WEST WITTERING PARISH COUNCIL

VILLAGE DESIGN STATEMENT – 3RD DRAFT

Geographical Layout

I thought that the “strategic gap” referred to the land owned by Balchins, from Elms Lane extending southwards. This was how it was referred to by the Planning Inspector after the appeal, and is very significant in terms of development. Does it mean WWE land? This needs clarification, as it will form a very important part of the VDS for future development.

Eastern section

Very important to include the Sea estate because of land ALREADY IN LOCAL PLAN. The bit about EWPC and the boundary is irrelevant. Should concentrate on what we can do about future development here, i.e. density, type, low cost, and OPEN SPACE!!!

Southern Section

East and West Strand are fine examples of marine frontages, probably becoming unique because of pressures for higher density elsewhere on the coast. This should be researched, and sympathetic design features included in the VDS. Just because WWE and Cakeham own the land THIS IS NO PROTECTION – times change and so do shareholders!!!

Should include more detail re East Head and the SSSI and Harbour – this is the best protection against undesirable development that you have. Coastal erosion is important – need more detail on this as well. The bit about the Hinge is debatable – if it is to be included then it should be more technical and accurate. I would opt for a briefer more technical note here.

Millenium Field

What can I say!!. This needs taking out altogether or re writing. Most of it is irrelevant, but it is important for development control purposes – as it goes towards providing the green space around the Village that Steve referred to when we bought it. This thinking should be expanded on in the VDS.

Conservation Area

This is a very important area – development must “preserve or enhance” This is where character, design, layout etc etc is vital. Also important for trees, wildlife etc.

Would like to see a much stronger section on this -  (need advice from a professional?)

Planning and Future Development

This is the most important part of a VDS. You cannot make sweeping statements like “ No development on the Manhood is justified “ Reference must be made to Structure Plan and Local Plan. (NOT DISTRICT PLAN!!!!)

No reference is made to PPG’s, some of which now have greater significance in WW. Cannot include references to ODPM like this – you would be laughed out of court.

The comments on expansion and permitted development need more “flesh” and evidence that the needs of the whole community have been considered not just those people who live in Elms Lane (sorry)

There will be conflict between visitors, residents and businesses, young and old, however the VDS should aim to create a balance to serve the needs of all.

The paragraph on affordable homes is insulting to say the least, and is completely at odds with the Government and WSCC Social Inclusion Agenda.

Has this really been approved by the WWRA? If it has then it is further forward than I thought. Suggest then there is no point in commenting if WWRA have made up their mind.

Just shows what dangerous beings Residents Associations are if they are supposed to be representative.

My advice is that this cannot be supported in present state – long way to go. I was going to suggest that a professional planner should be commissioned to work with WWRA/WWPC/WWE etc, but would you ever get anywhere???

I accept that these are my views but I have tried to make sure that the PC is not laying itself open to ridicule which it would be if this was ever published. You will gather I am not supportive, (but of course don’t really have a view.)
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