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and

* some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D

Disagree D
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...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................
...........................................................................................................................

Set out below any other views you have on these issues

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

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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SHERINGTON PARISH COUNCIL

October 1999

SHERINGTON PARISH APPRAISAL - Development Issues

Response I'orm

Sherington could take no action on this issue and wait until Milton Keynes Council
begins a further review of its Local Plan and respond to any proposals for change at
that stage. In essence it would react to proposals generated by others.

Agree l:]

Disagree IZ/

Sherington could resist new development both within the existing boundary of the
village and on its edge. The consequences of this approach might be that landowners
seek to gain planning consent through the appeal system. On the other hand such
appeals might fail, thereby, deflecting development pressures for the time being.

Agree Er

Disagree D
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Development Issues - Response Form (cont.)

3 Sherington could accept the principle of some limited development provided that it
brings clear benefits and some of those might be:

provision of some low cost housing to help local young people stay in the village;
good quality design reflected in sympathetic style and building materials;
enhancing the viability of the existing school or helping to finance a new one;
helping to finance a new village hall with a wider range of facilities;

provision of additional open space/new woodland/footpaths and cycleways; and
some limited growth would also help to safeguard the future of the village pubs,
shops and other social activities.

Agree D
Disagree Z
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Set out below any other views you have on these issues

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

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

Please return this form to The Parish Council by 31 October 1999.
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