Shropshire site allocations and management of development 

Issues and options

 Response form

THE CONSIDERED VIEW OF FORD PARISH COUNCIL.

Not all questions are answered-only those considered applicable to Ford.
Part A relates to Towns and key centres.  The questions are not answered

Part C Question C1 and C2 are printed here but not answered, no answers were forthcoming
There is a comment in “Any other comments”.
Question B1

Which villages should be considered for status as community Hubs or clusters?
This Council is not aware of the needs and aspirations of other communities in this 
LJC area. 
The answers below apply only to Ford Parish, and is the considered opinion of Ford Parish Council

Not all questions are answered-only those considered applicable to Ford.

The council is unanimous that this village (Ford) should not be within a hub or a cluster and should be designated as “ countryside”,
 requiring no further development apart from that to be allowed in “ Countryside”.

The Population having doubled over comparatively recent years   is now considered
 to be of optimum size, not requiring further development.
A housing survey carried out by The Parish Council a few years ago (A copy was lodged with SABC)  supports this view.
A small need for affordable homes was indentified
 but that need has been dealt with by the recent provision of 10 such dwellings.

It is imperative that the conservation area is maintained

Question B2

HOW MANY NEW HOMES WOULD BE APPROPRIATE IN EACH ONE 

Over 25 years there are bound to be applications
 for new homes, but we do not wish for any large scale development.
 2 Homes maximum on one site and those to be infilling.

Question B3

WHAT ARE YOUR PRIORITIES FOR LOCAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT IN ASSOCIATION WITH DEVELOPMENT

There are no priorities for local infrastructure in Ford at this time and not likely in an
 “open Countryside “community

Question B4

What type of sites (allocations of land for development) would be appropriate? 

Option A  ie No allocations only infill and conversions

Question B5
SHOULD THE VILLAGE HAVE A DEVELOPMENT BOUNDARY

Yes the village should have a boundary development. Even though it is recognized that future boundaries will be more flexible
Question B6
What is the best direction for future growth (NSEW)
None –It is considered further outward growth is not desirable 

Question B7

Should any sites be identified for economic Development/employment use?
The employment sites indicated on the map should be retained but there are no others.

Question B8

WHAT OPEN SPACES OR ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURES ARE PARTICULARLY VALUED ANDSHOULD BE PROTECTED/ENHANCED

A large portion of the village is within a conservation area and must be treated thus.
The green in The Leasowes at Ford is a registered Village green.
The recreation ground at Ford is the subject to a 125 year lease held by Ford Parish Council

The village hall and the area upon which it stand is owned by Ford Parish Council in trust for Ford Village Hall Committee

These areas enjoy protection and must remain so.

Question B 9

ARETHERE ANY OTHER SITES THAT NEED TO BE IDENTIFIED FOR OTHER USES  

eg.  COMMUNITY, SPORTS, EDUCATION, RETAIL

No

Question B10
ARE THERE ANY OTHER ISSUES THAT WE SHOULD TAKE ACCOUNT OF 

Ford has considerable History; much of it dwells in a conservation area. There are many listed buildings, and it is a pleasant place in which to live.
Further development will spoil it.

Question B11.

DO YOU HAVE ANY SITE SUGGESTIONS 


eg. Sites in other villages not shown on the maps. Sites outside hubs and clusters are only likely to be considered suitable for affordable housing, employment related uses, homes for agricultural workers, gypsies and travellers.
No there are no site suggestions for this type of development
Question B12 

DO YOU KNOW OF ANY SUITABLE LAND FOR SALE THAT WOULD PROVIDE CARAVAN PITCHES FOR GYPSIES AND TRAVELLERS

The  obligations of the local authority to provide sites for gypsies /travellers is recognized but Ford is not suitable for that form of development  and would no doubt be subject to strong objection.

PART C 

Question C1

DO YOU HAVE ANY VIEWS ON HOW THE SITE ALLOCATIONS AND MANAGEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT SHOULD COVER THE POLICY AREAS OUTLINED IN THE LEAFLET?
Question C2

ARE THERE ANY OTHER POLICY AREAS THAT YOU THINK NEED TO BE COVERED in THE SITE ALLOCATIONS AND MANAGEMENT OF DEVELOPMENT
ANY OTHER COMMENTS.

A rural tool kit benefit/testing event will be held in Ford on July 29th. 2010.

Hopefully the views of the electorate will become clear at that time.

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

Eric T Jones Clerk.

