NOTES
This is a best effort at a summary of written comments received from 30 respondents up to 13/3/25. Not the comments at the public meeting
It's short and summarised in order to get something out, it's not been quality assured
We've tried to use authors' words or best guess at their meaning
Pologies if we've not got your meaning quite correct.
Comments with the same number are from the same respondent
Comments left as annonymous until permission given by authors to publish comments.
email info@thorvertonclt.co.uk if you would like us to publish your response in full
99.9% commented thank you or well done for hard work
Some key points made to interim Board:

Support for AH

Develop N site initially, possibly smaller, using HA to reduce risk

Possibly develop S site at later date after more consultation

HNS may be overestimate of locals ready to move in

Buy both N & S side if possible

Some are interested in the wider vision, but lack info

Possibly more smaller houses / flats

Social rent & SO preferred by some, DMS risky but jury is still out

Local control is important

Be more open with more meetings

Lots of issues to work on: school, business plan, etc, etc

Glossary

AH Affordable Housing

HA Housing Association

SO Shared Ownership

DMS Discounted Market Sale

HNS Housing Needs Survey



Affordable housing

Yes

In support of

preference for social & low cost for parishoners
Few or none present didn't want AH

Use HA as tried & tested way to get AH, less risk
Majority are not against dev't, only the size
Clear desire for more social housing

Support from me and many others for AH
Recognise and agree the need for AH

Strong support for some social housing for local people
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Size Respondent

Interesting, a lot of housing 10
32 is excessive 2
Undecided due to lack of info 11
Too large, not in keeping 12
Not what the majority want or need 3
Not something that is v welcome 4
Doesn't have to be this huge dev't. Is it necessary? 4
Massively excessive to village needs, 12-15% population increase 5
10-12 ideal. 19 not all filled with locals 5
HN Surveys often overstate the need (detail provided) 6
HNS may be an over-estimate. Easy to tick a box for an AH, another thing to commit 5
Less expensive open market houses would sell faster if there is a big demand for AH 5
Struggle to understand why you are so set on so many properties 5
Very complex & difficult to get your head around 14
Why 32 houses when 19 recommended by HNS? 15
Sense of "too big" as summarised by JW, therefore other proposals needed 6
Do not support both sites, it over delivers 7
To retain any control, the proposal is a positive way forward, albeit with reservations 16
Seems larger than initial expectations, but ... 16
Far too big and ambitious 9
Not sure enough local tenants for Nside 14 AH, therefore consider fewer 17
Reservations about size. 32 might alter village character 18
Too large for the aim of providing AH for those connected to village 28



N side

Use HA

Logical

Try with HA

Do N side, then ....

Will get more support. Still contaminated?
Consider smaller scheme to N side only

Will support N side

Makes sense, Lynch Close or bigger ideal
Develop mixed housing as shown as a first phase
Partner with HA for SO & rental and min risk
Only N side to limit impact on traffic & school
Would support in conjunction with an HA

Seems appropriate

Use HA with no financial risk

would seem to be the natural fill in

Using HA would seem to meet the need and reduce risk
In favour of a smaller dev't on N side

Build just for now on North, with HA

N side should suffice to cover HNS

Initially develop with HA

Keep development to N side

Develop with housing mixture to make financially viable
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S side

valuable wild area

Open market houses would be v desirable

More problematic, but would support

Some trying to understand the rationale for it

People not interested in picnic areas & parks

Don't support, too close to river

Consider S side after more meetings

Could be beautiful meadow to walk in

Possible park, tennis court, etc without houses?
Consider as Phase 2 dev't after compl'n of N side
Amenity / recreation & biodiversity potential at opposite end of village
Safeguard the entrance to the village from development
Community green space, etc

Keep S side for future AH if possible

Meadows great but costly maintenance

Retain for future development

Bank for possible future dev't

For drainage & green space & save from dev't

Maintain iconic view of Thorverton / play area / wildlife
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Type/Tenure Respondent

Starter homes, shared ownership and bungalows . Not 4/5 bedroom houses. 12
consider 1 bed flats & ground floor flats 23
Some 2 bed AH bungalows for local downsizers. Sell a bigger local house to qualify 5
Extraordinary that Gov't subsidise SO (which can be expensive & lost over time) but not DMS 24
3 storey flats near front too intrusive, move to back 17
More flats in small blocks 17
All tenants to have same opportunity for rent or SO 17

Understand argument for DMS, but stick to SO as easier to get HA on board 28



Land purchase

Yes

Yes, then discuss dev't

Yes

Yes

Buy if we can

Yes if we can, gives options for the future
Yes. Once in a lifetime opportunity

Yes, then revised proposals (for N side only)
Encouraged to proceed

Too good an opportunity to be missed
Unanimous in agreeing to buy North & South
Buy both
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Other Respondent

Do Bus' plan for current proposal & for just N side & explain impact of no DMS 1
Dissenters are always loudest, herd mentality 11
Don't ditch proposal & assume majority against 11
Can win over with explanations re' school, financing, etc 11
Mark against for not attempting business plan 12
Get a business plan which is a v different thing from a financial model 25
about time you formalised the Company with elected representatives. 12
Meeting provided a chance to air concerns and hear reasons for decisions so far 13
Appeared to be some closed minds & lack of real understanding from many viewpoints 13
A list of listener's understanding of, but not comment on issues 13
Very exciting, but very complicated 13
Aiming to achieve something v special for Thorverton 13
S106 to allow for Thorverton people elsewhere to return 23
V concerned how S106s, Devon Homes Choice, etc work in practice for locals 30
Include young people facilities somewhere 23
Buy and rental costs to be fixed & clear in advance & low enough for local wages 23
Informative presentations 4
V useful & interesting meeting 24
Being in charge of dev't & land purchase is v welcome & should not be dismissed 4
Big divide in aspiration between majority and the committee 5
Not what YOU want but what VILLAGERS want. Feels you're blinkered & not listening 5
Use covenants as Lynch Close to ensure locals benefit 5
Col if Board member wants a house? 5
Isolated yourselves by ploughing on with what you think is best 5
Listen & be more open & honest 5
3 phases: 1 buy land, 2 develop N side, 3 develop S side after more consideration 14
Dog proof gate on footpath into Millennium Field 26
Traffic calming on Silver St 26
In favour of Stuart Crebo proposal 21
Concern that finance director resigned & says it's not financially achievable 8
Is HNS the only input data to the need? 32% response seems low. 27

Is HNS accurate with one third response? 8



Concerned re' comms. What other messaging route has been used?

Paid the price for not keeping the public informed along the way

Want clarification that photos won't be misused to misrepresent high support
Who is accountable for responses to comments? The Chair or the Committee?
How does a person know when their membership application is approved?
How do people access the TCLT constitution / memorandum / articles?
Concerned re' strain on over subscribed, under funded school

The challenges of the school were not adequately addressed

Impact on the over subscribed school was not mentioned

A valid attempt to address the problem - with further work to be done

Very important that TCLT retains control at start and into the future
Development is bound to occur, if we are not involved, we will have no control
Better to build with our control than imposition by MDDC

Av age was 60 plus so younger beneficiaries were not well represented
Impacts to views and impacts to personal disruption

Rigorous risk register needed, eg impact on school

Barriers: access to finance (if not with HA) & long term people

Get membership forms out everywhere before AGM

Listen & do not defend

Have more public meetings, even before the AGM

Directors' power comes from the community, don't jeopardise it

Too many contradictions

Be clear whether or not DMS is really deliverable

Disappointed only one option

Disappointed with house numbers increase & presented as the only choice
Disappointed no other option

Concern with developers being involved

Like the idea of a website forum

Not against the proposal, a lot of thought for the whole village has gone into it
Confused by presentations & possible lack of or reluctance to give information
Trust problem from lack of info, openess/truth and options
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