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1 Introduction

1.1 This Consultation Statement sets out how the Copthorne Neighbourhood Plan Steering
Group have engaged with the local community whilst preparing the Copthorne
Neighbourhood Plan.

1.2 Throughout the preparation of this plan the Steering Group and Parish Council have sought
to include all parts of the community including, but not limited to:

Residents

Local businesses

Schools

West Sussex County Council
Horsham District Council
Neighbouring Parish Councils
Environment Agency
Infrastructure Providers
Churches

Historic England
Landowners

1.3 We have also sought to engage with the community via a variety of means, more recently the
options available to us have been restricted due to COVID-19 but we are confident that the
plan presented is firmly based and resulting from the community engagement undertaken to

date.

1.4 Section 2 of this document details the consultation and engagement activities undertaken
prior to the Regulation 14 consultation undertaken in 2020. It documents what the Steering
Group did, how it was done, what was learnt and was done with what we learnt at each
stage.

1.5 Section 3 of this document fulfils the legal obligations of The Neighbourhood Planning
(General) Regulations 2012 Regulation 15(1) which requires a Consultation Statement to
accompany the submission of a plan. Regulation 12(2) of the above-mentioned regulations
confirm that a ‘Consultation Statement’ is a document which:

contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed
neighbourhood development plan;

explains how they were consulted;
summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted;

describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant,
addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan.

1.6 A number of Appendices are attached to this document which evidence the engagement that
has taken place. It should be noted that these appendices are meant to provide a fuller
picture of the activities taken place and should not be considered the definitive collection of
all relevant material.
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2 Consultation Activities up to Reg.14

2.1 The Copthorne Neighbourhood Plan has been in development since 2012 and since its
inception there has been much engagement with the local community encompassing
numerous events, consultation activities.

2.2 This section provides an overview of the consultation activities and engagement undertaken
with the local community up to the Reg.14 Consultation help in 2020.

Copthorne Magazine Survey & Early Engagement (March 2012)

2.3 In March 2012 a questionnaire (included at APPENDIX 1) was circulated to all households in
the Copthorne ward via the village magazine to get initial indications of villagers’ view on
matters effecting the future of the village and surrounding area.

2.4 During this consultation, on 22" March 2012, a meeting of businesses, sports organisations
and surrounding councils was held at the Jubilee Pavilion, Copthorne. 22 local groups
attended and had group and whole meeting discussions on how they visualised the Plan
area developing. Attendees were encouraged to indicate positive aspects of the village,
negative aspects, and improvements they would like to see over the coming years. On 11th
April 2012 a second meeting of different businesses, organisations and surrounding councils
was held at the Jubilee Pavilion, Copthorne to ensure a wider group of organisations had an
opportunity to influence the direction of the Neighbourhood Plan. A list confirming some of
the stakeholders invited, and the letter sent, is included at APPENDIX 2.

2.5 The responses received to the magazine survey (summary at APPENDIX 3) and the
feedback received from stakeholders were used in the formulation of the plans vision and
objectives and the direction of the Neighbourhood Plan.

Establishment of the Steering Group (April 2012)

2.6 On 11" April 2012, the Parish Council established a Steering Group of local residents and
Parish councillors to work on and prepare the Neighbourhood Plan. To attract people to join,
the Parish Council sought volunteers through the Parish Council magazine and from contacts
we thought might be interested. This attracted a range of people who came forward to take
part.

Copthorne Carnival Display & Questionnaire (June 2012)

2.7 A gazebo was set up at the Copthorne Carnival with some pictures of key places around the
plan area alongside some words on the neighbourhood plan and what it was setting out to
achieve.

2.8 The display used at the Copthorne Carnival is included at APPENDIX 4 and the associated
questionnaire is at APPENDIX 5.

2.9 The exercise was very informative and helped the Steering Group further understand
aspirations for the local area.
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2.10

2.11

2.12

2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

2.17

2.18

Early Engagement Feedback (August 2012)

During August 2012, Worth Parish Council published a guide to the Neighbourhood Plan.
This took account of the views expressed by consultation groups and residents to the extent
that these could be accommodated within the law and remit of Neighbourhood Plans at this
time. They were used by those working on the neighbourhood plan to inform work moving
forward.

Call for Sites & Sites Consultation (from February 2013)

In February 2013 developers and householders were invited to submit sites which might be
suitable for future development. This was to identify sites of all sizes which might be suitable
for development over the lifetime of the Neighbourhood Plan.

Criteria were drawn up against which the sites were considered for suitability for
development. These criteria included whether they were in the existing built up area,
whether they would impact on the countryside and their sustainability with reference to their
location and the existing facilities available in the village.

It was agreed to hold a public exhibition and consultation on the sites that were submitted,
and this was held at the Delmar Morgan Institute in Copthorne in April 2013. A detailed map
and plan of each proposed development was displayed and where the proposer chose,
additional information was provided to support the sites. The advert and consultation site
map and response form used at this event can be found in APPENDIX 6. 75 people attended
the exhibition and 57 responses were received.

Although the sites were then assessed for suitability, no decision was made as to whether
proposed sites would be included in the Plan or whether the suitability of sites would be
measured against the objectives laid out in the Plan.

St. Modwens Plc Consultation (July 2013)

On 12th & 13th July 2013, St. Modwens Plc. held their own public consultations at the
Delmar Morgan Institute on their plans for 500 plus houses at a site at Copthorne West.

Whilst this was not part of the neighbourhood plan process (it was part of their preparation
for the submission of a formal planning application to Mid Sussex District Council), members
of the steering group attended to see the presentation, observe and try and gauge resident’s
views on the proposals.

Hurst House landowners Consultation (November 2013)

On 4th November 2013, members of the steering group met with Hurst House landowners
following a request from the landowners to have their sites included for housing and
industrial development in the Neighbourhood Plan.

Members of the Steering Group agreed to assess the site in the same way as other sites
submitted as a result of the ‘Call for sites’ process.
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219

2.20

2.21

2.22

2.23

2.24

2.25

2.26

2.27

Consultation on Draft Plan (23 November 2013)

On 23rd November 2013, a public consultation on draft Neighbourhood Plan proposals at
Delmar Morgan Institute. Boards displaying the various sections of the Plan were on display
setting out the objectives and proposed criteria.

70 residents attended and 30 questionnaires were completed. Further questionnaires were
completed subsequent to the open day. The responses received and analysis repot is
included at APPENDIX 7.

The feedback received from this consultation was taken into account and the plan was
updated in the following weeks.

Steering Group Restructuring (28 November 2013)

On 28th November 2013, Worth Parish Council decided that the steering groups for the 2
Neighbourhood Plans in Copthorne and Crawley Down should become formal sub
committees reporting on to a Neighbourhood Plan Committee which would coordinate the
work of the 2 plans.

Housing Needs Survey (February 2014)

During February 2014 all residents within the built area of Copthorne received a
questionnaire to be completed anonymously. This was undertaken to better understand the
local housing stock and deficiencies in it. 562 useable responses were received and used to
inform the plan moving forward.

A report detailing the consultation and analysis of the results is included at APPENDIX 8 for
reference.

Alongside information previously gathered, the results used to inform the preparation of the
draft plan.

Preparation of SA / SEA & First Reg.14 Plan (2014 — 2017)

Over the following three years, the plan was developed by the Steering Group in consultation
with the general public through a number of informal events such as the Copthorne Carnival
and others as considered appropriate. Much work and time was invested in the Sustainability
Appraisal / Strategic Environmental Assessment required at the time due to the scope of the
plan. Alongside this, there was uncertainty in the planning system as Mid Sussex District
Council progressed a new District Plan for the area.

First Regulation 14 Consultation (6 March - 28 April 2017)

The draft Plan was circulated to statutory bodies for Regulation 14 consultation during the
period 6th March to 28th April 2017. It was advertised in a range of places in accordance
with the regulations — some of the relevant material is included in APPENDIX 9.
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2.28

2.29

2.30

2.31

2.32

2.33

2.34

2.35

2.36

A number of responses were received to this consultation including a lengthy response from
Mid Sussex District Council which raised concerns with the document and the policies within
it.

Following an initial review of the responses, a planning consultant was appointed to review
the responses and assist with the necessary revisions. Unfortunately, after an initial review
the consultant advised the Sub-Committee that the changes required were significant and
additional evidence was required to support the proposed policies.

Accordingly, the Sub-Committee set about preparing the necessary evidence and updating
the plan.

Copthorne Village Survey (July/August 2019)

In a bid to update the local evidence being relied upon (being some 7 years after the original
survey) a new village survey was prepared which covered a range of topics. 2079 surveys
were delivered to every house in Copthorne.

Of the 2079 surveys distributed, 614 surveys were returned representing approximately 30%
return rate. The survey requested details of each residence as follows:-

The number of rooms and availability of parking.

The number of people residing in each house.

The working arrangements for residents of working age.

Details of schools that children attended.

Details of doctor’s surgeries attended.

Additional requirements for additional dwellings in the coming years.

An indication of residents likely to be looking to upsize of downsize in the coming
years.

o Details of facilities used and suggestions for additional facilities that would be used if
they were available.

The results received were analysed by the Sub-Committee. A report which sets out how the
consultation was conducted, the resulting analysis and copies of the consultation
documentation is included at APPENDIX 10.

The responses received were used to refine the policies and their requirements in the plan.
This was very helpful as it ensured that requirements being set reflected the needs and
aspirations of the local community.

Policy Options Consultation (9 March - 16 April 2020)

Whilst the above Housing Survey was being prepared, the Steering Group were also
preparing evidence to inform and support the neighbourhood plan. The findings from the
survey and this updated evidence resulted in the Sub-Committee having several areas where
they were not sure on the best way to address the matter in the plan.

Accordingly, a Policy Options Consultation was held to try and refine their thinking. This
consultation consisted of a questionnaire being put out alongside the draft evidence base
including the Copthorne Heritage and Character Assessment (May 2019), 2019 Copthorne
Village Survey Results & Analysis (February 2020), Draft Local Heritage Assets (February
2020) and Draft Local Green Space (February 2020).
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2.37 The consultation was advertised widely, and drop-in sessions were held in the Parish Hub on
Monday 16th March between 10-12am or Thursday 2nd April between 6-8pm so that
interested parties could discuss the plan and the policy options put forward.

2.38 A report regarding this consultation is included in APPENDIX 11 which provides further detail
on the consultation, how it was conducted and analysis of the results. This report also
highlights the recommendations that came out of the consultation which the Sub-Committee
considered as they worded to finalise the new Regulation 14 plan.
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3 Regulation 14 Consultation

3.1 This section will be completed after the Regulation 14 Consultation has been completed and
will fulfil the legal obligations of the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012. To do this,
this section will contain:

a)

b)
c)
d)

details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed
Neighbourhood development plan;

explains how they were consulted;
summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted;

describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant,
addressed in the proposed Neighbourhood development plan.
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APPENDIX1  Copthorne Magazine Survey (2012)
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APPENDIX 2 Initial list of stakeholders & letter to them
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APPENDIX3 Responses from the Copthorne Magazine Survey 2012
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APPENDIX 4  Copthorne Carnival Display
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APPENDIX 5 Copthorne Carnival Questionnaire
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APPENDIX 6  Sites Consultation Documentation (April 2012)
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APPENDIX 7  Results & Analysis of November 2013 Consultation
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All but 1 respondent submitted their age group.

18-24 1.47%

25-34 2.94%

35-54 22.06%

55-64 36.76%

65-74 26.47%

75-84 10.29%82% of the respondents are late middle age or elderly, with only 6% below the age of 35.

[Text in square brackets has been inserted by the data collator. The intent is to aid clarity and not change the
meaning of comments made by respondents]

Please note that all statistics are displayed rounded to the nearest whole decimal point, this can cause an
apparent error when two such values are added, giving the impression that an extra 1% has been added
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Q6

Q7

Q9

Page 6 of 35

413
414

165
288
289
2901
404

165
288
289
291
314
407
409
414
418

419
432
440

322
428

Should be developed by WPC and MSDC.
Could be improved.

Very strong Scout and Guide groups.

Need a youth club.

The village needs a youth club.

More opportunities needed for adolescents.
Opportunities for youth are lacking.

Seldom see a uniformed police officer.

Hardly ever see a policeman.

Police never seem to be around.

Policing is non-existent and ineffective in the village.
We no longer see police patrolling the village.
Hardly ever see a PC/PCSO patrolling the streets.
Certainly see a patrol car in the Meadow.

Never see any police or PCSO

Road safety suffers due to ineffective policing

It would be nice to see a policeman or PCSO more often, walking around the village
and talking to people.

No obvious police presence.
It was safer when we had a village policeman that everyone knew.

We need more proper policing.

Lots of break-ins, drug problems, plimsolls over telephone lines.
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Comments and additional points

General point

Q1

Q2

Q7

Q8

Page 8 of 35

10

193
288

321

407

321

407

165
288

Copthorne is a village and should stay a village.

We are a village and not a town. There should be a limited number of jobs. We do
not want to attract too many jobs due to traffic.

| can’t see the relevance of these questions really!

Other than shops, other businesses are not generally well known to most people.
There are many small businesses in small business parks.

We are subjected to speeding vehicles and inconsiderate parking, etc.

Some do, others don't care. Apathy!

This is not to be expected in a village. In a town, yes.

Most local businesses are not large enough to provide a career structure.

We are a village not a town.
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Question Decision
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11. | am employed locally Yes 15%%
No 21%

No: -Retired 65%

Note that 15% work locally and 86% are
retired or work away. The figures are
recorded from those who answered this
question.

Additional Points

Economy (Section 3)

Comments and additional points

General Point
165

436
Q2
288

411
Q4
32
Q7
165
193
288
321
388
407
428
432
439
Q8

418
Q9
407

Page 10 of 35

Copthorne is a village, not a major business and employment hub.
| don't feel that we need more business in the village. There is enough easily
accessible.

This is a village not a town. We do not need industrial units etc.
The land available is not necessarily in Sussex and therefore may not be available to be
used.

We have sufficient commercial units.

It would be better with a centre. A good butcher would be nice.
We don't want one!

This is a village not a town. We do not need industrial units etc.
No village retail centre. All scattered.

We need a village centre.

What we have is sufficient for our needs.

A butcher would be good.

No village centre.

We could have so much more. A café would add some character.

There is a wide range of business offering employment and business opportunities in
adjacent areas.

No, we are a village not a holiday resort.
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Q11

Q12

Q14

Q15

Qle

Q17

Q19

Q2

Q20

Q21

Q22

Page 16 of 35

404
407
420

165
234
288

193
288

407
432

234

321
404

407
432

234
291

407

432

436

234

234

165
288

165

291

234

Proposed estate to West of village is too large.
Yes, at the moment. No if St Modwen development goes ahead.

Existing housing estates are large enough for a small village.

Tend to be large houses in small plots.
| feel that many more houses would be in too many in terms of density.
It is ok at the moment, but we are beginning to get too much infill building.

No more housing needed.
It is ok at the moment, but we are beginning to get too much infill building.

Disagree as, for example, the new pavilion at St George Field; nice facility, wrong
place.

Always young people hanging around people don't feel safe.

Bus services are not good enough to rely on as sole means of transport.

No continuous pavements in some roads, E.g. Borer's Arms Road.

Walking is unsafe along Shipley Bridge Lane, Copthorne Road and Copthorne Bank.
A footpath/cycleway connecting Copthorne to the Worth Way would be very
beneficial.

No footway to Crawley.

| have had to give up cycling in Copthorne as it far too dangerous - Speed of Traffic. |
felt safer cycling in Brighton.

Cycling is dangerous because of speeding traffic.
A footpath/cycleway connecting Copthorne to the Worth Way would be very
beneficial.

Roads are too dangerous to cycle.
Cycling is too dangerous.
Two estate agents suggest that this must be the case.

The more the village expands, the less distinctive it is as a place to live in.

Great aspiration, but | am not sure that anyone has the right to anything.
Immigrants should have to earn this right, i.e. Contribute before they get this right.

| would prefer 0, but that is probably not an option.

Since 1950, about 1700 new houses have been built in Copthorne. We are full up.
No more houses!

We must protect the precious areas of nature that surround the village.
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Q24

Q26

Q27

Q3

Q5

Q7

Q9

291
314

407
424
438

10
438

165

193

288
404

407
438

234
438

165

234
432

165
413

291

165

404

St Modwen project must not go ahead. We must not become part of Crawley and
fight to keep our identity.

This essential to maintain the character of Copthorne.
Yes. Nothing to South of A264 and definitely no to the proposed St Modwen
Development.

The County Line between Sussex and Surrey is a problem.
Parking is getting worse.

Site 12 (Land to west of Copthorne) is a flood plain and should be rejected for that
reason.

There is pressure on existing schools in the village.

| feel that brownfield sites should always be redeveloped before greenfield sites, but
some brownfield sites are now grown over and so appear green.

Ancient woodland needs to be protected and woods preserved. There is hardly any
woods to enjoy located in the village.

This is very important if Copthorne is to retain its own identity.

We don't want to become part of Crawley.
Yes, instead of the St Modwen development, plant trees and create a recreational
area.

We must not merge with Crawley, or the community will be lost.

It should be more than 300m!
Loss of allotment space is a loss of a valuable amenity.

Some say that if a new runway restricts development, then build the runway. I'm not
interested in the lesser of two evils, just no evils!

We should take into account the threat this would pose to areas of biodiversity
around Copthorne, if airport expansion included building of new roads and housing.

| disagree, because | would object to the 2nd runway!

lam worried that St Modwen will get there way and harm the village and the sense
of open space within the village.

Very limited open space. Insufficient for village of this side.

Allotments controlled by Worth Parish Council are needed.

How many affordable homes are there in Chelsea!

Too few 2 bedroom houses.
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Comments and additional points

General Comment

234
General Point

201

201

291

291

340
403

403

407
411
411
411
438

441
Q1

404

428

431

432

438

441
Q12

165

321

407

440
Q13

165

165
234
314
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As Copthorne has expanded, it has become normal for people to drive rather than
walk. Constant traffic and speeding make crossing roads and walking on pavements
feel dangerous. It is not unusual for cars to speed at 50mph+ alongside children
using the p

Speeding

Congested roads

Too much heavy traffic in the village.
Village used as a rat run.

Copthorne roads should discourage "rat runs" and much greater efforts need to be
made to calm speeding.

Will 500 homes with cars help our traffic problems? No!

Heavy goods vehicles and cars moving at high speeds through our village. This
increases year by year.

| understand that pavement parking is not currently an offence. How about
introducing a bye law prohibiting it. It is a real problem for the elderly and mothers
with prams.

Car parking is needed on Copthorne Bank and Humphries field.

Traffic management is needed at the Copthorne Way/Brookhill Road roundabout.
Stop the general rat run traffic.

Too many large HGV's coming through the village.

Very pleased that Southdown Coaches are maintaining the 424 Service, despite low
passenger numbers. Lower fares might help.

Transport links to Gatwick are poor.

Bus service is limited.

No direct bus to Gatwick.

Buses are limited.

Too much through traffic.

| would like to be able to go to Horley on a Sunday.

Roads are adequate for residents, but not for the current rat runs.
Many roads are too narrow for driving and parking

Roads within the village are adequate.

Have you seen the village roads at 8am?

Copthorne should not be a through route, especially for HGV''s
Copthorne Bank and Brookhill Road should not be through routes, especially for
HGV's.

We need pedestrian crossings and speed cameras.

There are too many large vehicles using the village roads.
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Q2

Q3

Q4

Q5

321
420

165
386
409
420
420

234
234
291
319
321
414
420
427
429
432
436
438
440
441

165
291
291
319
321
324

404
414
418
427
429
436
440
441

Many vehicles drive through the village rather than the main roads around it.
Village is very busy throughout the day.

Parking can be a problem.

Over congested roads.

It's alright unless there is an incident on the M23: causes total gridlock.
Gridlocked throughout the morning and evening.

Village is used as a cut through.

The culture of car dependency in Copthorne makes cycling dangerous. This is
worsened by the number of cars, and speeding through the village. Speed cameras
on Brookhill Road and Copthorne Bank are surely necessary as only a minority seem
to respect

Pavements are often unusable because they have vehicles parked on them.
Cycling is too dangerous.

No street lights or road markings on some local roads.

Roads are fairly narrow for cars and cycles.

Need cycle lanes.

Need to improve public transport frequency and timing.

Cycling is too dangerous.

Very crowded roads. We need footpaths and cycle ways.

Too dangerous to cycle now.

There are no cycle ways. Painting a line at the side of the road is not a cycleway.
Roads are not suitable for cycling. Too many parked cars.

It is too dangerous to cycle around Copthorne.

Local roads are not safe for cycling.

Walking is encouraged because we have open spaces.
Speed limits are ignored.

Poor or absent footways on several local roads.

No pavements in roads out of village.

Lack of pavements and lighting.

No footway to Three Bridges.

Walking is poor along Shipley Bridge Lane, Copthorne Road (to West) and Copthorne
Bank (to North)

Footpaths are narrow in places.

Shipley Bridge is not walking friendly.
Limited by lack of footways.

No footpath to Crawley.

We lack good quality footpaths.

We have lots of lovely woods to walk in.
Lack of footways makes walking unsafe.
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10
32
165
165
319
321

355
407
420
427
440
Q6
165
165

234

291
314

319
321

355

407

423

440
Q7

407

440
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New properties, recently built, have not included adequate parking.
More parking needed near to shops.

Parking is very poor.

Parking is very poor in places.

Yellow lines are in the wrong places, and they are not enforced.

No Car parks other than for pubs and halls.

Insufficient parking near to schools, shops and social centres, encouraging
inconsiderate and often illegal parking.

Parking is adequate, but only because the Prince Albert kindly allows it.
Most roads are full of parked cars and airport parking.

Not enough parking around shops.

Need more parking spaces around shops.

There is nobody to enforce parking.

parking is poor because there is no enforcement

Increasingly pavements are being used as parking spaces. There is a bad attitude to

people using pavements.

There are some appalling examples of parking on pavements, causing serious danger

to pedestrians.

Cars are parked on pavements causing prams, wheelchairs and blind people to walk

in the road.

Parking is not managed at all. An example being the entrance to Calluna Drive. Itis

just an accident waiting to happen.
Obstruction of pavements and pavement parking is really bad.

Every day pavements are illegally parked on pavements. This is both inconsiderate
and potentially dangerous, especially for the elderly, those with push chairs and
prams, those in wheelchairs, and those with site impairment. In addition our grass

verges

The newly installed yellow lines are ignored. We never see a MSDC traffic warden.

Double yellow lines not enforced. What is the point of the expenditure?
Need to ban cars from near the schools to keep children safer.

Why do we need business growth?
The yellow lines are not enforced.
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Q6

Q7

Q9

165
234
322
407

407
409

165
234
288
319

319

322

407

420

High quality, but poor efficiency.

Bad service at the Copthorne surgery is the norm.
Too few appointment slots available.

A pity that GP's are now 9-5. Labour's fault!

Parking restrictions need to be enforced; otherwise money spent on them is
wasted.

The laybys by shops need to be deeper.

Difficult to get an appointment at short notice.
The surgery seems unable to meet demand.

Do we want more businesses? We are a village!
Very difficult to get an appointment.

High telephone charges when you 'phone the surgery and you have to sit and wait
for an answer.

We need more GP hours.

If there is no [contrary] evidence, we should take full advantage of this free source
of energy (contrary inserted to match opinion of agreement.

When dealing with Social Services for an elderly relative it was very difficult as
services are in Crawley or East Grinstead. Some services from one some from
another. We should have social services from one location.
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Q6

Q9

Page 28 of 35

314

436

438

165

429

We need adequate parking without loss of green areas.
Green verges are a waste of time. Use them to improve parking.
We should create one way systems around our schools.

There is a lot of nonsense spoken about fracking, oil and gas exploration in general.
| would prefer to see quadrilla rather than St Modwen.

There are many arguments against fracking, including the amount of water needed
to push down. We are already short of water.
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Governance (Section 8)

Comments and additional points

General point

234

2901

411

441

441
Q1

10
32
165

291

381

404
Q10

404
Q2

2901

317

404

407

Q3
32

Q4
165
234

Q5
165

Q6
165
234

Q7
165

Page 30 of 35

The community groups run by the villagers, e.g. CVA does an amazing job in
representing the people of the village, which the local councils do not do so well.

We have lost too much farm land over the last 50 years, and now our last remaining
green "lung" between Copthorne and Crawley is under threat.

Copthorne should have its own parish council.
CVA and Parish Council do a good job generally.
We should have had more publicity for this consultation.

No young people involved. Chris Larkin is biased due to his family who will benefit
financially.

Local council jump to the will of Whitehall.

There may be a conflict between WPC and MSDC.

Councillor Walker appears keen on the CIL and St Modwen Development would
bring.

Who are they and what are their views?

Except for Philip Coote who has proved where his allegiance lies.

Except for parents who park on yellow lines outside schools, and speeding drivers.

Councillor Coote has proved himself to be no friend of WPC or Copthorne.
District planning decisions are too remote

Chris Larkin has a very poor reputation in this village and should not be on the
planning committee.

How can we remove councillors who do not appear to represent the views of the
residents? In my many communications with Worth Parish Council over the last 30
years or so, | have often found the Parish Clerk to be unhelpful and hard to
communicate with.

Residents committee is fine. Parish Council notso!

Letters are not always answered, but the councillors try to be as helpful as possible.
We don't have a "voice" in terms of the parish council, but the CVA gives us a voice.

True, but sometimes they can seem remote.

Limited by policies of WPC and MSDC.
Only through the CVA.

| think our village needs support rather than leadership.
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Q8

Q9

234

234

234

291

There are many volunteers who do an enormous amount for the village, not so
much from local government.

Really good Guides, Scouts NTC, etc.

Many people do.

Parents who park on double yellow lines and across residents driveways lack civic
responsibility.
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The
neighbourhood
plan can be
used to protect
the existing
local green and
open spaces,
identify new
ones to be
designated ,
and to create
more areas for
family and
leisure
activities.
Where in
Copthorne,
could the
neighbourhood
plan consider
inclusion of the
open space, to
serve this
purpose?
Please let us
know where
the open
spaces are that
should be
considered .

Open Space Asset

Common north of A264 (Holes 1 & 18
Copthorne Golf)

Common South of A264

Copthorne Common

Courthouse Farm

Fields adjacent to Recreation Ground
Fields either side of A264 from M23 to
Copthorne Roundabout

Golf Course

Heathy Ground

Humphrey's Field

Hunter's Moon Allotments

King George's Sports Field

Land and Common East of Copthorne Hotel on
South of A247

Land to West of Copthorne

Old Hollow Woodlands

Recreation Ground

School Playing Fields

Top Common (Copthorne Upper Common)
Village Green

Westway Ancient Woodland

Woods around Copthorne

No. Times Suggested

3

General Point

438 We should buy the allotment land from Burstow PC.
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Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats

Those in bold type are in addition to those identified in the Worth Parish
Council Scoping Report for Sustainability

Strengths

Weaknesses

e Safe community environment
e Quality schools
e Qutstanding landscape setting,
designated land e.g. AONB
Strong opportunities
New pavilion
Village identity
Good range of leisure facilities
Post Office
Local shops
Church

e Friendly doctors’ surgery.
Dance facilities
Good Community Spirit
Good links to London and Coast
Pride in community
Scouts and Guides

Sense of COmmunity, e.g. Neighbourhood
Plan and village fete bring people together
Sense of Community, delivering carnival and
jubilee events

Village still has a village feel, which needs to
be protected

Women's Institute

e Traffic speed

Visual clutter

Pedestrian vulnerability
Infrequent public transport
High house prices

High rental prices

Lack of affordable housing
No allotments.

Parking issues (lack of, and
inappropriate parking)

Aircraft Noise

Doctor surgery too small for needs of village
Housing density increasing

Inappropriate use of local roads by HGV's
Inconsistent Boundaries

Lack of parking around shops

Lack of Speed Cameras

Lack of village centre

Lack of visible policing

Loss of aesthetics due to inappropriate
parking on verges

Loss of appreciation of "Village Ethos" by new
residents

No bank or free ATM

parking around shops and social centres
Planning procedures - insufficient attention to
parking issues on new builds and alterations
to existing properties

Poor communication by Councils

Poor road layout contributes to congestion
Poor shopping as shops are scattered around
village

Ridiculous boundaries around village

Too many HGV's

Traffic Congestion

Traffic Volume

very poor parkin facilities near shops and
businesses
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APPENDIX8 Housing Needs Survey 2014

Copthorne Plan Housing Needs Survey Analysis

Intreduction

During February 2014 all residents within the built boundary of Copthorne received a questionnaire
to be completed and returned on an anonymous hasis. The completed forms could be returned to
one of several collection points, or posted diréctiy to Warth Parish Council. Approximately 580
farms were received. Of these 562 contained valid data suitable for data entry. This represents
approximately 34% of the households within Copthorne. 8 further envelopes were received on 24"
March which are not included in this report.

The questionnaire asked 12 discreet questions, with a further question allowing free text to be
entered so that the data subject could offer an independent comment which the respondent wished
to make.

Not all respondents answered every question, and this is reflected in the analysis below. Similarly
some questions allowed for multiple responses, and so there are some guestions that will appear to
have many more respanses than the number of forms received.

The Questions and Methodology of Analysis

« Q1 askéd about owning or renting the home. A single response being allowed

» 02 asked about the number of bedrooms in the current home. A single choice being
allowed from four choices indicating 1, 2, 3 or 4 or more bedrooms.

s Q3 asked about the ages of those residing within the home. The choices offered were under
16, 16-24, 25-34, 35-54, 55-64, 65-74 and 75 and above. To be consistent in the data
analysis the youngest age group has heen entered to reflect a 0-15 age range with the next
option being 16-24. It is recognised that the overlapped age ranges of the questionnaire
may lead to a small error in the analysis as a 16 year aged respondent could have heen
entered into either answer box. This question allowed for multiple responses with each age
group offering the opportunity to give the number of residents in each age group.

¢ Q4 and Q5 asked about the duration of residence in the current home and within
Copthorne. A single response was allowed for each of Q4 and Q5

¢ Qb asked about the main reason for living in Copthorne. The intention of the questionnaire
was for a single answer, however many respondents treated this question as a multiple
response question, including a free text option. The free text responses have been
simplified inta one of the following :

Bom here

dork 11 Una ltlagw o nwarby

Relatives ceelly

[Ati-ective property

Fcusing Cost

Inhetes

1
2
3
A [VAlage Ufe atiractive
5
6
7
L]

[secaseizlity itleaith)

9 [Surerorelnst. rz

1l: Tranzport Unks

11 [Commurity

12 *2cumhil 4 Plet of lad and bul ta ho_se here.
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These options covering all responses and enabling statistical analysis.

Q7 asked if the respondent expected to move out within the next 5, 10 or 20 years.
A single response being allowed.

Q8 asked if you were to mave aut would you consider other properties in
Copthorne. A single choice was allowed. The intent of the question was as a
subsidiary of Q7, but many answered this question regardless of any intention to
mave within the next 20 years {the life of this Neighbourhood Plan). The analysis of
this question will address those who intend to move within the next 20 years as a
priority, as this is the number relevant to this plan. As a matter of interest the
results for those who do not intend to move within the 20 year period and a
composite of all responses is included. Please note that these last two sets of
figures are outside the scope for planning concerns in this document, but may be of
use for longer term consideration.

09 asked about reasons to move. The question clearly asked for a single response,
however many respondents treated this as a multi choice option. The data for all
responses has been allowed and more than one reason attributed for wanting to
move for a single respondent.

Q10 asked about any member of the household whe may wish te leave the
respondents home. This was a multi response question. For each of the time
periods of 5, 10 or 20 years a yes/no choice was allowed. There was a further
opportunity to allocate a number of peaple who may wish to move for each of the
time periods, but this was not mandatory. The analysis has allowed the multi
response options and the number moving for each time period including a null
response for the number. The second part of this question was attempting to
discover the type of ownership required. There is no link between the numbers or
time periods and the time periods asked in the first part of the question and this
part of the guestion and so multiple responses have been allowed, but cannot be
related satisfactorily to the responses in the first part of the question. Similarly the
responses about the size of home(s} required allow for a multi response which
cannot he linked back to the type of ownership or the numbers or time periods
sought in the first part of the question.

Q11 asked about members in the immediate family who may wish to move to
Copthorne. The responses indicated the 5, 10, 20 year time periads and the
numbers for each period. The second part asked about the type of ownership and
the house size to be sought. The comments about Q10 apply to this question also,
50 that there is no direct relationship between the responses to the first part of the
guestion and the latter two sections.

Q12 asked about income levels. Choices offered being annual income in £'s grouped
as 0-30, 30-40, 40-50, 50-60 and 60+. There is an overlap for each of these options,
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and so the data has been regarded as £0-£30000, £30001-£40000, £40001-£5000Q,
£50001-£60000 and £60001 or more. Again it is recognised that there may be a
small error in the analysis of the data as for example someone earning £40000 could
have responded in either of two options allowed.

»  Finally the option to make further comment. The data has been entered verbatim
and some overview conclusions will be attempted. All comments are included as
part of this analysis.

How was the data processed

The relationships between the various questions are complex and do not lend itself to fiat file
processing. The data has therefore been processed using a relational database which allows for data
consistency, avoids data duplication and allows the data to be analysed using various relationships.
it may be that further relationship totals and data may be required in addition to this initial report. |
hope to meet with interested members over the immediate future who may wish for additional
figures to be extracted.
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Data Received

Q1 Do you own or rent your home?

There were 561 responses of these 555
reported as being home owners, with just 6
respondents renting their home. This translates
into a 98.93% home ownership.

imbaro Resporse:

Q2 How many bedrooms dees your home
have?
There were 562 responses.

i¢d 1 — 3 053%
PBeds [ s 9.43%
sBeds -
+ Beds T o 4163%

As can be seen there is a significant number
of 3 bedroom homes and those with 4 or
more bedrooms. There is a relatively small
number of 1 and two bedroorn homes. This
shortage may well impact on the desire of

Numsibra of Respranises

some residents who may wish to downsize as
their family moves away. This will be
discussed further in the responses to
guestions 9, 10 and 11.
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Q3 Please indicate the numbers that live in your hume,
There 2467 residents identified in this response. The proportional distribution is

Population Breakdown by Age g up

Humber in Steve SteAze

“apukctior. I SJIvEY by Ae Grair;

A conclusion that could be drawn from this survey is that the relatively low number of 25 — 34 year
old respondents may indicate that there are insufficient smaller homes available as starter homes
within Copthorne forcing young families to move away, and that the housing cost only becomes
affordable ta those with established careers and salaries, and are looking for a larger family home te
accommodate the growing family. Copthorne having a relatively high praportion of three, and
especially four ar more bedroomed hames makes the housing market within the village a desirable
prospect. Especially so as commuting is relatively good (as indicated in responses in Q9). Itis to be
noted that the village remains an attractive place for long term residence. The following chart shows
the number of each age group by house size.

135

Number cf Rasidents [ Groud
:

0445 15.i¢|25-39| 3554 [55-84 | 65-74| TH+ | 45 |15-2425.38 I%5| 5504 | G5-74) TS+

“+Bads

Nuinbg: of Each Age Groug In | lcmes Showing Nurmber of Beds
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It wauld seem reasonable to interpret the data as showing small numbers residing in the one
bedroom homes and a normal distribution in the two bedroom homes. The smaller numbersis asa
result of the smaller number of 1 and 2 bedroom homes in the survey. Within the 3 and 4+ bedroom
homes, the chart shows the occupation of children and young adults who are likely to be in
education, or below the age of education. In the 3 and 4+ bedroom homes a sharp depression is
seen at the age group 25-34. This may he an indication that there are insufficient smaller homes to
retain this age group within the village.
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Q4 How long have you lived in the village,

There were 558 valid responses to this question

100
|

7

631

Numier ¢f Homas

- 3 by p — 3 il o 3
“ 1.5 &0 11-18 e 2028 26-200 3135 36.40  41.¢3  ¢H.40  91.58  5E.E0 BI85 B5.00

Howa Lung 4t This Address

Q5 How long have you lived in Copthorne
There were 558 responses

Wumkar of Respondaris

yaars [lved iy Copthaine, proaped In Syear Intevals

AS can be seen from the charts above the peaks are at 11-15 years in the current home. This
strongly correlates to the duration of residence in the village. Residence in the village peaks at 26-30
years, with 20 responses {representing 3.6% of the responses received) who have resided in
Copthorne for more than 60 years. One resident declaring residence of 38 years in the current home
and a lifetime of 93 years in Copthorne.
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Q7 Do you currently expect Lo move within the next 5, 10 or 20 years?
This question was not answered by all respondents, There were 287 responses representing 51.1%
of all forms processed.

CountOfQ7 When Intend

Move

5 Yrs 136  47.39%
10 Yrs 89 ¢ 31.01%
20 Yrs 62 | 21.60% 5Yrs 10 20
el ; : ; Yrs Yrs
Extrapolating from these figures would imply
; . m CountOfQ7 When
that approximately half of the homes in Intend Mave 136 89 62

Copthorne will remain occupied by the present

resident for the life time of this Neighbourhood Plan, and that approximately half of all homes will
hecome available for resale or re-rent. 78% of the homes being sold will change hands within 10
vears and 47% within 5 years.

Page 8 of 39

Page 66 of 142




Q8 If you were te move would you consider another praperty in Copthorne?

This question did not indicate whether the request was for an indication of timescale. Many
respondents answered this, even if they had no current intention to move within the next 20 years.
Similarly the respondents answered Q9 whether or not there was an intention to move within 20
years. As this Neighbour Plan Survey only relates to the next 20 years | report on thase who
responded that they had intent to move within the next 20 years first.

There were 287 responses.

10 ¥rs 56 33 | 19.51% | 11.50%
20 Yrs 55 7] 19.16% | 2.44%
Svrs | 84 52| 29.27% | 18.12%
Total 195 92 | 67.94% | 32.06%

percentages are of all respondents

Chart to show those consider
Copthorne as next home

70.00%
60.00% -
50.00%
40.00% -
30.00%
20.00% -
10.00% -
0.00%

_.5Vrs 10Yrs 20 Yrs Total |
M%Yes| 29.27% 19.51% 19.16% 67.94%

m%No | 18.12% | 11.50% 2.44% | 32.06%

As can be seen there are a significant majority of respondents who appear to value life within the
village and would consider a further property. Perhaps of concern is that this appears to decline for
those respondents who have lived here the shortest.

For all respondents the results are as follows
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200 -

150 -

Chart to show All responses - Would
Consider Copthorne as a future

move!

250 o

100 17
3 NN

o}
05 Yrs 10Yrs 20 Yrs 21t yrs
W Would Consider 24 56 55 205
Copthorne
B Would Not Consider 52 33 7 70
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... Again there is a
growing affinity to living in Copthorne as length of residency grows. This is proba
as by nature most will prefer to stay with the familiar, especially so as we age.

bly to be expected
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Q9 What would be a reason for wanting to move?

This question was intended to have a single response. However many forms included multiple
responses. For completeness all responses have been collated. Where free text has been exercised,
these have been summarised so as to allow simpler processing and data analysis.

For those responses where respondents indicated a move within 20 years

BlEger property . .. - ——

Smaller property I P 158
Own not Rent

Work opportunity o
Attracted by non-village Lnfe s

a_mlly_r_”[»)’e‘ath or Infirmity

Traffic Issues

h\/iilage grows too Iarg'éi ’

Live away from Iocal|ty

Gatwmk Alrport Expansuovh 'v v

More rural Iocatwn

Larger garden N

Tl NlwiNn=mEslwialonia]

Hard to manage garden

|
w

V||Iage becomes toa urban

Care Home/Nursmg Home

Closer' to shops and supermarkets ‘

Sheltered accommodation

Wb

Use present home as a rental
investment

Bungalow _
Nearer to relatlves

Reason unclear

Tenancy agreement explres

[Access to better schools

iebe e e iw
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e
Chart to show Principal reason for moving for those

moving within 20 Years
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5
Chart to show Reason for Moving all
Respondents
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There were 475 responses from all respondents. In both the responses from those moving in the
next 20 years and all respondents there is a strong correlation. Respenses indicate that there is
likely to be a demand for more, smaller, homes in new developments for residents currently within
the village. With 158 such smaller homes as a potential within 20 years and with 121 likely within 10
years.

Q10 Is anyone in your household likely to want to move within the next 5, 10, or 20 years.
This question did not clearly specify whether those included in the question included thase wha
were targeted in Q7. It is therefare likely that there is some duplication in the results processed, as
the responder may interpret the question in more than one way. The further part of the question
regarding ewnership and size of home was not related to the answers in the first part of the
guestion and multiple answers are given. There are therefore significant limitations as to the
outputs from the analysis of this question.

Sumof

Number .. . Column

Moving " ‘Lahels . 5, oo ) ) o ) w Lo
S No Not : S Shared . g Grand |
-Rowlabels ~ Response  Known  Owned Rented Ownership . (blank} Total
05 Yrs 3 3 6 4 6 22
10 Yrs 10 10 2 4 26
20 Yrs 10 3 3 3 19
(blank}

_Grand Total 3 23 19 9 .13 oo 8T
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e R T e s e g
Row Labels -~ 1 Bed _ Beds Beds Beds < Total

_05¥rs . 26 52 25 5 108
No Response 1 2 2
Not Known 5 8 2 15
Owned 9 30 23 3 65
Rented 3 5 8
Shared Ownership 8 17

Aoy 6 4 17 65
Not Known 4 11 6 21
Owned 1 24 11 36
Rented 2 2
Shared Ownership 1 5 6

20 Yrs 13 35 19 2 .89
Not Known 6 6 3 15
Owned 2 18 12 v 2 34
Rented 3 4 2 9

_._.Shared Ownership 2 7 2 AL

Grand Total =~ - v o 45 129 61 .7 . 242

The table above shows the anticipated movement of residents from their current place of residence
to a hew home. 242 people indicated intent to move within the next 20 years.
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Q11. Are any members of your immediate family likely to want to move into Coepthorne?
67 sets of data were processed. The qualifications of the data are as far Q10, in so far as
relationships are not possible and multi choices could be made.

IR ET T P 203 4+ . Grand
Rowlabels . . =~ 1Bed ' 'Beds Beds Beds Total -
05Yrs . 14 45 56 23 138
No Response 6 7 6 19
Not Known 1 4 5
Owned 7 29 38 17 91
Rented 1 7 8
Shared Ownership 6 5 4 15
10 Yrs ) - N 4 5 9
Owned 4 5 9
20 ¥rs 6 A N LA
No Response 1 1
Owned 2 2 5 9
Rented 2 2 2 6
SharedOwnership 2 2 2 2
GrandTotal .. . 20 .51 70 28 - 169

Q12 Earners in the household

The data processed in this question is in my view unreliable to a degree, as some respondents may
have indicated an age of the earner rather than the value of inceme! In addition there is an overlap
between each salary level. Please see the introductory notes as to the variation made at the analysis
level. Data has been regarded as £0-£30000, £30001-£40000, £40001-£50000, £50001-£60000 and
£60001 or more.
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Chart to show income distribution in
the household by individual

600 -
500 -
400 -
300 -
200 -
100 47

0-30,000 | 30,001- | 40,001- | 50,001- [ 80,001+
40,000 | 50,000 | 60,000
[- Total| 513 98 73 49 96

It may

be of use to see the incomes coming into the home grouped by residence.

1l 2}o- 30,000
2 1[30,001 - 40,000
D 1} - 30,000
) p-so00
ST 1Jo-30,000
6 1l0-30000
6| 1[50,001 -60,000
7] 130,001 40,000
i 1140,001 - 50,000
8 2/50,001 -60,000
9 110 - 30,000
5 150,001 60,000
10 10-30,000
RS 1}60,001+
o 1jo-30,000
11 1130,001 - 40,000
13 200,001+
14] 1j0-30,000 |
15 10-30600
150 1/60,001+
] 2/0-30,000
) 17] 1/0 - 30,000
' 17] 130,001 - 40,000
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] (PP {00 L

g 2(0-30,000
19 e 30,000
19] " 1/30,001- 40,000
20 T 1Bo,001-40,000
0 - 1j60,001+
T 20-30000
22, 1/0 - 30,000
23] 200-30000
7 160001+
S 10-30000
25| 160,001
26| 2/0-30,000
27l 2j30,001-40,000
28 ijeo0ots
29 110 - 30,000
31] 210-30,000
32, 1}40,001 - 50,000
R 1]50,001 60,000
33] 20-30,000 |
34| 10-30,000
36 "1/30,001 - 40,000
36 .. 1i50,001-60,000
s 1jo-30,000
1
2
1
1
2
1
1
2
2
2
2
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Q13 I'ree text comments.

These are included in full. They are not shown here attributed by responder, but this data is
available if required. Many comments relate to the over expansion of the village, and the reduction
of open space between Copthorne and neighbouring conurbations, Other principle concerns include
the possible expansion of Gatwick airport, and the likely impact that each of these will have on
traffic flow, making Copthorne feel mare urban than its present semi-rural feel.

Although | know that more houses are needed in Copthorne, | am worried that the
roads/schools/doctors would not be able to cope with a huge increase in the population of the area.

_Always a need for growth, but not the size planned by the latest development plans.
Anonymous surveys are a complete waste of paper, o
Any future hausing should be medium volume and buitt by housing association to provide housing for
i young people.
" Any growth needs to be carefully and sympathetlcallv managed
Any increase in the wllage will only increase the traffic, especially on the A264, which is bad enough now
at peak times. When there is a westerly wind the noise from the M23 is bad. They need to build a bank
_up between the village and the motorway.
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Any new houses should either be on a fill in or replacement of existing property basis in order to preserve
a village environment. No expansion or coalescence.

Asa wllage we need greater shoppmg opportunmes to suite all ages, & more starter homes for the
young.

As well as young famllles there are older residents that may need to move to smaller accom modatlon
ather that residential care, i.e. sheltered accommodation that is affordable, i.e. not Maccilty-Stone!

Being a pensioner & widow ll] would like to see some affordable homes, not luxury flats, for those ofus
that want to downsize on property and garden, but be able to stay among people we know, especially if
| we have no family locally.

Can more facilities he guaranteed as part of the St Modwen development? ThIS is certa|n1y going to
happen sc what can they give to the village? Exploit is too strong a word, but you see my meaning,

Continue building more houses within a sensible framework, so that more young families can live within
the village.

Control bunldmg in village. Keep Green Belt.

_Controlled expansion is a good idea. Mass expansion is not practlcal

Copthorne does not need any more houses in the village. The village cannct cope with any more and the
facilities need improving and updating (i.e. play areas, school, doctors, etc.). No more houses. :

Copthorne does not need Iarge numbers of low cost housmg that is snapped up by the rental market
which contributes little to the community and due to the transient nature have little regard for the
neighbourhood.

Copthorne has enough houses No more should be built. It is already too busy Any more development
& it will lose its character as a village.

Copthorne is a good place to live. It would be nice to keep

Copthorne is a nice village, apart from Crawley. Vast development would change the feellng ofthe
village and the status of the village to a small town. Dreadful prospect|

Copthorne is nota frlendlv wllage We have lived here 25 years and have not found people wishing to be
friendly.
Copthorne needs to keep its village status, and as already stated no infill building on open space building
s necessary.

Copthorne provides a good mixed selection of property. You cannot always move in to exactly what you
| want in the exact location, no matter where you are choosing to live.

_Copthorne should provide low cost starter homes for the younger generetmn o .
Copthorne village is great as it is, but would be ruined by another large development

Coptharne was once a village but now is very busy and a large commuter village with the same facnlltles
_that were here 37 years ago, and a vast increase in population which it no longer supports.

Copthorne would be ruined by any more large scale developments. We want te keep the village
atmosphere. Roads, Doctors, etc. could not cope with large influx of people.

Copthorne, a beautiful village, mfrastructure lacking to support the wider community. However we
cannot ignore the country's housing crisis so | do not know the answers.

Cost of housing in the village is too high. Young people who would wish to remain here are una ble to.
doing so we do not always have a good social mix.

Currently there is enough housmg for the size of the wllage ‘and the facilities prowded “Traffic commg
aleng Copthorne Bank has increased draratically and is a real problem, with an accident waiting to

happen. Please no more traffic through the village e
Developments in the v:IIage aircraft noise and road noise have spoilt the village. Itis no Ionger a
pleasant place to live,

| Dislike busy road/speed oftrafflc
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_Po not make Copthorne a satellite of Crawley. |
Do not want the new housing at "Copthorne West" to go ahead.

Do not want to live much longer in what was originally a village and now hecoming just a suburh. No
_decent village shops like Crawley Down.

Do not want to lose Copthorne svillage identity. Do not want to overpopulate the village as it wili lose its
_appeal.

Do your best please to re

in Copthorne as a pleasant plal:é tl) Ilve
Doesn't have enough altematlve tick boxes making it necessary for me to say N/A See above.
Don'tlet large developments link us to Crawley.

 Don't let them build any more houses the A264 and 110 can t cope already at peak tlmes
Don't overbuild like Crawley Down.

Due to traffic valumes already, | think any developments should be kept to a minimum in and around the
 village.

Excesswe b

|ng in the area W|II completely k!ll off the present village atmosphere,

Family houses with decent sized gardens seem to be very limited. | wonder if they have aII been knocked
down and the land "developed".

Far too many houses heing built. Schools not equippeaqfo take more children. Surgery unable to take
_more patients.

Future developments should he small and in keeping with the village environment, including retaining
the strategic gap and improvement of village facilities.

Historically, Copthorne has grown far too quu:kly, and sadly too much greenery and fields has been lost.
The whole of the village needs to remain as it is with regard to loss of land and development. Brownfield
sites are good to be developed, but not Gr

Hopefully no more haomes or it will no Ionger be a village. )
Housing in village needs to be carefully planned as there are already traffic issues.

| believe that Copthorne's infrastructure is at its maximum capacity, and any more building would be
detrimental to the village as a whole.

| do not see a problem increasing the number of houses in the wllage 1-2- 3 Beds are preferred as long
_as 2 parking places per bedroom are allocated per build.

| do not want to lose the village identity & be swallowed up bv Crawley Infrastructures must be in place
before any sngmﬂca nt humber of new houses is built.

| don't like the way the village has been swallowed up by new housing, losing its character. Too much
. pressure on local infrastructure.

| feel that allewing of flats to be built in the vatlage was a mistake, at has led and will lead to more flats
being built. Not enough parking and an influx of non-village minded people. Copthorne is fast becoming
Just another part of Crawley,

 feel the development on the site proposed W|Il be detrlmental to life in the village.

| have never liked infill, and the loss of trees in the village is diminishing the village feel.

| have no objection to development as long as it is carried out in a controlled manner, with no loss of
| Green Belt.

| love the wllage and oppose the proposed new Copthome Way Development whlch WI|| add nothmg to
the village except more traffic and congestion, more people and loss of our identity.

| strongly ohject to housing developmenfs in the village.

[ think adding more housing to the village would ruin the feel of the wllage Its currently qmet ‘and not

too much traffic, and putting mare housing would defeat the reason we moved here and would make us
want to move.
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i understand the concern to maintain a village atmosphere; however Copthorne has expanded greatly
since | moved here and further development is inevitable.

I would be very sad to see Copthorne loose its v1||age appeal due to becoming too big & joining up with
_outlying areas,

| would not Ilke an add|t|0nal 500 homes to be built on the Iand behlnd Copthorne to the M25 but
_understand the need for further housing.

illage feel - No more estates nearby
; allowed me to.

If Cupthorne became overdeveloped we would no Icnger be a village, just an extensmn of Crawley .
If Copthorne gets much bigger it will no longer be a village and all the values that a wllage “has [will be
lost]

| If the pléns for 500 new houses are meL, Copthorne can never be called a village any more,

If the village loses its identity as a result of over-population / more housing being built, We W|ii move
away as we came here for a small quiet village and [to] start a family.

- If this new development goes ahead, | would seriously consider moving to a smaller quieter wllage W|th
fewer houses. Copthorne is perfect as it is.

If too many more houses are built in the village there will be more flooding and more traffic congestien.

If we lose the village due to housing developments, | would he more likely to move elsewhere, to a
different village. | would not want mave to "new housing developments”.

_infilling - nat expansion under any circumstances.

Information by post for falks unable to attend meetings and not computer oriented on local village input.
i.e. proposed developments and valid infrastructure to meet needs.

It is perfect as it is, so would not like to see change, there is a vanety of property wnh a W|de range of
prices. There seems to be plenty ta be involved in, if one wishes. Please, no more development.

It seems clear that Copthorne Vlllage will merge into Pound Hill & Crawley as the adjacent field areas and
forest are developed. Gatwick No. 2 Runway will be built | have no doubt given the pressures an air
 travel etc. it will lose its identity in time f

It would be ideal to keep the wllage asa wllage ‘Prevent over development of the nearby surroundmg -
areas.

It would be nice if Copthorne didn't get any bigger.
It would be nice to keep it as

It would be really desirable not to become a dorm|tory for Crawley

it would be sad to have more cheap houses here. We have too many poor quality developments.

Prospective developers should look at Poundbury in Dorset for inspiration, giving high density, mixed use
_and |leading layout.

Keep Copthorne a small village. There is no more space for more houses. We moved from Crawley to
come to a village. If we wanted to stay in a town we would have bought another house in Crawley.

Keep Coptharne a village, that's why pecple live here,
_Lack of bungalow accommadation.

- Lane End, Chapel Lane, has been Iefi to deterlorate by Copthorne Hote!

Large numbers of houses will not serve local peaple, but will only attract reSIdents from elsewhere We
should not become a dormitory for other local authorities, nor become a suburb of Crawley.

Limit any building in the village to keep its integrity as a village.
Lovely village to live in.

_Mare 1 - 2 bedroom houses needed for retired people wanting to downslze. |
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: More 2 bedroom homes please.
_More houses are needed, but please nomore flats e s RS, SR DT AT T ST
More smaller houses/flats would be good (2/3 beds) There are enough larger properties already. )

More starter homes for young families to keep the village young, alive & dynamic, & abreast of changing
_social needs. Also to avoid it becoming a dormitory village.

_More off road parking must be provided to relieve congestion in the vullage at thlS tlme
Need for new homes to be built for families/pensioners not flats,
Need to keep Coptharne a village.

_No large developments needed to stay as a village.
No large developments on green field sites - smaller infill’s OK.
No large developments on Green Figld Sites - Smaller infill's OK.
_No large housing estates to be built. Bungalows preferable

"No longer a village and no more homes to be built. Roads cannot take the traffic now and not enough
| facilities.

No Iongere vrllage, and now an annexe 1o Crawley if more buildings, i.e. houses, are bunt in Copthorne,________
No more [houses] u e have octors, schools and facilities.

No to 5t Modwen WIt wout buses or doctors.
| Not enough cheaper propertles or apartments

Our wllage is big enough and has a super community. We do not want any more building.

Perhaps not relevant, but as a priority | feel that Copthorne needs good quality smaller property [some
~wardened or sheltered) for the retired and elderly. This would free up the larger family houses.

; Perhaps this survey will help to stop the S5t Modwen proposal. The present balance of housmg and rate
_of building appears satisfactary.

. Please can you maintain the Strateglc Gap to preserve the values of the wllage and people’s health and
well-being?

Please do not build on the countryside at all, Bmld quallty" flats/ s on infill land,

' Please refer to the recent speech by Princess Anne on housing. Instead of bwldmg Iarge housmg
projects, small villages and towns could expand by 10 - 20 houses at a time, and evolve naturally without
putting pressure on existing infrastructure.

Please, no more housing in Copthorne. It was a lovely little village when we moved here, now you can t
_move. The roads are heavily cangested. Not good atall.

Sadly, the wllage has become more of a residential area, looking like part of Crawley rather thana wllage

‘Schools are insufficient for more houses, which would mean more people. |
Shame that the Copthorne is changing from a village to a part of Crawley.

Shame the government create pressure on housmg by ma kmg hard working divorced non-resident
parents have to take such actions as to avoid "gold diggy" sanctions. P.S. | fully support my children from
_my earnings, this is fully supported by the CSA and m L N

Simply disappointed that traffic will increase and also change village & surroundmg area atmosphere -
Since moving here several small developments have been built which have integrated quite well with the
village. However we feel that capacity has now been reached and the village is unahle to sustain any

further development. L
Small scale development is acceptable, but huge new estates would destroy the vullage atmosphere

‘Smaller units should be built because more families are separating, therefore two dwellings for the
male/female apart.

Some new housing should be allowed {small plots] New homes should have adequate parking. Parking
on kerbhs and inconsiderate parking needs to be looked at. v N
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_Stop the St Modwen Scheme; it won't be covered under the flood insurance scheme.

Survey OK. Keep Copthorne as a village and not a further estate of Crawley. Would not move to another
_property in Copthorne if 2nd runway at Gatwick.

Thank you for all that is bemg done to keep Copthorne as the wonderful village that it is. No to
Copthorne Village West. Who thought up that name? | have recently written letter of objections to the

| Council.

| The current wllage resources are stretched to their limit and additional housing would not only destroy
the reason we moved here and how we feel about living here, but would also spread those resources to
breaking point.

The numbers of houses proposed to be built would ruin the feel of the village and increase trafficin the |
‘area. Thank you for this survey.

The plan for 500 new houses off Copthorne Way should not be al10wed to go ahead. Too Iarge a
| development which would destroy Copthorne as a village.

The village cannot accommodate the proposed 500 houses to the west of The Vlllage as thls Would close
‘the gap with Crawley, destroy the village identity and be very divisive.

‘The \nllage does not need any more houses. Most of the places they have chosen to build have been
flooded this winter.

- The village does not requnre more housing developments.

The village has enough people and houses at the moment. The proposed new housmg would cause bad
_traffic problems, plus not enough doctors, schools, etc.

. The village has little to offer other than as an expandmg adjunct to Crawley Further housing WI||
_diminish whatever character Copthorne has.

“The village is big enough Too many vehicles now causing conges’uon everywhere, Further housmg will
_cause more aggravation.

The wllage is fantastic, but | don't thlnk Et could sustam a Iarge development.
| The village is getting too b|g and the facilities are poor for a village of this size.

The village is rapidly losing its village status and becoming a small town. Roads are not sufﬂCIent to
_accommodate the extra traffic further development would bring.

The village is so unique & infilling and refurbishment is the way to return its character & to provide future

| steadily increasing housing supply.

The village must not join with Crawley and start a conurbation with East Grmstead as they are dmng with |
_Horsham. =
The village needs to grow ‘but with Infill and small groups of houses not bv blg new estates the size of
_another small village.
There are very few starter houses in the wllage so one's children cannct afford to buy houses in the

village. T R m— S ——

There is a need for sensible development in this area and few would dispute this need. Character and

identity are important to homeowners here. More inclusive conversation with villagers would be

welcome in achieving consensus in planning that fits in w

There is enough housing in the village, unless the idea is to become part of Crawley is planned then |
would consider moving to another village. Don't want to live in Crawley.

There should be more social housing for youngsters to start, especially if they grew up in Copthorne
Also small units for retired people so that they can vacate.

v_ This is a friendly village that does not have the capacity for any more houses.

. This seems to focus on family members who will move. The issue is those wllagers that WI|| leave and be ,
i replaced by airport workers, eic. - not local families.
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This village is fine as it is. To even consider building Copthorne West is sheer lunacy. The schools and
i doctors are fulll The new propasal won't build and pay for those facilities on site; they will just make
provision for others to do so.

Too many homes crammed in the area taking over the countryside | and becoming a town.

Too many houses already, causing sewers to overflow into [the] roads that children walk through to get
ta school.

Too many houses crammed in together, small gardens, busy roads, too many parked cars. Roads toa

Too many new proper‘tles are bemg built W|thout enough car parklng spaces, and the gardens are tmyl
_New properties should enhance the village and not drop in standard.

' Too much development in the village in recent years without i |mprov1ng the infrastructure - This must
| stop.

Too much redevelopment in the wllage is not good it will take the village element out and choke the

village of its resources such as doctors, roads and traffic, schools tec.
Traffic on the A264. When GatWIck expands will rum_(;_opthorne L!ttle developments not la'rge ones.

Unless 50% of new housing is affardable, the prospect of my children living in the village is non- exlstent.
Very clear and easy to fill in. This makes a pleasant change!

Village does not need the Modwen development - the wllage |s Iarge enough
Village has got too large for the amenities it possesses.

Village is large enough. No big housing developments needed. Roads infrastructure cannot cope
_anymore. Thank you for all you do in the village, it is much appreciated.
i aller units for first time buyers and couples breaking up.
We accept the need for more housmg but are very concerned about the increase in traffic as Copthorne
is already very polluted by traffic (noise and air pollution) and plagued by speeding vehicles. Heavily
congested A264/M23 at peak hours.

We appreciate the pressure by Government to build additional housing, but it is essential developments
are sympathetic and maintain the village environment.

. We are a retired couplel Housing should meet the needs' 6'1’-'Copthorne.;eeicleh£5‘ and families.
~ We are against the 500 houses development being proposed in Copthorne.

. We are concerned about the number of preposed houses that may be built in Copthorne and the
. devastating effect this will have on the heart of the village. The centre of the village will be used as a rat

Woe are concerned that if more housing is built in Copthorne, as has been proposed, we will lose our
village fife and become part of Crawley which would make me move away.

We are very worried about the proposed developments in the village. These may devalue our homes and
| detract from village life and stretch facilities.

We do not need any new houses in the village. It can't cope now with busy roads, schools and doctors,
plus the recent flooding. Don't let our village be ruined please!

We do not require large housmg development in Copthorne to satisfy regional targets by housing

speculators interested in short term proFt at the expense of quality of life of existing residents. We
definitely do not want developme i

] _ Green Be [should he allowed].

We do not want any large scale housmg developments, or building on the common or local woodlands.
_We do not want the village enlarged by additional estates.
| We ¢ don't want to see the village expand from its current size.

We enjoy living in Copthorne with its village atmosphere. However we feel that it is now suffermg from
| too much expansion and the roads/infrastructure are at capacity,
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We feel that mare use should be made of small plots of land for building houses rather than large
developments. {500 houses!!! No. No. No.

We feel that the village and the surrounding area will be spolled if more houses are built. Young people
_usually look elsewhere to rent or buy - not in a village like Copthorne.
We feel the Crabbet development option is preferable to the St Modwen option.

. We have ho problem to small areas of development, but are not keen on whole new "Cepthorne West"
We want Coptharne to remain a village.

Woe have our fair share of housing for the dlsadvantaged in the vrllage, we do not requrre any more

We like the village as itis. More cleamng of road gutters and pavements should be in place, otherwise a
nice village atmosphere and we would hate to see it turn into a suburban town atiached to Crawley. If
| that happened we would move,

We love living here and would nat be agamst new houses bemg Tbuilt. But not the huge development
being considerad at the moment. We do not want our village split in two and must consider our
infrastructure. o

We love this vlllage We moved from a 2 bed Victorian characterful semi to a 4 bed 60's detached. Both
perfect for our needs / schools etc. R |
We love village life. By extending Copthorne thls Wlll be rumed _______

We maved to this village because of exactly the way it is. We lived in central London before and
deliberately moved away from the hustle and bustle and we den't want Copthorne to become anything

' like that at all. -
~We must stop the de |
We need more affordable hous g maller . Iwould love to stay in

: the village, but too expensive and not much choice in shared ownership 1-2 beds or what about park
homes?

We need one and WO bedroomed propertles, not more of three/four bed executlve style Older people
| move out of the village in order to downsize.

We need small affordable houses for the elderly to move in to not flats Just easy to manage.
Courtyard gardens (one or two beds) to release up larger property.

We wish Copthorne to stay as a village. We are opposed to the new housmg development
| We would Iike to stay a village.
We would not like any large development [50+), as we feel this would impact on the sustamabrllty of the
village.

We would not like to see this wllage grow as it will put more traffic on the roads and also affect our
_schools and doctors.

We would not want to stay in the village if we effectively become part of Crawley

Whatever building may be considered should fit the integrity of the vallage life and not just make us an
extension of Crawley. o I
Whatever building may be considered, fit the integrity of village life and not jLISt make us a part of
‘ Crawley. B
When is Copthorne going to he upgraded? (e.g. lights) It needs to be made more appealmg This also
_applies to the stat of the footpaths.

- When or if we

Whilst accepting the need for some housing development, any major projects cauld spoil the wllage and
would be difficult for the village to face without the whole character being changed
“Whilst apprecratmg future housmg neecls if Copthorne is to remain a village, then any future
_development must be strictly contralled.

ve, we would look at existing older propertres within Copthorne, not new builds.

Whilst we have made a home and enjoy the current environment |mmensely, we would welcome the
Jopportunity to purchase a modern affordable {not social) hause.
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Why are you wasting time on this? It has been agreed so why both

With so many--é-ﬁzt-?e-nsiens in recent years, smaller detached propert
But we do not want major new developments like the one proposed.

are in short supply in most areas.

_Would be nice to keep Copthorne as a village.

You should be asking where new housing shouid be built. | have already made my views known hut there
_may be many receiving this questionnaire that has not.
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APPENDIX 9 First Regulation 14 Consultation Material
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Overview

The Copthorne Neighbourhood Plan (NP) has been written and
developed after considerable consultation and opinion of the local
community. The Copthorne NP fully complements the
Government’s intent that it should allow and involve the
community to determine where new homes and offices should be
built.

The Copthorne NP is constructed with strong alignment to the
Localism Act of 2011 and the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF), where it states that “people are able to influence
decisions about new and modified buildings and facilities in the
area” and “to give people more control over development of their
local area”.

Integration within the village and prevention of any gap erosions
are very serious considerations. Any development favours
smaller properties rather than larger property builds. There must
be no detrimental impacts on all existing traffic conditions which
is already seen as dangerous on many village roads.
Consideration must be given to any flooding risks. It was
identified that the Plan should be based on a policy led approach.

The Copthorne Plan sets out twelve policies which together with
the Local District Plan and NPPF ensures that new development
will be sustainable and in accordance with the "“Vision for
Copthorne”. Critically, new developments must address local
housing needs, maintain existing character and identity of the
village, must provide enhancement of infrastructure and services
and must avoid any loss of green or recreational spaces, and
prevent any coalescence with neighbouring villages or loss of
scenic sightlines.

In addition to the policies, the Copthorne NP sets out five
proposals which address all issues identified from community
consultation:

Proposal 01 - Protection for Assets of Community Value.

Proposal 02 - Traffic Management and Sustainable Transport.
Proposal 03 - Enhancement of Green Infrastructure.

Proposal 04 - Primary Education for Village Children.

Proposal 05 - Affordable Housing for local needs.
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APPENDIX 10 Copthorne Village Survey Report
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3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.1

Question 5 sought to understand how many people lived in our households and some details
about them. In the 614 households who replied there are 1441 people living in them. The
survey results also indicate the age range of occupants as follows:

Age group (yrs) No. of people % of people

0-3 75 5.2%
4-10 76 5.3%
11-18 88 6.1%
19-24 90 6.2%
25-34 81 5.6%
35-44 126 8.7%
45-54 165 11.5%
55-64 256 17.8%
65-74 277 19.2%
75+ 207 14.4%

Of the responses received, 50 people work from home. Respondents were also asked to tell
us how they travelled to work and how long it takes, the results are set out below as a % of
the modes of travel:

No who Time spent for each method (minutes)

[}
travel by % who travels

Method of

transport . thog PYthismethod 030 31.60 6190 91-120 120+

Bus

Train

Car/van

Motorcycle

Cycle
Walk

The survey results further indicate that 108 (28.4%) of people say their journey time to work
has increased in last 4 years, 74 (19.5%) say their journey time has decreased, and 198
(62.1%) say there has been no change to their journey time.

There is a high proportion of people who travel to work using private motor vehicles rather
than public transport. This may be indicative of Copthome’s location on J10 of the M23,
which provides good connectivity North and South. It also indicates that Copthorne is
primarily a commuter settlement with people travelling outside the area for work.

Moving Intentions

The survey responses indicate that 63 (10.4%) of householders intend to move within the
next two years, 79 (13.1%) within 3-5 years, 30 (5%) in 6+ years and 433 (71.6%) said they
had no intention of moving within these timeframes.

Of the 172 who plan on moving, 154 (90.5%) said they planned to stay within Copthorne.
This further correlates with the results above that a majority of people do not move once they
are settled.
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5.7 The survey asked responders to indicate which they felt were the 3 most important

community facilities in the village. The top results are as follows:

Rank Facility No. of responses

1t [Doctors 184
2" | Schools 125
3 |Local Shops 108
4" [Open Spaces 105
5t |Village Hall 80
6" | Parish Hub 76
7t |Copthome Pavillion & Playing Fields 71
8t |Church 51
oth | Post Office 47
10* [Playgrounds 42
11t (Bus Service 33
12t [Social Club 30
13" |Pub 27
14" [Scouts & Guides 22
15% [Footpaths/Cyclepaths 16

5.8 The survey asked responders to suggest additional sports or activities that are currently not
available in Copthorne that they would like to see. No individual activity received a response
of more than 3% and therefore there is no overwhelming demand identified for any additional
activities. For reference, the activities suggested included:

e Tennis e Butchers e Cricket Club

e Swimming Pool e Football Pitch e Ballroom

¢ Cycling e Running e Better Pub

¢ Walking/Running Routes e Youth Club e More Shops

e Bowls e Pilates e Police

o Café/Restaurant e Walking o Ballet

o Better Shops e Scouts & Guides e 4G Football Pitch

e Dance e Performing Arts Centre e Bakers

¢ Youth Centre e Footpaths ¢ Hockey

e Cycle Paths e Speed Control e Amateur Dramatics

e Better Bus Services e Restaurant e Horse Riding

e Dentist e Angling e Church

e Better e Rugby e Outdoor Gym
Playgrounds/Parks e Netball e Gymnastics

e Gym e Market

¢ Yoga ¢ Village Centre

e Playground e Book Club

Page 10 of 21

Page 114 of 142




Page 115 of 142




Page 116 of 142




Page 117 of 142




Page 118 of 142




Q1 Did you complete the 2015 survey? Yes No Unsure
o a a
Q2 Thinking of your home; Do you: Own Rent Part own/rent
o 8] n]
Q3 a) How many bedrooms does your home have? |:]
b) Have any of the bedrooms been added since If Yes, how many? No
2015? 1 o
c) Do you intend to add any bedrooms in the next 5 Years? Yes No
(=] o
d) Excluding bedrooms, how many other rooms does your home have? l:l
Q4 a) How many useable garages and other off-road parking spaces does your home |:|
have?
b) Would your off-road parking spaces be able to Yes No Unsure
facilitate the charging of an electric vehicle? o o o
c) Does your household routinely park a vehicle If Yes, how many? No
on the street? o
Qs Please indicate how many people live in your household and their ages:
] < < < <
™ = — ~ ™ 3 n 3 ~ +
vt | S| ol al gl gl || a]s]?
No. of people:
Q6 If there are no children in your household (age 18 or under) please go to question 7.

a) How many children in your household attend preschool?

b) How many children in your household attend the village schools?

Copthorne?

c) How many children in your household attend a primary school outside [:]

d) How many children in your household attend a secondary school?

e) How do the children in your household travel to school?

Mode of travel: Walk Bus Car Bicycle

No. of people:
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Q7 a) How many years have you lived in your current home?
Years 0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31+
(Please tick) o [a] o o o o o
b) How many years have you lived in Copthorne?
Years 0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31+
(Please tick) o [} o o o o o
c) What is the main reason that you chose to live in Copthorne?
Born here o Attracted by village life, schools, etc o
Have relatives in the village or nearby a] Other o
Work in the village or nearby o
Qs a) Do you expect to move home soon? No o
Yes, in the next 2 years o
Yes, in the next 3-5 years o
Yes, in 6+ years o
If you ticked ‘No’, please go to Question 9
b) Are you likely to move to another property in Copthorne? Yes No
u] o
c) What would be the main reason for your wanting to move? (tick one box only)
Need a bigger property o Want a smaller property o
Move from rented to owned o Move from owned to rented o
-vil li hi
Work opportunity Attracted by non-village life, schools, -
etc
Health Reasons o Move to sheltered housing o
Other
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Q9

Is anyone in your household likely to be seeking to move to their own property in the village?
If so, please enter the number of people looking for a property in the table below, making sure you

select the correct tenure & property size (across the top) and when they are likely to need the property
(down the side).

Tenure & Size
Owned Shared Rented Not
ownership known
° © o°
b= B - ) BT | T ° T | T Q| T T | T © @
w [ lD | o 0) @ l‘D | o 0 W [ @ el
o ol 0|0 3 o ol 0| 0 + Qo o o o +
- o~ m = w - o~ m < w - o~ m < "2}

In the next 2 years
In the next 3 - 5 years

In 6+ years

Q10

Do you have any close relatives who are likely to be seeking to move to Copthorne?
If so, please enter the number of people looking for a property in the table below, making sure you

select the correct tenure & property size (across the top) and when they are likely to need the property
(down the side).

Tenure & Size
Owned Shared Rented Not
ownership known
o © o
T |T|T| T v|lT|T|T| T v|lT|(T|T|T o
ﬂ) G) (7 | o (Y] w Q [T =] [V v (7] | o
o|lo|lo|lo| ||| |o|e]|o|o]
- o~ oM < wn - ~ m < wn Ll o~ m < wn

In the next 2 years
In the next 3 - 5 years

In 6+ years

Qi1

The Parish Council is considering setting up a Community Land Trust (CLT). CLTs are set up and run by
ordinary people to develop and manage homes as well as other assets. CLTs act as long-term stewards
of housing, ensuring that it remains genuinely affordable, based on what people actually earn in their
area, not just for now but for every future occupier. The Parish council would like to know if you would
agree with them setting up such a scheme in principle.

Strongly Agree Neither Disagree Strongly Don’t
Agree Support/Disagree disagree Understand
o o s] a] o o
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Q12  a) How many of your household play for, or are otherwise involved in, the following village sports clubs
(please put the number of people involved in the relevant box)
Football Cricket Fitness class
Table Tennis Golf Stool Ball
Badminton Snooker Gym
Other
b) Do members of your household use the local network of Yes No
footpaths and bridleways for exercise e.g. walking (including dog- o & |
walking) jogging, running?
c) Are there any sports or activities you feel should be provided in Copthorne that are currently not?
Q13  a) How many vehicles does your household have?
Care Vanis Motorbl?es/scooters
Bicycle
Petrol/Diesel
Hybrid
Electric
b) Over the next 5 years do you expect the number of cars, etc, Yes No
owned by your household to increase? o o
¢) When you replace your petrol or diesel Yes No Unsure
powered vehicles will it be with an electric o o o
vehicle?
Q14 Do an.y mgmbers of your household v.vork at If Yes, how many? No
Gatwick Airport or for a company which supports e

airport operations?

[ ]
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Q15 a) How do members of your household travel to work? If they travel by train, please also include how
they travel to the station. (please indicate the number for each)

Mode of transport
< < s g s | 2
‘© = o @0 =1 o
= 8 s a & & =2
0-30 mins
o y .
£ 31 - 60 mins
2 .
T 61 - 90 mins
&
= 91 - 120 mins
120+ mins
b) Has your households average travel to work Increased No change Decreased
time changed over the last 4 years? o o o
Q16 Please indicate which doctors surgery members Copthorne Surgery Another surgery

of your household are registered with. Please :] B

enter the number registered in each box.

Q17 Have any members of your household suffered from any type of crime in the last 5 years. If so please
tick the relevant box which correctly indicated the type of crime and when you experienced it.

Assault
Burglary
Theft
Vandalism
Cyber
Hate
Anti-social
Behaviour
Road rage

Within the last 12
months

1to 2 years ago

2to 5 years ago

Q18 The neighbourhood plan is looking to protect our open spaces. Please identify any open space(s) that
you would like protected. If possible please include attach a map to this form help us identify the area

you identify.
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Q19 Please state what you consider to be the three most important community facilities within the
neighbourhood plan area.

1.

2.

5

Q20  Please let us know which community facilities your household uses in the box below:

Q21  Are there any community facilities you feel Copthorne is missing?

Q22 Do you have any comments on this survey, on issues not raised in the questions, or neighbourhood
planning generally?
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STAY UP TO DATE ON THE PLAN’S PROGRESS

If you would like to be kept up to date on the progress of the Copthorne Neighbourhood Plan, be informed
when consultation events are to be held and when it reaches key stages of the process to adoption, please
leave your name and email address below.

Please note that your name and email will not be linked to the responses you have provided above and be held
in a separate database purely for the purposes set out above.

Name: I l

Email: I ‘

Worth Parish Council cares to ensure the security of Personal data. We make sure that your information is
protected from authorised access, loss manipulation, falsification, destruction or unauthorised disclosure. This
is done through appropriate technical measures and relevant policies. We will not share your data and only
keep your data for the purpose it was collected for and only for as long as necessary, after which it will be
deleted. (Please view our Privacy Notice & Retention Policy online at worth-pc.gov.uk)

Thank you for completing this survey!

Please fold and seal it in the pre- paid envelope provided. If you are able, please return this to one of
the collection boxes located in Olivers Coffee and Wine, the Post Office, McColls Newsagent and the
Parish Hub. This saves the Parish Council considerable postage costs.

Alternatively, the completed form can be posted in the pre-paid envelope.
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APPENDIX 11 Policy Options Consultation Report
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LOCAL HERITAGE ASSETS

11

12

13

The Local Heritage Assets (February 2020) report has considered 65 undesignated heritage assets
within the plan area with a view to establishing whether they are worthy of special identification

and protection through the neighbourhood plan. This would be achieved by designating them as

‘Parish Heritage Assets’ and including a policy indented to protect their significance.

Before answering the questions in this section, we ask that you read the Local Heritage Assets
(February 2020) report.

Please indicate below whether you agree with the recommended designations:

Disagree with
designation

£5
3%
)
-
<3

Undesignated heritage asset
Rowfant Station

Rose Cottage (formerly Rowfant Station House)

The Prince Albert Public House

Church of St John the Evangelist

Lych Gate

Copthorne CE Junior School

Claremont (former butcher’s shop)

The Old Bakery

g|jojojoioiooo|b
go|jo|jojo|gioooio

Former Prizefighting Ring in Copthorne Common Woods

If there are any heritage assets missing from the draft report which are not already protected
(i.e. by being listed) please let us know in the box below (please ensure you provide adequate
information to enable us to identify them on the ground):

If you disagree with any of the assessment conclusions in the report, or have additional
information about any of the assets considered which should inform the assessment work
please provide this commentary / information in the box below:

Page 10 of 16

Page 136 of 142




LOCAL GREEN SPACE

2.1

2.2

23

The Local Green Space (February 2020) report identifies and assesses 19 open spaces within the
plan area and considers whether they should be designated as Local Green Space. Once a space is
designated as Local Green Space it is treated akin to Green Belt and development proposals are
assessed in line with Green Belt policy. There are however strict policy tests (set out in national
policy) which a space must meet before it can be designated and the Local Green Space (February
2020) report considers whether the spaces considered meet these tests. The draft report
concludes that 9 spaces meet the tests and should therefore be designated as Local Green Space.

Before answering the questions in this section, please read the Local Green Space (February 2020)
report.

Please indicate whether you agree with the recommended designations below:

Disagree with
designation

<
£ 9
= 3
3 @
-
o O
< T

Westway designated green space area

Copthorne Common

Village Green

Copthorne recreation ground and skate park

Humphreys Field

Erica Way Open Space

Pinetrees Green Space

St John’s Churchyard

gjojoigaojojo|b
gojgoiooo|ooo

Woodland East of Copthorne Common Road

If there are any spaces missing from the draft report which you believe should be considered,
please let us know in the box below (please ensure you provide adequate information to enable
us to identify them on the ground):

If you disagree with any of the assessment conclusions in the report, or have additional
information about any of the spaces considered which should inform the assessment work
please provide this commentary / information in the box below:
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CHARACTER AREAS

3.1

The Copthorne Heritage and Character Assessment (May 2019) report identifies five areas with
distinctly different ‘character’ from one another. These character areas primarily relate to the built
environment, age of properties and the architectural styles prevalent in each of them.

The Steering Group are keen to understand whether the community considers the distinctive
character areas to be important locally.

Do you consider the Copthorne Heritage and Character Assessment (May 2019) provides an
accurate reflection of the plan area?

Yes [
No O

If you answer “No” above, please explain your response below:

3.2 Please state whether you agree or disagree with the following statements:

Agree

(W] Strongly Agree
(W] Strongly Disagree

Wl Disagree

(@] Neutral

O

We should be promoting modern architectural design.
The character of each identified character area is important and
new development should reflect the area in which they are
built.

New buildings should not be a pastiche of our existing buildings.
Traditional building materials are important.

Local building materials are important.

We should promote the use of new and innovative building
techniques and materials.

We should try and unify the built style across the plan area with
a single policy relating to design.

Energy efficiency in buildings is more important than design.

o |ojoial o
o |ojogl o
O |ojojgl o
O |oojigl o

O
|
O
O

Oo|o|0o|[@on o

O
O
O
O
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ROADS & PARKING

4.1

4.2

The 2019 Copthorne Village Survey has identified some interesting statistics regarding our roads,
parking spaces, private vehicle ownership and travel patterns. This section seeks to understand
how the community believe we could best address the problems identified.

Please read the 2019 Copthorne Village Survey Results & Analysis (February 2020) before
answering the questions in this section.

Please list the following objectives in order of importance (1 being most important, 5 being least
important):

Objective Rank

Increase use of public transport and make it harder for people to own and use private
motor vehicles.

Promote and facilitate the move to electric vehicles (for example by requiring
charging points in new developments).

Protect our soft road verges (grass, vegetation, etc) from all development (including
pavements, driveways and parking spaces).

Increase the amount of off-road parking.

Make it easier and safer for people to walk and cycle.

The Steering Group are considering including a policy which would allow some large grassed
road verges to be turned into additional off-road parking spaces. Would you support such a
policy?

Yes [O
No O

Please explain your response below:
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STAY UP TO DATE ON THE PLAN’S PROGRESS

If you would like to be kept up to date on the progress of the Copthorne Neighbourhood Plan, be informed
when consultation events are to be held and when it reaches key stages of the process to adoption, please
leave your name and email address below.

Please note that your name and email will not be linked to the responses you have provided above and be held
in a separate database purely for the purposes set out above.

Name: l |

Email: I I

Worth Parish Council cares to ensure the security of Personal data. We make sure that your information is
protected from authorised access, loss manipulation, falsification, destruction or unauthorised disclosure. This
is done through appropriate technical measures and relevant policies. We will not share your data and only
keep your data for the purpose it was collected for and only for as long as necessary, after which it will be
deleted. (Please view our Privacy Notice & Retention Policy online at worth-pc.gov.uk)

Thank you for completing this consultation response!

Please return it in person to the Parish Hub or by email to nplan@worth-pc.gov.uk
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