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 1 Introduction

 1.1 This statement of Community involvement has been prepared by Wheatman Planning 
Limited on behalf of Norfolk Land Limited and has been undertaken in accordance with 
section 122 of the Localism Act 2011 and Broadland District Council's (BDC) Community
Involvement Protocol. 

 1.2 Paragraph 66 of the National Planning Policy Framework 2012 (NPPF) advises that 
applicants are expected to work closely with those directly affected by their proposals 
to evolve designs that take account of the views of the community. It indicates that 
proposals that can demonstrate the involvement of the local community in developing 
the design of new development should be looked on more favourably. This advice is 
reiterated in para 188 of the NPPF where it is indicated that early engagement has the 
potential to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the application system for all 
parties. Good pre-application discussions can result in better co-ordination between 
public and private resources and have improved outcomes for the community.

 1.3 This statement provides details of the public consultation that was undertaken as part 
of the planning application process.  Explanation is provided on how the various 
consultations have helped shape the evolution of the proposals.

 1.4 The key aims of the public consultation exercise were as follows;

• To bring awareness to and inform local residents, the Parish Council, District 
Councillors, officers at BDC and other stakeholders of the proposals for the 
site

• To use the public consultations as an opportunity to to gain an understanding
of, in particular, local views of the proposals. To then use these views to 
identify concerns and opportunities and where possible to inform the evolving
proposals

• Finally to demonstrate how issues raised by the local community and 
stakeholders have been taken into account and to illustrate the changes that 
have been made to the proposals as a result of the comments and views 
received from the local community.

 2 The Proposed Development

 2.1 The planning application comprises of a detailed proposal for the development of 74 
dwellings together with access and public open space.

 2.2 The total site area measures approximately 3ha. and is located to the south of Drayton 
High Road in the village of Drayton located approximately 6.0km (4 miles) north-west 
of Norwich city centre. The main part of the site for the housing scheme consists of one
field and is currently in agricultural use. A further area of woodland is included in the 
application site, this extends the southern open space in a south-easterly direction

 2.3 Residential development on Drayton High Road backs onto the northern boundary of the
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site. The boundary between the site and existing residential properties is made up in 
part of a hedgerow that becomes more open towards the centre of the site and 
develops into a group of trees towards its eastern end. To the east the site is bounded 
by the walled garden and trees attached to the property known as Drayton Old Lodge 
hotel. Fairview Close, a modern development of one and a half storey properties and 
the farmyard of Low Farm is found to the west of the site while the southern boundary 
is formed by an established and dense woodland tree belt approximately 15m deep.

 3 Consultation Process

 3.1 The public consultations undertaken as part of the process of preparing this planning 
application included meetings with relevant officers of BDC, publicising and holding a 
public exhibition within the village of Drayton and engaging with key stakeholders early 
on in the process to ensure the final proposals as much as possible met with their 
requirements. Full details of all the measures undertaken as part of the public 
consultation process are provided below. 

Consultation with Broadland District Council

 3.2 A meeting was held with officers of BDC on March 3rd 2016 early on in the process of 
developing the proposals for this site. The main objective of this meeting was to 
highlight the sustainable location of the site, its early availability and to seek the views 
of the Planning officers of the suitability of the site for residential development. 

 3.3 Further meetings and consultations were held between the applicants and members of 
the Design Team with officers from BDC as the scheme progressed and variations to the
layout emerged and the number of proposed dwellings was altered.

Public Consultation

 3.4 A public exhibition was held at The Bob Carter Centre, School Road, Drayton on 
Tuesday September 6th between 3.00pm  - 7.00pm. This was publicised in advance the
week commencing August 22nd 2016 via a leaflet drop when approximately 200 leaflets 
were delivered to homes in the area immediately adjoining the site which gave details 
of the public exhibition (Appendix A).

 3.5 In addition the Parish Council/ Chairman of the PC were notified of the event and 
provided with information relating to the exhibition. Copies of the exhibition leaflet, 
which were supplied in A3 format, were also placed in the parish noticeboards located 
throughout the village.

 3.6 The exhibition was hosted by representatives from Norfolk Land Limited and the 
planning consultants. Key local stakeholders, including Ward Councillors and Parish 
Councillors were invited to a separate earlier viewing of the exhibition at 2pm and given

Page 2



the opportunity to discuss the proposals.

 3.7 Six exhibition boards were displayed to provide background information to the 
proposals and to stimulate discussions  (Appendix B).  Consultation response forms 
were provided for attendees to complete (Appendix C) with a 'letter box' provided to 
deposit the completed forms. Residents were also encouraged to submit comments via 
an email address given on the exhibition panels and website if they wanted to do so 
after the exhibition. 

 3.8 The exhibition was well attended with 65 people signing the attendance register, 
although it is estimated that in excess of 100 local residents attended the event.

 3.9 During the exhibition 14 comments sheets were completed and posted in the "letter 
box" and two letters hand delivered. A further four comments sheets were received by 
post and nine post-exhibition emails were received from local residents.

 3.10 A wide range of issues were raised covering the general principle of development in the 
village and site specific matters and a précis of all the comments received is provided in
Appendix D.

 3.11 In no particular order a summary of the main issues raised were:

• Principle of further development in the village in addition to other sites. Felt 
that sufficient housing has already been given approval within/ in near 
proximity to the village i.e. Carter site off Hall Road, David Rice site and 
Royal Norwich Golf Club.

• The impact of the proposal on local highways in particular Drayton High 
Road, Fairview Close & Low Road.  Severe congestion experienced on these 
roads particularly at rush hour.

• Lack of footpath on Low Road, speed limit changes from 30mph to 60 mph 
over a very short distance, is considered a major hazard for pedestrians 
particularly those with pushchairs.

• Additional strain on limited local infrastructure particularly primary school, 
doctors and medical facilities. Long wait times for appointments at Doctors. 
The local primary school is almost at capacity.

• Surface water drainage. Concern the proposed development will exacerbate 
flooding experienced locally.

• Proximity to existing development & differences in ground levels between the
development site and adjoining properties on Drayton High Road/ Fairview 
Close. Overlooking and loss of privacy will occur to existing properties.

• Loss of countryside, adverse impact on wildlife and unacceptable impact on 
character of Drayton.

• Provision of adequate parking within the development.
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• A number of respondents were in favour of the proposals and included the 
following comments;

▪ Plans look good/layout is clear/ Good Presentation

▪ Development is of an appropriate scale to the site

▪ No objection to new houses but additional facilities must be provided 
schools, open space etc.

▪ Very excited by the proposal

▪ Looking forward to buying a house here

Consultation with other Stakeholders

 3.12 Throughout the process of preparing this application for planning permission, various 
statutory consultees have been approached and informed of this proposed 
development.

 3.13 Significant dialogue has occurred in association with the technical studies that have 
been undertaken and now accompany this application. The organisations consulted as 
part of the pre-application process and the preparation of this planning application 
include:

• Norfolk County Council – Highways

• Norfolk County Council – Planning Obligations

• Anglian Water

• Environment Agency

• Norfolk Historic Environment Service

• Broadland District Council – Planning Department

• Broadland District Council – Housing Department Department

• Utilities Providers -

◦ BT Open Reach

◦ National Grid

◦ UK Power
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 4 Conclusions

 4.1 The applicants have undertaken extensive consultation with the local community, 
Council officers and key Stakeholders in the preparation of this application for planning 
permission. It was pleasing to receive positive and encouraging feedback from some 
members of the local community who attended the public exhibition. The development 
proposals have been adapted and amended to respond to and reflect some of the 
issues raised by those with whom Norfolk Homes and the project team have consulted. 
The main changes that have occurred as a consequence of these consultations can be 
summarised as follows:

◦ All vehicular access to the development site will be taken from Drayton High Road 
and Fairview Close which will be restricted to pedestrian/cycle access only. This 
change is made in response to the concerns raised by the residents of Fairview 
Close.

◦ The number of dwellings has been reduced to 74 rather than the 75 indicated at the
time of the exhibition. This is a detailed application and the number of dwellings will 
not increase in the future as has occurred on the site located on Hall Road.

◦ In locations where plots are close to shared boundaries appropriate measures have 
been taken to design out any overlooking issues. Gable ends close to existing 
dwellings will be blank or obscure glazing will be used.

◦ Design changes to the frontage to the site with plot 1 becoming a detached property
with its own separate access and plots 2 and 74 straddling either side of the main 
vehicular access and forming an entrance Gateway with two identical corner turning 
dwellings at the entrance into the site. These amendments add visual interest and 
provide a design that is in keeping with and complements the existing frontage 
development to Drayton High Road.

◦ The local community, by a narrow majority, expressed a preference through the 
public consultation exercise for the proposed development to be based on traditional
design. The applicants have responded to this view and the submitted scheme 
comprises dwellings of different sizes but of a traditional design reflecting some 
design features found locally in older properties.

◦ Proposed highway works including the realignment of part of Drayton High Road to 
accommodate the relocated bus stop.

◦ A footpath link extending from the proposed area of public open space found to the 
south east of the site through the woodland belt and emerging into the development
site to link up with the proposed footpath/cycleway running through Fairview Close.

◦ Providing a footpath through the proposed area of open space to the north west of 
the site, adjacent Lodge Breck, allowing convenient access to Drayton High Road 
and into Drayton village centre.

◦ Confirmation of financial contributions to be made by applicants towards 
infrastructure etc. (See S106 draft Heads of Terms).
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◦ These and other issues raised through pre-application consultation are addressed in 
various reports and other documents, accompanying this application.
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Appendix A

Publicity Leaflet
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Appendix B

Public Exhibition Boards
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Appendix C

Comment Form
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Comments Sheet

Thank you for attending the exhibition, we value your comments. Please complete 
this sheet with any comments you may have on the proposed housing.

This completed sheet can be placed in the Comments Box, or if you wish to complete 
it later please post to:

Wheatman Planning Ltd, Beacon Innovation Centre, Beacon Park, Gorleston, Norfolk 
NR31 7RA

Or email your comments to consult@wheatmanplanning.co.uk

Do you feel that the draft proposals as displayed at the exhibition provide an appropriate 
scale and form of development on this land?

What are you views on the issues we have identified through site analysis, opportunities and 
constraints? Are there any issues we may have missed?

What are your views about the layout scale and form of development presented in the Draft 
Indicative Masterplan?



It is both central Government and Broadland District Council policy for “affordable homes” to 
be provided on the site. The policy requires 33% of all units to be affordable. To be classed as
“affordable homes” they should be managed by a Housing Association and can be either 
rented or shared equity/ ownership. What type do you consider would be the most 
appropriate to meet the local needs in Drayton?

 Do you have any other thoughts on how you would like the development to appear? (For 
example house design, type, size, materials to be used; landscaping, types of open space)

Please indicate, by placing a tick beside either heading, your preferred style of housing for 
this development.

Traditional                               Contemporary

Any other Comments
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Appendix D

Comments Received
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Responses to Comments Sheet

Public Exhibition for site at Low Farm Drayton

September 6th 2016

The exhibition was held in the Bob Carter Centre on School Road Drayton and ran from 2pm 
until 7pm on Tuesday Sept 6th 2016, the first hour was exclusive to Parish and Ward 
councillors. In total it was attended by in excess of 100 people. Sixty-five residents signed the 
attendance register. A total of 27 written responses were received comprising of 12 comments 
sheets that were completed on the day and a further 4 comments sheets sent through the 
post, two letters hand delivered on the day and 12 emails submitted post exhibition. 

Below is a summary of the responses made to each of the questions on the Comments Sheet 
and comments extracted from the emails are included under the appropriate question 
accordingly;

Q1 Do you feel that the draft proposals as displayed at the exhibition provide an 
appropriate scale and form of development on this land?

Six respondents answered No to this question.

Three respondents answered Yes to this 
question.

Three respondents left this question blank 

Four respondents wrote responses without 
providing a clear “yes“ or “No” answer. 

The issues raised in the responses are as 
follows:

• Clear presentation

• Very useful

• Very good and thorough 

• Insufficient copies of the proposals 
were made available to take away and 
study at home

• Insufficient publicity; flyers distributed 
did not provide adequate information 
and more households should have 

1) 200 flyers / invitation leaflets were hand 
delivered to households within Drayton, the 
Parish Council were notified of the event and 
information was provided to them to display 
on their website and also on the six 
noticeboards located through out the village. 
The flyer provided details of the location of 
the development site and the location, date 
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been included in the consultation 
exercise.

and time of the exhibition. Several people 
who attended the exhibition indicated they 
had heard of it through word of mouth

• Information provided at the exhibition 
was confusing and did not match that 
received from the local authorities.

2) It was explained to several attendees that
some investigations concerning the site were
ongoing such as ground conditions & 
Drainage proposals. The scheme being 
shown to them was illustrative only and the 
objective was to seek the views of the local 
community at an early stage and prior to 
making any definite proposals. The views of 
all statutory consultees would be sought 
prior to the submission of any application to 
ensure the scheme met their requirements. 
This in any event is an inaccurate statement 
as no local authorities have commented 
publically /formally on this proposed scheme 
at this stagegiven that the application has 
not been submitted. 

• Too many houses are proposed. Two 
other housing developments will be 
taking place nearby

3)The density of the development works out 
at 25 dwellings per ha which is similar to 
other major developments within the district 
and would be in keeping with the expected 
parameters for this site 

• The elevated position of the site means
that the proposed houses will overlook 
everything that surrounds them 
particularly existing properties on 
Fairview Close and Drayton High Road. 
Evidence will need to be provided on 
heights of buildings etc. This 
information has got to be provided to 
address privacy concerns etc. What 
provisions will be made for privacy 
screening?

4) In locations where plots are close to the 
boundary, such as plots 32-35inc. and Plot 
32, appropriate measures have been taken 
whilst working up the layout following the 
comments received at the exhibition to 
design out any overlooking issues. Gable 
ends closest to existing dwellings will either 
be blank or if a window is required it will not 
be a window to a principal room and will be 
obscure glass. As a result any unavoidable 
overlooking will be at an obscure angle.

• Plans are not definite yet and no 
accurate number of houses to be built 
has been provided. Concern that 
numbers will increase as has happened
on another site locally 

5) See point 2) above. Assurance was given 
at the exhibition there would not be any 
significant deviation in the number of 
dwellings proposed. The layout that has been
worked up following the comments received 
shows 74 dwellings which is one less than 
the approx. 75 that we indicated at the 
exhibition.

• Insufficient detail therefore impact 
cannot accurately be assessed. A 
follow up presentation should take 

6) See point 2) above.  Further public 
consultation will be undertaken by BDC once 
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place once the scheme is developed the application is submitted 

• The whole development will overload 
the village and the existing 
infrastructure will not support any 
more housing. Doctors and schools are
full to capacity with long waiting times 
to get medical appointments. 

7) Full consultation has been/ is being 
undertaken with all the statutory 
undertakers/ consultees and the scheme will 
be designed to meet their requirements. The 
development will attract a significant CIL 
payment which will go towards ensuring the 
level of local services such as community 
facilities and schools etc. can meet local 
requirements

• There are already problems with 
flooding in the area particularly 
properties on the Low Road. Additional 
building on agricultural land will 
aggravate this situation further.  No 
details of where soakaways will be 
placed. Because of differences in 
ground levels there could be run off to 
the existing houses at lower levels. 
Low Road pumping station regularly 
overflows resulting in sewerage ending
up on the fields and dykes which flow 
into the River Wensum. Additional 
development will worsen this problem 
and flood risk to the village 

8)See point 2) and 7).

The drainage scheme for the site will be 
designed in consultation with AW and any 
mitigation measures required will be 
implemented

• The A1067 cannot take any more 
traffic and the NDR will not improve 
the situation on the A1067. The roads 
between Drayton and Norwich are 
already congested.  Another 
development will make journeys to 
work very difficult & traffic will not 
move in bad weather. 

9) See points 2) & 7). The views/ 
recommendations of NCC Highways will be 
incorporated into he scheme

• No details are provided of the highway 
access onto Drayton High Road and 
mitigation for congestion and accidents
experienced in recent years. Creation 
of visibility splays will result in loss of 
trees. The information available had 
none of these details or traffic 
assessments that surely must be 
required. 

10) See points 2) & 7). The application will 
be accompanied by a full Transport 
Assessment

• Relocation of the existing bus stops 
could be detrimental particularly for 
older residents

 11) See points 2) & 7)

Page 22



• The development site is one of the few 
remaining “ Green Spaces” within 
Drayton village. It will spoil a piece of 
green countryside which is gradually 
being covered from Hellesdon to 
Drayton. What about the impact on 
wildlife such as barn owls, deer etc? 

12) The site lies outside but is located 
immediately adjacent the exiting limits to 
development identified for Drayton within the
BDC Site Allocations DPD. Drayton is 
identified as an urban fringe village within 
the JCS capable of accommodating small and
medium scale housing growth. The site is 
found in a highly sustainable location and the
applicants are reputable local developers/ 
house builders. Regard needs to be given to 
the 5 year HLS within the NPA which 
currently can only demonstrate 4.39 years/ 
87.8% of the required supply. Para 49 of the 
NPPF states that relevant policies for the 
supply of housing should not be considered 
up to date if the LPA cannot demonstrate a 
five year supply of deliverable housing sites. 
This is modestly sized site that can 
guarantee early delivery of much needed 
new homes.

A full ecological survey has been undertaken 
for the site and the recommendations from 
this study will be incorporated within the 
scheme

• Surprise that part of the site will be 
accessed from Fairview Close – 
Inadequate explanation provided as to 
why a secondary access is necessary. 
Allowing up to 20 dwellings access 
from Fairview Close will double the 
traffic using this narrow close. 
Additional traffic from both new 
residents and service vehicles will 
adversely affect safety and well being 
of existing residents 

13) Following the exhibition and in response 
to the concerns raised by local residents and 
in particular residents of Fairview Close a 
decision has been made that no vehicular 
access will be taken from the site through 
Fair Close. All vehicular access will be taken 
from Drayton High Road and only a 
pedestrian /cycle link will be taken from 
Fairview Close

•  Three  previous development 
proposals for this site have been 
refused because of access concerns at 
the junction between the Close and 
Low Road. Year on the year the 
situation has worsened rather than 
improved.

 14) See point 13)

• Fairview Close seems likely to provide 
the main access for the majority of 
“Affordable houses”. Deliberate attempt
to purposely separate these dwellings 
from the rest of the development. Most
likely a commercial decision to 
enhance the value of the open market 

15) See point 13. The view of NCC Highways 
will be incorporated into the scheme. 
Affordable housing is distributed in a number
of locations within the site and is not 
concentrated in just one area.
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dwellings by keeping them separate 
from the affordable properties. 
Affordable units likely to house young 
families but no continuous footpath 
along Low Road for pedestrians or 
pushchairs. Will make it extremely 
hazardous. 

• Safety problems will be created at the 
junction between Low Road and 
Fairview Close due to poor visibility, 
narrowness of the thoroughfare, on 
street parking, lack of public footpath 
& speed of traffic on Low Road -speed 
limit changes from 60mph to 30mph 
very close to the junction. Proposals 
will allow all the proposed properties 
pedestrian access through Fairview 
Close. Concern this will be used as a 
rat run to the village centre. There is 
no continuous footpath along Low Road
at present which can make walking 
very hazardous.

16) See point 13. The recommendations of 
NCC Highways will be incorporated into the 
scheme

• Proposed development of 250 houses 
on Hall Lane/School Road will add 
further to the traffic on Low Road.

17) See point 13) The recommendations of 
NCC Highways will be incorporated into  the 
scheme

• Proximity of main access to Carter 
Road could result in Carter Road 
becoming a “cut through” for traffic 
seeking to avoid hold ups at the main 
village junction

18) See point 13).  NCC highways are 
aware of the issues concerning Carter Road 
and that the “access only” TRO is flouted. 
Another development proposal, adjacent Hall
Lane, Drayton and recently granted outline 
pp, subject to a satisfactory S106, may be 
required to make a payment of £30k to 
implement further local traffic calming 
measures/ potential road closures. This 
payment depends on the timing of the 
completion of other NCC road schemes, 
including the construction of the NDR. Should
the NCC schemes come forward before the 
development NCC Highways have indicated 
this payment of 30K will not be required.

The recommendations of NCC Highways will 
be incorporated into the scheme. 

• This is not a development but an infill 19) See point 12)
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housing estate.

• No regard for the opinion of existing 
residents and their enjoyment of the 
rural environment surrounding the 
village.

 20) The public exhibition was held at an 
early stage in the preparation of the 
proposals to allow the local community to 
express their views/ have their say on the 
proposed scheme. Modifications have 
subsequently been made to the scheme such
as omitting vehicular from Fairview Close in 
response to the concerns that were made by 
local residents at the public exhibition.

• Need to give consideration to other 
policies within the Neighbourhood Plan 
and not just policy 7 as indicated on 
the exhibition boards including traffic 
management, school availability, 
Doctor Surgery, preservation of village 
environment, mix of rural and 
residential, wildlife concerns 

21) A planning statement will accompany the
application and will detail all the relevant 
national and local plan policies, including the 
adopted neighbourhood plan, that need to be
taken into consideration in the preparation of
the application.

• Inadequate liaison with the Parish 
Council (PC) – they were not advised 
of  work being undertaken to collect 
soil samples and were not informed of 
or aware of the development proposal. 
Not a good reflection of the promise to 
work closely with the PC.

22) Early contact was made with the PC/ 
Chairman of Drayton PC to make them aware
of the pending application. As with all 
sizeable developments pre-development  
surveys and investigations need to be 
undertaken on site. The timing of these is 
often weather dependent and can change at 
short notice. It is not always possible 
therefore to provide notification to PC's of 
when these investigations are being 
undertaken

• Wording of Comments sheet is 
misleading – the questions posed 
suggest everyone agrees with the 
project

23) The questions included on the Comments
sheet were intended to facilitate the views of
the local community on the proposed 
development.

• Proposal is purely a profit making 
exercise for certain individuals and to 
profit Norfolk Homes should they 
purchase the land and not to improve 
Government Housing targets or to 
improve the village or surrounding 
environment 

24) See point 12

• Proposed development will dominate 
the skyline,

25) A full Landscape and Visual Impact 
Assessment will be undertaken for the 
proposed development and the findings of 
this study will inform and assist in the 
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preparation of the layout 

Q2. What are your views on the issues we have identified through site analysis, 
opportunities and constraints? Are there any issues we have missed?

Eleven responses were received to this 
question on the comments sheet and one 
respondent left this question blank. 

The issues raised in the responses were as 
follows;

• more traffic could be a slight issue

• Knowledge not sufficient to give a full 
view

• Nothing appears to have been missed 
but like most people there are 
concerns about extra traffic and effect 
on existing village infrastructure

• The main issue is access to the 
proposed properties – too many cars 
will be trying to enter and leave the 
Low Road via Fairview Close

• School places and enough GP's to 
serve the people. Drainage – the 
middle of Drayton floods now, with less
green areas for rain to soak into it will 
be worse

• Highways – position of bus stops need 
to remain near to and accessible to 
residents of Carter Road, George Drive 
and Drayton High Road. Proximity of 
access from development to pedestrian
crossing island used by these 
residents. A single primary route for 
70+ houses on and off Drayton High 
Road is totally inadequate. A second 
access should be provided or the 
number of houses reduced i.e.50

• Keep Green belt land “Green Belt”. This
is what fields are for – wildlife not 
more houses!

• There are already sufficient housing 

26) Please see points 2) & 7) above in 
response to the comments opposite
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development proposals in the area 250
off Hall Road ( increased from 200), 
David Rice Site and Royal Norwich Golf
Club. These proposals should meet 
local needs and a further development 
is unnecessary. Position of site within 
Drayton is not user friendly. 

• Too many issues re infrastructure to 
list – leave as it is

• Will increase even more traffic onto 
Drayton High Road, nightmare already!

• Exhibition puts forward reasons to 
support the application but no 
consideration has been given to impact
on the village itself. Schools, doctors 
roads cannot cope with more people. 
No consideration has been given to the
Drayton Parish Plan

• All main issues appear to be covered 
but not enough information available 
on impact on existing highways 
network. The reference to modelling 
being carried out re drainage leaves 
some uncertainty about how drainage 
ultimately will be resolved

Q3. What are your view about the layout, scale and form of development presented 
in the Draft Indicative Masterplan?

Six respondents left this question blank.

The responses received to this question were 
as follows;

• Very exciting

• Very concerned over the impact 75 
houses will have on services- school, 
doctors and roads especially. Drayton 
High Road cannot cope now. This is 
especially an issue as a result of the 
planned development of 250 houses off
School Road & Hall Lane

• It is all indicative so rather 
meaningless at this stage. No certainty
could be given as to the precise 

27) In response to these comments see 
points 2), 3), 7) & 12
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location of affordable homes, access 
points etc.

•  We are not pleased about any 
development on this field at all

• Should not be passed

• The number of houses proposed at the 
top of Fairfield Drive is too many ( 24 
houses 96 people, 48 cars)

• The houses need to be traditional with 
low roofs so that they blend into the 
tree belt otherwise will stick out like a 
sore thumb

• Far too many houses ( x2)

• Unnecessary; unneeded; Pointless; 
Greedy; Self Centred without a 
thought for villagers

Q4. It is both Central Government and Broadland District Council policy for 
"affordable homes" to be provided on the site. The policy requires 33% of all units 
to be affordable. To be classed as "affordable homes" they should be managed by a 
Housing Association and can be either rented or shared equity/ownership. What 
type do you consider would be the most appropriate to meet the local needs in 
Drayton?

Seven respondents left this question blank. 

The responses submitted to this question 
were as follows;

• Rented and shared equity

• What about “Discount Market Price 
Units”? These would be preferable to 
homes that need to be managed by a 
Housing Association.

• Shared equity is preferred but no 
houses is preferred

• None

• I hope the 30% of the affordable 

28) The views expressed by the local 
community on the preferred tenure for the 
affordable housing provision within the site 
will be made known to the relevant officer at 
BDC during the determination of the 
application

Page 28



rented is honoured

• None – Have a look at Lodge Breck 
which backs onto us and see how not 
to do it.

• Bungalows

• None we do not need more houses 
social or otherwise

• Development not considered necessary
as previously mentioned, so this does 
not now apply

Q5. Do you have any other thoughts on how you would like the development to 
appear? (For example house design, type, size, materials to be used; landscaping, 
types of open space)

Six respondents left this question blank.

The comments made in response to this 
question were as follows:

• Both types of house design displayed 
are acceptable but leaning more 
towards the traditional design It would 
be good to retain as many of the trees 
as possible

• Eco-houses with a more contemporary 
style

• Leave as it is

• A mix of traditional and modern. No 
flats whatsoever. What are the parking 
arrangements for the houses etc.? 
Similar modern development has not 
made adequate provision for car 
ownership/ parking. Most modern 
families have at least two cars. 

• High Quality/specification, 
contemporary e.g. “Hus” type/Abel 
houses

29) The comments concerning the style of 
housing and recommendations for 
landscaping will be taken into consideration 
in drafting the final layout for the site. The 
parking standards recommended by NCC 
Highways will be incorporated into the 
scheme 
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• None

• Question steepness of access road onto
High Road. Drives of houses to 
conform to rules – having absorbent 
surfaces. Adequate drainage on exit 
roads from the site to prevent village 
flooding. 

• A  forest of trees to be provided 
between Fairview Close and any 
development i.e. Evergreens and 
Willows – Willows would absorb the 
water which will inevitably pour down 
the hill, thus flooding the bottom of the
Close. All roads within Drayton go 
downhill. 

• Landscape only

• No houses to be built here. Keep it as 
it is. STOP using the village as a reason
to make money

Q6. Please indicate, by placing a tick beside either heading, your preferred style of 
housing for this development - Traditional / Contemporary

• Five respondents left this question 
blank

• Four respondents indicated no houses 
should be built on this land 

• Two respondents suggested it should 
be a 50:50 mix

• Three respondents indicated Traditional
Style was preferable

• Two respondents indicated 
Contemporary style is preferable

• No preference was shown in the 
emails/ letters submitted whether 
traditional or contemporary style 
housing was preferred. 

•

30) Following the exhibition a decision has 
been made to use traditional style housing 
on the site. It was felt on the day the 
majority of opinion favoured this style as 
opposed to the contemporary option. The 
traditional option was also narrowly reflected
as a preference in the written responses.
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Q7. Any other comments

• Look forward to buying a house here

• A total self centred development 
without thought for the village. Over-
subscribed schools/ doctors/roads. 
How can this be of benefit to anyone 
other than land owners/ developers?!

• What about extra schools & Doctors? 
Leave Drayton alone

• Drayton is swamped with people from 
surrounding villages e.g. Taverham. 
Horsford. Thousands of houses and 
insufficient facilities and services such 
as Doctors. Wait time for appointments
is intolerable. A “greenfield” site should
mean “greenfield”. Fairview Close 
should have a turning circle with no 
more than 3 chalets built around the 
turning area to finish the Close off. 

• Parking facilities locally are not good

31) See points 2), 7) & 12)
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