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Headline results 

The survey had a reasonable response rate with nearly 400 completed surveys – although very few 
from those aged under 35. 

Most local residents told use that the green spaces proposed for local green space designation 
were important to them, and generally the more local, the higher the level of support (with at 
least 90% of those responding to the survey valuing all the spaces in their local area).  In terms of 
the proposals to manage Chewton Common for better public access, this was broadly supported 
with the main comments being that it should be done in a manner that minimises loss of habitats 
and disturbance to the wildlife. 

More than half (55%) of those responding had a bicycle that they could use, and these supported 
the ideas for new and improved cycle routes.  Some non-cyclists commented on the need to 
ensure that any new provision would not give rise to conflicts with pedestrians – which is 
something that can be considered through the detailed design of such routes.   

We had some good feedback about what was and wasn’t liked on the examples of new designs we 
showed, and broad support for the general guidelines that had been drafted, but the comments 
made can help us improve on these further.  From the results, it appears that both modern and 
traditional designs can work, or a blending of the two.  There needs to be variety and character, 
avoiding being too bland and box-like, or too fussy, or too out of keeping with the areas.  Both 
village and coastal ‘styles’ are generally welcomed, but very urban and overly massive or imposing 
buildings are not.  The inclusion of greenery and space around building is important.   

Parking issues in the area were agreed for the areas highlighted, plus Jesmond Avenue in 
particular was flagged up as another ‘hotspot’ where active intervention in terms of restrictions 
may be appropriate.  A mix of solutions, including achieving higher on-site parking provision when 
sites get developed, was thought to be appropriate. 

How the consultation was run 

Sending out the surveys 

The survey was publicised via 

− Parish Neighbourhood Plan web site https://www.highcliffewalkfordplan.org.uk   

− ‘Nextdoor’ – community social media 

− Highcliffe News – community social media 
https://www.highcliffedorset.co.uk/newschanges.html  

− Facebook – Christchurch, Highcliffe & Mudeford Community site 

− Bournemouth Echo/ Christchurch Times - advertorials  

Highcliffe Residents Association Members and the 15 Interest Group representatives who 
attended the scoping workshop in December 2019 were contacted by email.   

In addition, ‘hard copies’ of the survey were made available to residents for collection and return 
via the Parish Council offices. 

https://www.highcliffewalkfordplan.org.uk/
https://www.highcliffedorset.co.uk/newschanges.html
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Who responded 

395 surveys were 
returned.  By far the 
majority of 
respondents were 
from residents aged 50 
or over.  We had no 
responses whatsoever 
from people under the 
age of 20, and only 7 
responses from those 
aged 20 – 34.   

Whilst to some extent 
this is not surprising 
given that older people are typically more likely to complete these types of questionnaire, and the 
fact that the population profile of the area is skewed towards older residents (61% of the 
population was 50 years or more in the 2011 Census), it does mean that the results may not 
reflect the views on younger people within the population (where possible the data for those 
under 50 years of age has been examined separately to check whether this highlights a different 
point of view). 

 
We also asked respondents where they lived, based the locations shown on the map above, to 
check that we had managed to reach the whole area and also to be able to consider whether there 
were clear signs of more localised issues or support.  The numbers show the percentage of 
responses as a total for the whole area.  We also checked whether there was any particular age 
skew by area, but the numbers were broadly similar across the area.   

16% 

32% 

42% 

10% 
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Main Findings 

Local Green Spaces 

Having identified a wide range of potential local green spaces across the area, we needed to check 
whether these were valued by local residents.  We did this by area (west , central and east) and 
asked whether all the spaces were valued, and if not, which ones should be omitted. 

 
The above graph shows the percentage of respondents who said that all of the spaces were 
important to them (the rest either said that most were, none were or did not respond – the 
numbers are shown below). 

 Western LGS Central LGS Eastern LGS 

All of these spaces are important to me 290 351 351 

[overall average] 73.4% 88.9% 88.9% 

Most of the spaces are important to me 16 13 12 

None of the spaces are important to me 21 2 2 

No response 68 29 30 

 
This shows that at least 70% of local residents value all of the areas proposed to be designated as 
local green spaces, and generally the more local, the higher the level of support (with at least 90% 
of those responding to the survey valuing all the spaces in their locality). 

The only areas which had 5 or more negative responses (but in all cases less than 2% of all 
respondents) questioning their value were  

− LGS18 Woodfield Gardens (x5 responses) 

− LGS19 Bellflower Close Play area (x5 responses) 

− LGS29 The Meadway (x7 responses) 

− LGS30 Walkford Allotments (x6 responses) 

− LGS31 Roeshot allotments (x7 responses) 
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There were no comments regarding missed spaces that were made by 5 or more respondents, 
suggesting that we have not omitted any critical spaces. 

We also asked whether Chewton Common should be better managed to be more accessible in the 
future as green spaces.  Over 80% agreed that this would be a good thing (with remaining 17% 
either not responding or disagreeing).  The level of support was relatively consistent regardless of 
location (ranging from 80% to 87% support). 

The main concern raised was in relation to the potential loss of habitats and disturbance to the 
wildlife that are currently residing there.  Typical comments were: 

“Perhaps some of it could be maintained for better access, however Chewton Common is a 
wonderful wild habitat and would best serve the local wildlife if much of it remains 
unaccessible” 

“The overgrown, wooded areas are brilliant for undisturbed wildlife BUT the tarmac paths 
definitely need maintaining/clearing more often from overgrowing/over hanging vegetation” 

“There are enough walkable trails through the Common.  It should remain this way to 
preserve the wildlife and natural beauty of this woodland common.” 

Local Cycle Routes 

The survey also sought local opinion on potential priorities for providing safer cycle routes.   

First of all we asked whether people owned 
or had easy access to a bicycle.  More than 
half (55%) of those responding had a bicycle 
that they could use, and a further 7% said 
that whilst they didn’t own any bicycles they 
would be prepared to use one (e.g. a loaned 
Beryl bike).  Whilst bicycle ownership did 
reduce by age, nearly half (47%) of those 
aged between 65 and 79 said that they had 
and would use a bicycle. 

We the asked whether the cyclists (ie those that do or might consider using a bicycle) would 
support the following improvements: 

− (1) signposting Saffron Drive / Hoburne Brook / Verno Lane green spaces as cycle links 

− (2) creating a new off-road link through Hoburne Park 

− (3) creating a new off-road link alongside Burns Brook south of Lymington Road 

− (4) signposting a new east-west on-road route via Smugglers Lane / Moonrakers Way / 
Braemar Drive / Chewton Common Road and making safety improvements 

− (5) signposting the north-south on-road link along Hinton Wood Avenue and making safety 
improvements 

− (6) creating a new off-road link along the edge of Jesmond Avenue wood 

− (7) creating new off-road links through Chewton Common 

− (8) creating a new on-road link along the south side of Lymington Road 
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− (9) signposting an alternative route around the High Street along Montagu Road / 
Wharncliffe Road 

 
Support for the 
various suggested 
route improvements 
was generally high 
amongst bicycle 
owners, with the 
majority in favour.  
Support was slightly 
lower for those that 
don’t have a bicycle 
but may be prepared 
to hire one – with 
Routes 2, 7 and 8 / 9 scoring particularly well1. 

The level of support did vary by area – tending (but not altogether matching) the routes closest to 
where people lived.  A small minority of non-cyclists commented on the need to ensure that any 
new provision would not give rise to conflicts with pedestrians (whilst a similar number of non-
cyclists took the opportunity to comment on their support for extra cycle provision). 

A full list of suggested changes or alternatives routes is provided in Appendix A. 

Design Character 

There were mixed views in response to the household survey as to whether the priority in new 
design should be in maximising a building’s sustainability (such as through achieving the highest 

 

1 NB the annotated map erroneously swapped the numbering for Routes 8 and 9 to that shown in the text, and 
therefore they may have been some inputting errors as a result, but this is not considered likely to significantly alter 
the reported results. 
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standards in energy efficiency) or to 
retain the character of the various local 
neighbourhoods.  We therefore took the 
opportunity of the survey to try to better 
understand what people thought has 
worked well, and what hasn’t, using 
examples of recent development in and 
around the area. 

We used 10 images (as shown), asking 
first which of them made a positive 
contribution to the character of the local 
area (and why), and secondly, whether 
there were any that they felt may have 
detracted from the character of the local 
area (and why).   

In terms of the properties that were 
generally thought to have made a 
positive contribution, image 2 was the 
most popular (with about two thirds 
(68%) of respondents choosing that 
image), with images 3 and 6 also gaining 
at least 50% support ,and image 9 a close 
fourth (chosen by 49% of respondents). 

In terms of those that were thought to 
have been detrimental, there were about 
a third (33%) fewer photos selected 
overall.  Only one property (image 7) was 
selected by more than half (55%) of those 
responding.  Images 4 and 5 were also 
selected by at least 2 out of 5 
respondents (without around 42% of the 
votes).  Image 10 came in fourth place, 
but there were more people who thought 
this was a good design than those that 
felt it was poor. 

 Image 1  Image 2 

 Image 3  Image 4 

 Image 5  Image 6 

 Image 7  Image 8 

 Image 9  Image 10 

✓✓✓

✓ 

✓✓

✓ 

✓✓

✓ 

✓ 

 

 

 



Highcliffe and Walkford Neighbourhood Plan – November 2020 Survey – RESULTS 

Page 7 

The following graph shows the differences in which images were selected for their positive or 
detracting attributes.  There were no significant differences by area of residence or age (the only 
really notable point being that 
the younger age cohorts tended 
to be slightly less negative 
overall, but were less in favour 
of image 1). 

In terms of what worked well, 
and what didn’t, the top 
characteristics as described by 
the respondents were: 

 Positive attributes  Negative attributes 

x40 Fit in with the local area x38 Bland / boring 
x37 Modern styling x35 Out of keeping with the local area 

x27 Has character / charm x28 Lacks character / charm 

x24 Traditional styling x29 Blocky or box-like 

x23 Has variety / interest x26 Cramped 
x17 In spacious surroundings (not cramped) x29 Too modern / gimicky 

x17 Modest / discreet in scale x21 Too tall / overly imposing 

x13 Not too fussy / ostentatious x17 Too little green space / vegetation 

x10 Blend of old and new x14 Too much glass 
x10 Clean appearance x12 Anywhere / estate development 

x7 Large windows / open plan x8 Not enough parking 

x7 Coastal  feel x5 Uniform repetition 

x5 Varied roofline   
x5 Village style   

 
It is clear from the above that there is often a balance to be struck.  For example, both modern 
and traditional designs can work, or a blending of the two.  There needs to be variety and 
character, avoiding being too bland and box-like, or too fussy, or too out of keeping with the 
areas.  Both village and coastal ‘styles’ are generally welcomed, but very urban and overly massive 
or imposing buildings are not.  The inclusion of greenery and space around building was also 
clearly supported.  It is clear that not everyone will ever agree on design – as the saying goes, 
beauty is in the eye of the beholder.   

There was broad support for the general guidelines 
that had been drafted, which were: 

− Retain existing mature trees and the degree 
of spaciousness and set-back that contributes 
to each area’s character. 

− Provide practical and attractive public and 
private external amenity spaces. 

− Groupings of either bungalows or two-storey 
houses should remain the predominant 
characteristic of the many estate roads. 
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− Whilst variation between individual streets and within the streets is acceptable, within 
obvious groupings any changes to existing properties (or their replacement) should reflect or 
complement the characteristic style and materials used in that group. 

− Modern materials such as for cladding, glazing and roofing may be supported provided they 
are sensitively chosen for type and colour with respect to the wider character area.  

The first principle achieved almost unanimous support, without between 68% to 78% support for 
the other ideas.  Interestingly those living in the Hoburne / Runaway area were less supportive 
(although over half of the respondents still supported every point), with the greatest support 
coming from residents in the Highcliffe central area. 

There were just over 70 comments on the design principles, some of which were reinforcing the 
points, and others suggesting either different or more nuanced guidance.  Common themes 
included the need for planting around developments, the importance of adequate parking, and 
concerns over the increased number of apartment blocks.  Some additional suggestions included 
points such as: 

− Encouraging a mix of heights and size, but within a scale that the individual plots can 
comfortably accommodate. 

− Encouraging variety but not too the extent where there are too many competing visually 
for attention. 

− Considering the need to replace trees when they become too big, and/or allow for their full 
growth. 

− Concerns about some of the surfacing materials being used and loss of grassed areas for 
parking / driveways. 

− Concerns that some modern materials may not weather well. 

A full list of suggested changes or alternatives ideas is provided in Appendix B. 

Parking problem areas 

The final section of the survey was about areas where there are on-street parking issues relating 
to the level of demand and lack of off-road spaces.  From previous work these had been identified 
as the Plantation Drive area, the Glenville Road area and in the Montagu Road area.  We had just 
over 50 responses from residents in these areas, who broadly agreed that there was a problem, 
although a small proportion (under 20%) of those in Montagu Road disagreed.   

We asked whether there were any other areas where there were particular parking problems at 
present – those with at least 5 respondents referencing them were: 

− Greenways (x10 responses) 

− Jesmond Avenue (x20 responses) 

− Kilmington Way (x7 responses) 

− Lymington Road (x11 responses) 

− Rothesay Drive (x7 responses) 

− Stuart Road (x5 responses) 

− Wharncliffe Road (x6 responses) 

The most popular solution in these locations was considered to be through achieving higher on-
site parking provision when sites get developed (and that the garages are not converted or used 
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for storage).  The majority of living in the Glenville Road area would also support introducing 
parking restrictions (such as residents parking permits), and in Montagu Road there was slightly 
higher support for increasing the coverage of double yellow lines.  People also commented about 
the need for better enforcement (of the existing restrictions and bad parking close to junctions), 
the seasonality / timing of the issues (usually worse in summer time, school holidays and 
weekends or, in the case of the school, around the start and end times).  The pricing of car park 
tickets could also be adjusted (perhaps using a resident’s pass) to encourage local residents to 
park in the car parks (rather than on-street) outside the peak car park times. 

Appendix A 

Comments on cycle route proposals – route configuration 

− #1 It would be great to be able to cycle along Verno Lane from area lgs17 to lgs26 but at the 
moment there is no access between the two area via the woodland area (hatched in grey) 
on the map, and the existing Hoburne Brook area is not good enough quality to cycle along, 
but I would if it was improved and linked to Verno Lane. A crossing at the top of Roeshot Hill 
would also be good to link with the Bridleway on the other side of the road. 

− #1 lots of elderly, dog walks and young children if cyclists come through at speed. 

− #1 Please consider improving the current bridleway the other side of verno lane and up 
towards Burton common to make this accessible for wheelchairs  

− #1 The access to Verno Lane from dip between Hoburne Farm estate and end of Manning 
Avenue is usually flooded, despite school children using as shortcut to school. Proper 
planking should be put down to enable year round access, and also a safe crossing point 
across from end of Verno Lane across very busy main road to allow access to Gus Common 
would be great. Also, the path runs out from Hoburne estate going towards Hinton Admiral 
station so not safe to walk or cycle to station a extremely busy A35.  

− #1 The bottom part of Verno Lane is both overgrown and blocked by parked cars by the 
cottages in Hoburne Lane.   

− #2 Access from Hoburne Lane is very restricted and then mixing a cycleway with tourists' 
children playing on the park would be a major hazard.   

− #4 Allocated cycle lane from secondary school down smugglers lane to the runway for use by 
school children to avoid pedestrian injuries or rta.  

− #4. Parts of Chewton Common Road are very narrow and quite dangerous for existing traffic, 
this would create a risk of injury to cyclists.  Lots of footpaths aren't used extensively. Where 
wide enough, I believe permitting cycles to use one side of the footpath would be safer for 
cyclists. 

− #5 Do NOT support cycleway along Hinton Wood Avenue - too narrow  

− #5 is a very dangerous route, safety improvements are definitely a must, but it would be 
better to think of a less direct but safer route to link the station towards town centre or 
towards the secondary school.    A proper coastal route should be envisaged!, ie link 
between Mudeford and Barton on Sea 

− #5 too many cars park on Braemar Drive throughout the day, due to the school.  Making the 
road more cycle accessible would be very dangerous at drop off & collection times when 
motorists have no patience at the best of times.     

− #6 and #7 there’s a bend in the path and a blind corner there could be danger to 
pedestrians. Routes across Chewton Common should be separated from those for 
pedestrians and NOT shared. 
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− #6 Hinton Wood Avenue is extremely narrow in places as the trees are never cut back, this 
could be quite dangerous for cyclists as they swerve around the vegetation.       

− #6 The suggestion of an off-road link along the edge of Jesmond Avenue wood is not feasible 
unless action is taken to reduce the amount of parking in the road, which at times means 
there is only room for one vehicle to pass through. The parking on pavements and on 
corners would also be a significant danger to cyclists. Some form of parking restrictions 
would need to be introduced and enforced before that route would be safe for cyclists. 

− #7 is the most important for me. Even as a very experienced cyclist, the section between the 
roundabout and chewton glen over the hump back bridge is treacherous as it has blind 
corners and vehicles that close pass at high speed.  

− #7 Would love to see route 7 from Milestone r’bout (nr Walkford) to bridge over Chewton 
Bunny (nr Naish) have priority for action as this is extremely hazardous for cyclists. 

− #7Chewton Common - Southwood Avenue.   This is not ideal to use as an off-road cycle 
route.   The road already has lots of parked cars which affects visibility and sometimes 
accessibility.   For those coming out of the woods, the access on to Ringwood Road from 
Heath Road would be very precarious due to the amount of heavy traffic using this road 
especially if turning right on to the road.  The tarmac path running from Pinewood Avenue to 
Chewton Common Road is already used by cyclists even though it currently has no cycling 
signage.   This could be utilised but would not want to see it broadened or lighting added as 
this would affect the naturalness of the woodland and thereby the existing wildlife.     

− #8 Nothing along the shopping area n Highcliffe.  The cycle route should be along 
wharnecliffe road, Waterford road and Bute road thus avoiding the congestion and causing 
more by taking up road space 

− #8 The section in the High Street would be far too congested unless on-street parking was 
sacrificed. 

− #8 There is a better route for #8, across the playing field! 

− #8 We have a problem with people who park on Montagu Road and do not want any more 
traffic including cycles. Lymington Road is already too busy to have more cycling or cycle 
lanes. 

− #8 Whancliffe Road and Montagu Road are now in constant use as a diversion (rat run) from 
the high street.  Many motorists speed along this diversion and therefore additional cyclists 
will be in danger. 

− #8. The 'high street' part of Lymington Rd. could be a cycle-free zone - possibly unnecessary 
if it becomes a 20 limit!  

− #9 Drivers have very little patience in the area around the recreation ground as it is.  
Encouraging cyclists into the mix will only make things worse.     

− #9 given how busy Lymington Road is I would not ride my bike along it.   

− #9 I agree with Montagu Rd route, but as a resident would suggest safety features as parking 
problems, together with speeding drivers using Montagu Rd as a "rat-run" to avoid village 
traffic build-up, make for a very unsafe cycle route without them. 

− #9 Improving the situation on Lymington Road seems particularly important in view of the 
present dangerous mix of pedestrians and cyclists and volume of traffic on the road. 

− #9 is already a "rather run" signposting will make it more so.    

− #9 Lymington Road could do with a cycle track area as can be quite dangerous at times. 

− #9 Not easy to discern where cycle routes are along Lymington road and where they 
start/end. 

− #9 The main road between the surgery and the Castle turning is too narrow/congested for 
slow cycling. There is a need for an off-road cycle and walking route through from 
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Raneleigh/Arundel road area to Rothesay Drive or the castle. There is only a very short piece 
missing. This would enable people from the Friars Cliff area to visit Highcliffe by bike. I think 
signposting on road links is detrimental to safety when roads are too narrow/busy. 

− A cycle lane on Lymington Road through the village centre.  

− Another improvement would be to build up some of the paths below the Wharncliffe road 
car park and above the beach - these are regularly used by cyclists but the weather this year 
has resulted in them becoming very bumpy and quite treacherous. 

− Cycle path to Roeshot Hill Allotments on the grass verge that leads from Stewarts to the 
Allotments. There is no cycle path after the pedestrian lights in that direction and the grass 
verge gets very narrow towards the end near the entrance to the allotments. Could the 
hedge be taken back to facilitate a wider verge and possible cycle path to avoid cycling near 
or on the A35  

− Cycle paths need to be off the road and cycling should be allowed on more footpaths and 
pavements provided they are wide enough and pedestrians have priority.  In Germany and 
Austria, most paths off road can be used by both cyclists and pedestrians (many are split 
with half for cyclists and half for pedestrians) and this is far safer than having cyclists on the 
roads. If there is a 10mph speed limit and cyclists are encouraged to use a bell, this is 
perfectly safe.  An example is the zig zag up to the castle which creates a lovely through 
route from Chewton Bunny to Steamer point.   

− Highcliffe and Walkford is a built-up area and until speed limits are properly followed cyclists 
and pedestrians will not be safe and the expense for upgrades etc a waste of money. 
Particularly Walkford road and Ringwood Road, busy through Roads, for all users. The 
Hampshire boundary is close-by but that part and beyond is an extension of our own 
conurbation. Responsibility for what we do does not end at county boundaries.  

− I regularly use the cycle path from the Golf Course towards the high street.  The length 
between the church and the high street is a constant concern in both directions. 

− Improved road surfaces would go a long way as well. 

− It would be helpful and much safer to provide off road routes along Ringwood Road - the 
traffic isn't always well behaved some cyclists consistently use the pavement endangering 
both themselves and pedestrians  

− Make use of wider pavement sections in Highcliffe Centre to create some bike racks.   

− Making cycle routes through open spaces is an excellent idea to link more places together 
but must however be made un inaccessible to motor bikes. 

− Making ringwood road safer for cycling through signage and camera enforcement 

− Need to see the routes maintained too - with foliage cut back - which will also help with 
space.  

− Our son uses a wheel chair and has a wheelchair adapted bike!  Please consider accessible 
access on off road cycle ways .   

− The on road cycle routes should ideally be accompanied with double yellow no parking lines. 
This is essential in this area if you wish them to be used safely or in fact at all.   

− The pathways along the coast need upgrading both for cyclist and walkers. A Boardwalk 
from the Zig-Zag to Steamer Point, wide enough fir bikes and walkers would be a great 
addition enabling more people to enjoy access to the beach.   The path in the Nature 
Reserve need to be upgraded fir cyclist and walkers.   On both the coastline paths and the 
Nature Reserve there are safely issues.  

− There is a pedestrian crossing to cross the A35 to Stewarts and Sainsbury's but no cycle 
route to the allotments from Stewarts to the Alotments other than a grass verge which is 
narrow in places. Could this be made easier to ride along ?. 
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− There is likely to be a higher than average use of mobility scooters so isn’t this more 
important?  

− There needs to be some safe cycling route from the Lymington Road / Ringwood road 
roundabout and the Sea Corner traffic lights 

− Where possible it would be good to have curbed cycle lanes that separate them from the 
normal traffic, especially on the routes to and from highcliffe school 

− You appear to have missed out the permitted cycle use of Steamer Point Nature Reserve as 
it then combines with the permitted all user use zig zig at Highcliffe Castle down to the long 
Undercroft by the beach to  Chewton  Bunny and upto the road. ALL of this coastal route is 
off the public highway and highly advantageous to the safe use of cyclists    

− You have not marked on your map the existing coastal route thru the Steamer Point Nature 
Reserve, Castle grounds and down to the undercroft along Highcliffe Beach and I would 
point out this route enables cyclists and motorist to stay apart right through the area for a 
number of miles whilst not actually costing anything to the tax payer of significance 

Appendix B 

Comments on design guidelines 

− A long row of bungalows for instance is not interesting. A mix of heights and size is more 
interesting if they have similar threads .. ie colour of bricks 

− A reduction in flat development 

− Agree entirely. Planning permission is being given to a lot of flats in Highcliffe and knocking 
down the old houses. It is destroying the essence of a village. 

− All new properties must include rain water catchment, solar panels and use heat pumps for 
central heating.  

− All new properties must include rain water catchment, solar panels and use heat pumps for 
central heating.  

− Any chance of some land for a community self build development for locals? 

− As much vegetation and trees as possible need to be retained in new developments .we all 
know most of houses with decent gardens are being developed and flora and fauna are 
decimated . Sometimes token trees are planted but they will not replace those big mature 
trees cut down  

− Avoid developments being too tightly associated with an era  

− Break up the larger areas of open planning on estates so that the spaces look as if they 
belong to a property. To encourage residents to have care for the landscape instead of it 
degenerating in time to  looking unkempt with bits of rubbish, long grass and invariably Dog 
Poo. 

− Buildings should fit in and NOT stand out - several new developments seriously negates from 
the ambiance of the Highcliffe. 

− Bungalow conversions could become 2 storey houses if they apply character (e. g art deco or 
georgian). The current fad of blue and grey plastic cladding over white render will age 
quickly and look characterless.  

− cladding is awful 

− covid spacing of corridors and exits/entrances for resident and visitors 

− Disallow properties that are very different from or do not complement existing properties 
within a group. 

− Diversity is good 
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− Don’t cram so many homes into a plot 

− Don’t forget mature trees can become too big and sometimes need their top branches to be 
cut, not just the lower branches.   Trees have a life and can be replaced where necessary. 

− Don't really understand the 2nd point, so have left it unticked. 

− Enough storage facilities and car parking should be a top consideration for any new builds.  
Also, a village high street should retains character and provide reasonably priced storefronts 
to bring allow individual shops to thrive, not just the big supermarket chains and their 
outlets. Also, coastal towns should be able to sell water related items on the high street. 

− Ensure adequate off road parking is incorporated  into the design 

− Existing specimen trees can be pruned, but not removed, unless confirmed dangerous, any 
unapproved removal should incur a fine of £10,ooo per tree in todays values increasing by 
an inflation factor each year 

− extensions and developments should be in keeping with adjacent properties, including 
spacing and tree preservation orders  

− Family homes should not be bulldozed to make way for more flats unless they are to be 
available to all generations as there are too many elderly in this area . Is has the misfortune 
of being called gods waiting room and it certainly feels that way sometimes 

− Fine retaining mature trees but care must be taken to ensure any new developments give 
sufficient growing space around the trees and are not inserted into every bit of space which 
over time will make life unpleasant for both the occupants and trees.  We must live in 
coexistence with nature, space and light is important for people and trees. 

− Garages should / must be incorporated in all plans for new properties including flats 

− Glass box designs are not acceptable if they do not fit in with existing properties. 

− Housing should be built to be as carbon neutral as possible 

− I very much agree with the first statement. However, whilst many trees have preservation 
orders on them, not enough leeway is given by the Council to allow significant pruning. 

− In  many cases the surrounding trees are too large and should be replaced with or severely 
pruned. With the increase in wind speeds in recent years many are now becoming 
dangerous to residents and their properties. However their replacement should be 
controlled in a manner which is conducive with improving the environment progressively. 
For example over 20 years. 

− In keeping with my previous statements,  individually designed homes that promote open, 
light filled homes with plenty of garden still retained are what attracts families and retirees 
alike.  A home should be attractive and not just a brick build Lego looking building.  

− Indifferent. 

− Individual architecturally interesting properties should be encouraged.    Larger family 
homes should be encouraged rather than flats, bungalows and small houses. 

− Inhibit the amount of flats that appear to be being built whilst ignoring the increase in traffic 
and pressure on existing facilities e.g. the local surgery. 

− Introduce sensible modern building regulations and ensure they are complied with. 

− It is a real shame that so many lovely old house have been demolished to make huge profits 
for builders of luxury apartments, many bought by outsiders as holiday homes for occasional 
use. Sadly young families are frequently unable to afford homes in our area, despite there 
being schools for all ages. 

− It is always a sad occasion when an existing property is demolished and a block of flats or a 
sheltered housing development is built.  Whilst realising these buildings are needed they can 
make our roads look very bitty and unattractive. 
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− Large houses like the Huf Haus in Nea Road should never be allowed to be crammed in to 
such a small area of land. Please - never again! 

− Let there be a space for greenery by each building, not just tarmac, etc. with a building shoe-
horned in 

− many buildings that are under construction and have been built have less parking spaces 
than the flats that they are supposed to be supporting     

− modern materials such as for cladding, glazing and roofing will only be supported provided 
they are shown to have been chosen for quality, type and colour which respects the wider 
character area. Cementitious fake wood planking will be specifically refused unless 
exceptional circumstances dictate. 

− More lawns, gardens for wildlife. Less enormous houses in a bungalow estate, less cars, 
boats and caravans/motor homes taking pride of place. Shingle should be banned!! 
Highcliffe is becoming too suburbanites by new people to the area bringing their 'city's 
designs with them. They love the area then immediately  rip out trees, dig up lawns and add 
huge add ons. Then the area looks just like the area they have left.!!!   

− Multiple occupancy buildings must have reasonable outdoor space for tenants.  Buildings 
replacing existing ones should reflect the general character of their predecessor. 

− New build must provide adequate parking, most families comprise of two drivers these days 
and for example the new properties in Ringwood road only have one allocated parking 
spaces, which will mean problems of parking on the surrounding roads   

− No more care homes! 

− Please no more apartments in the area - there are enough already 

− Please no more blocks of flats in the area, those new flats over the shops in the high street 
are far too high and over bearing.  

− Please plant more trees and make sure there is sufficient garaging with each property built 
and side roads are becoming very congested and are sometimes dangerous. 

− Preference for new builds to have solar panels installed, insulation, efficient heating & 
ventilation, green space, off-road parking (to facilitate EV charging) 

− Privacy for neighbours should be considered. 

− Properties should be provided with stairs and/or gardens for exercise during pandemics 

− Provision of at the very least 2 parking spaces per unit plus visitor spaces.  

− Re-instate the former planning rules that seem to have been over-written by the insidious 
'permitted development'  let-out clause! 

− Removing houses and making blocks of flats with inadequate parking should not be allowed. 
Most homes do have more than one car whether we like it or not.  

− Restrict height. 

− Retain adequate spacing between housing and expect at least two parking spaces per unit. 

− Retain the “garden” appearance of the Wolhayes Garden Estate by the planting of more 
grass lawns and reducing the spread of gravel. The road called Greenways is an example as 
the fashion for gravel replacement increases. 

− Save our green spaces because there is too much building in the area. 

− Stop building flats - Highcliffe has too many already with even more pushed being pushed 
through planning.  Look online, there is an abundance of flats but not houses and 
bungalows. 

− Stop residents on Hoburne Farm from removing their landscaped areas provided and 
extending their back gardens effectively turning them I to ugly alleyways 

− Take account of the demographic, Highcliffe is a community of more elderly people. The 
area needs more young people to balance out the age profile.  
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− The area of Highcliffe I like least is where every house/bungalow looks identical. Glenville 
Road is a really good example of how variety of buildings can work well. Literally no 2 houses 
are the same. Compare this to pinewood road where they are all the same and just a bit 
boring! 

− The density and design of new developments to be commensurate with immediately 
adjoining residential areas. 

− The introduction of pea stone front gardens or just bricked area should be dissuaded. The 
area is beginning to look like a car park. Just turn into Felton Crescent at the Denham Drive 
end!  

− The last design statement re modern materials appears to limit their use, when many 
modern design details are very tasteful and often eco friendly. 

− The size of the frontage of any new or extended building should reflect the current feel of 
the area or current house. Rear extensions, frontal additions that are in character or 
enhance the appearance of the building (eg single dorma windows, porch) or small areas of 
in keeping decoration eg cladding should be allowed. Vast expanses of frontal glass, large 
and imposing designs or bungalows or detached houses replaced with modern flat blocks 
should not be allowed.  

− There is an excessive use of TPOs in Highcliffe and in the past the planning dept has been 
unreasonable when considering homeowners applications for tree surgery.  

− There needs to be a concerted effort to get parked cars off the roads in areas that permit 
this. They are unsightly, a hazard to road users, pedestrians and animals. 

− Trees that are mature but not  

− Try to incorporate a recognisable 'Highcliffe element or style' in new developments. Include 
that element in any appropriate signs, buildings, wherever, to give a common theme visitors 
(and us) will remember! 

− Utterly amazed that so much plastic cladding is allowed in modern design. 

− We must plant more trees to offset the use of cars and Lorries 

− We need to keep all the greenery in the area lots of trees for the birds all very uplifting for 
the peop,e of Highcliffe  

− We should preserve the homes and bungalows and stop all the blocks of flats and retirement 
buildings being built in their place by developers. 

− Where existing properties are replaced by multiple properties the resultant density should 
reflect the existing density in the road/area 

− Within housing design pay attention to 'sense of place' and any relevant historical reference 
where possible. 


