
LAVENHAM PARISH COUNCIL: 
 

 

Agenda Item 10     Report to Council:  4th June 2026 
             

LNP Group 

 

Documents: 

 

a) Minutes of the Group Meeting held 12th May 2026. 
b) Report summarising the Questionnaire Responses including, verbatim, all the free 

page comments received and an AI produced summary of those comments. 
c) Draft Newsletter to all residents 

 

Motion: That the Parish Council approves the text of the draft Newsletter and authorises 
the Neighbourhood Plan Group to have the Newsletter printed and subsequently 
distributed to all residents. 
 
 
 



Lavenham Neighbourhood Plan Revision Group  
Steering group meeƟng 12th May 2026 
 
Agenda and minutes  
AƩending: Michael Sherman, Alison Bourne, Savanna Bourne, Danielle Twitchen, Tracey 
Brinkley, Jack Norman and Carroll Reeve. 
Apologies: David Theobald, Charles Posner. 
Minutes of previous meeƟng:  agreed.  
 
MaƩers arising:  
The Freedom of InformaƟon request has been dealt with by the Clerk. 
 
The Expression of Interest grant form to BDC, was held back by the Clerk, rather than asking 
Councillors for clearance between meeƟngs, and was included on the Agenda for its 14th May 
meeƟng. This is only an EoI and not a formal applicaƟon for grant funding. The Clerk submiƩed 
the form by the Babergh deadline. 
 
Parish council feed-back:  
ConfirmaƟon sought from all aƩending that no potenƟal conflicts or pecuniary interests 
appertain to this agenda: confirmed. 
 
Tracey Brinkley and Danielle Twitchen have become trustees of The Hub. 
 
Feed-back from ResidenƟal Survey: 
620 forms returned, 477 paper and 143 on-line.  8 addiƟonal paper forms collected from the 
Hub. On-line are checked for mulƟple entries from same address. 1,147 households, 90 
households are second homes/holiday lets.   
Report awaited from our lead adviser.   
Report to residents and drop-in events to be considered and organised. 
 
BMSDC JLP: Update awaited from them. 
 
Treasury report: Danielle reported and is asking Michael to seek a meeƟng with the Clerk to 
confirm. 
 
AoB: 

1. Three summary reports on Demography, Housing and Area circulated.  Two remaining 
reports in hand for next meeƟng. 

2. Website draŌ opening page circulated and agreed.  Once formaƩed, Clerk to be asked 
to make this area of the parish website more prominent.  

 
Next meeƟng: 9th June at 6:30.  
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BACKGROUND 

 
In March/April 2026 the Lavenham Neighbourhood Plan Working Group, on 
behalf of the Parish Council, carried out a survey of residents over the age of 16. 
The intention of the survey was to contribute to formulating a new 
Neighbourhood Plan for Lavenham Parish. A copy of the survey booklet was 
distributed to every house, and residents were also encouraged to complete the 
survey online. 
 
A total of 620 responses were received by the deadline date of 13 April. 
 
This report provides the full results of the survey including full written comments. 
In addition, as an aid to understanding the results a summary of the results is 
provided below which has been generated by AI. 
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HOUSING  

 
 
  
 

1. Some new homes will be required to be built in the parish; what do you 
consider most important?  
(Please note that public housing = housing provided by a local authority or housing 
association or local housing providers such as Lavenham Community Land Trust)  
Please tick one box per row  

Answer Choices 
Not at all 
important 

Fairly 
important 

Very 
important 

Essential 
Response 

Total 

Privately owned. 
19.72% 

114 
30.10% 

174 
25.61% 

148 
24.57% 

142 
578 

Privately rented. 
33.58% 

185 
36.30% 

200 
20.15% 

111 
9.98% 

55 
551 

Public housing. 
20.66% 

119 
24.13% 

139 
24.83% 

143 
30.38% 

175 
576 

Shared ownership ie. part owned / part 
rented. 

30.91% 
174 

33.93% 
191 

20.25% 
114 

14.92% 
84 

563 

 
answered 600 

skipped 20 
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2. Government policy and local information suggests smaller properties are 
required. What type of housing do you think might be needed in Lavenham 
over the next 20 years local plan period?  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices Not needed 
Not needed 
very much 

Needed 
Very much 

needed 
Response 

Total 

Flats. 
39.44% 

224 
23.59% 

134 
27.99% 

159 
8.98% 

51 
568 

Bungalows. 
11.47% 

67 
14.04% 

82 
43.15% 

252 
31.34% 

183 
584 

Cottages (usually 1½ storey). 
22.66% 

126 
22.30% 

124 
37.95% 

211 
17.09% 

95 
556 

Houses. 
10.10% 

58 
16.20% 

93 
43.21% 

248 
30.49% 

175 
574 

Single bedroom. 
22.28% 

123 
24.82% 

137 
32.43% 

179 
20.47% 

113 
552 

2 bedrooms. 
6.53% 

38 
9.62% 

56 
48.11% 

280 
35.74% 

208 
582 

3 bedrooms. 
11.03% 

63 
12.26% 

70 
46.23% 

264 
30.47% 

174 
571 

4 and plus bedrooms. 
36.88% 

201 
40.92% 

223 
17.06% 

93 
5.14% 

28 
545 

Sheltered housing. 
17.88% 

103 
17.36% 

100 
37.67% 

217 
27.08% 

156 
576 

Housing adaptable for people with 
special needs and older people. 

7.75% 
45 

13.43% 
78 

43.20% 
251 

35.63% 
207 

581 

Individual and self-build plots 
34.62% 

197 
33.74% 

192 
17.40% 

99 
14.24% 

81 
569 

 
answered 605 

skipped 15 
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3. Because new homes will be required to be built in the parish; what do you 
consider most important?           
Please rank in order of preference, where 1 is your first choice, and 4 is your least favourite 
choice.  

Item 
Total 

Score 1 
Overall 
Rank 

Infill and developments less than 10 homes. 1952 1 

10 – 24 homes. 1844 2 

25 – 49 homes. 1416 3 

50 - 100 homes. 758 4 

1 Score is a weighted calculation. Items ranked first are valued higher than the following 
ranks, the score is a sum of all weighted rank counts.  

answered 597 

skipped 23 
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4. For any Neighbourhood Plan to work it needs to designate specific sites 
for development. If new sites are necessary, please indicate what 
attributes you consider preferable.  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Not 

needed 

Not 
needed 

very much 
Needed 

Very much 
needed 

Response 
Total 

Be designed specifically to the site. 
6.96% 

40 
6.43% 

37 
37.74% 

217 
48.87% 

281 
575 

Be laid out with gentle curves to 
provide a variety of outlooks and 
mitigate vehicular speed. 

9.90% 
57 

11.81% 
68 

38.54% 
222 

39.76% 
229 

576 

Prioritise pedestrians and cyclists. 
9.15% 

53 
17.79% 

103 
43.18% 

250 
29.88% 

173 
579 

Adopt street lighting standards to 
ensure people are kept safe and reduce 
light pollution. 

4.64% 
27 

8.08% 
47 

44.33% 
258 

42.96% 
250 

582 

Adopt measures to manage surface 
water and prevent flooding. 

2.89% 
17 

2.89% 
17 

25.13% 
148 

69.10% 
407 

589 

Adopt more contemporary building 
design and layouts. 

28.85% 
165 

30.24% 
173 

23.78% 
136 

17.13% 
98 

572 

Increase building density to use less 
land. 

29.27% 
168 

26.31% 
151 

26.83% 
154 

17.60% 
101 

574 

Consider buildings of three storeys. 
44.64% 

258 
20.24% 

117 
17.82% 

103 
17.30% 

100 
578 

Plant margins within and around any 
development with trees, hedging etc. 

4.49% 
26 

4.49% 
26 

31.95% 
185 

59.07% 
342 

579 

Retain existing verges, hedges and 
trees. 

3.08% 
18 

2.57% 
15 

27.57% 
161 

66.78% 
390 

584 

Development boundaries adjacent to 
open countryside to be sensitively 
integrated. 

4.29% 
25 

2.92% 
17 

23.50% 
137 

69.30% 
404 

583 

New homes to be built to sustainable 
standards and incorporate solar panels 
and other sources of renewable energy. 

6.62% 
39 

6.62% 
39 

33.62% 
198 

53.14% 
313 

589 

Schemes that promote well-located 
public spaces for the benefit of the 
community. 

6.20% 
36 

12.39% 
72 

34.60% 
201 

46.82% 
272 

581 

Provide a site for a new school. 
14.83% 

86 
13.79% 

80 
29.66% 

172 
41.72% 

242 
580 

Provide a site for a care home. 
13.99% 

82 
18.77% 

110 
31.40% 

184 
35.84% 

210 
586 

 
answered 601 

skipped 19 
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incorporate solar panels and other sources of renewable

energy.

Development boundaries adjacent to open countryside to be
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Retain existing verges, hedges and trees.

Plant margins within and around any development with trees,
hedging etc.
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Number
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5. Please tell us how much you agree or disagree with the following 
statements:  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Definitely 
disagree 

Disagree Agree 
Definitely 

agree 
Response 

Total 

Without a village school the fabric of 
our community would be undermined. 

3.84% 
23 

6.68% 
40 

30.38% 
182 

59.10% 
354 

599 

All new buildings in Lavenham should 
be sympathetic to the surroundings. 

3.53% 
21 

5.55% 
33 

22.69% 
135 

68.24% 
406 

595 

Any construction or alteration works 
should be built to current best practice. 

1.69% 
10 

3.05% 
18 

28.26% 
167 

67.01% 
396 

591 

New construction should take account 
of the potential longevity of the 
building. 

2.21% 
13 

3.57% 
21 

29.76% 
175 

64.46% 
379 

588 

Any new housing development in 
excess of 10 units should include a 
proportion earmarked for people with a 
local connection to Lavenham and its 
surrounding villages and be affordable 
to own/rent and run. 

3.19% 
19 

5.55% 
33 

28.24% 
168 

63.03% 
375 

595 

Alterations to existing buildings should 
be done sensitively, taking into 
consideration the character and 
location of the property. 

2.70% 
16 

4.39% 
26 

25.17% 
149 

67.74% 
401 

592 

 answered 604 

skipped 16 
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GETTING AROUND AND ABOUT  

  

6. Please tell us how much you agree or disagree with the following 
statements:  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Definitely 
disagree 

Disagree Agree 
Definitely 

agree 
Response 

Total 

Traffic calming measures should be 
introduced at the entrances to the 
village. 

10.18% 
61 

17.03% 
102 

28.38% 
170 

44.41% 
266 

599 

Parking should be allowed on 
pavements in appropriate places. 

28.24% 
168 

27.39% 
163 

34.12% 
203 

10.25% 
61 

595 

More public parking should be 
provided. 

5.04% 
30 

9.08% 
54 

48.40% 
288 

37.48% 
223 

595 

Specific car parking should be provided 
for people working in Lavenham. 

5.94% 
35 

16.98% 
100 

46.18% 
272 

30.90% 
182 

589 

On-street parking spaces for disabled 
people should be provided. 

4.76% 
28 

13.44% 
79 

52.38% 
308 

29.42% 
173 

588 

On-street parking should be re-
configured. 

5.98% 
34 

21.97% 
125 

45.17% 
257 

26.89% 
153 

569 

Pedestrian crossings should be 
provided. 

17.75% 
104 

33.28% 
195 

32.25% 
189 

16.72% 
98 

586 

Signage to Lavenham from main roads 
needs refurbishing. 

8.18% 
48 

33.73% 
198 

34.07% 
200 

24.02% 
141 

587 

Signage within the village should be 
improved. 

7.92% 
46 

37.35% 
217 

36.32% 
211 

18.42% 
107 

581 

Street lighting could be improved. 
8.06% 

47 
37.39% 

218 
34.13% 

199 
20.41% 

119 
583 

More charging points for electric 
vehicles are essential. 

19.16% 
110 

31.88% 
183 

37.63% 
216 

11.32% 
65 

574 

Public transport needs to be expanded. 
4.92% 

29 
17.49% 

103 
45.84% 

270 
31.75% 

187 
589 

Footpaths & bridleways should be kept 
in good order. 

0.50% 
3 

0.50% 
3 

33.78% 
201 

65.21% 
388 

595 

Our streets are adequately cleaned. 
12.01% 

71 
23.52% 

139 
43.15% 

255 
21.32% 

126 
591 

Street repairs are dealt with promptly. 
35.70% 

211 
26.73% 

158 
11.51% 

68 
26.06% 

154 
591 

 answered 606 

skipped 14 
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More charging points for electric vehicles are essential.

Street lighting could be improved.
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Signage to Lavenham from main roads needs
refurbishing.

Pedestrian crossings should be provided.

On-street parking should be re-configured.

On-street parking spaces for disabled people should be
provided.

Specific car parking should be provided for people
working in Lavenham.

More public parking should be provided.
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entrances to the village.
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OUR ENVIRONMENT  

 7. Please tell us how much you agree or disagree with the following 
statements:  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Definitely 
disagree 

Disagree Agree 
Definitely 

agree 
Response 

Total 

Dyehouse Field Wood is an important 
village asset. 

1.50% 
9 

4.00% 
24 

31.00% 
186 

63.50% 
381 

600 

Too much emphasis is placed on 
Lavenham’s historic setting. 

46.06% 
275 

32.66% 
195 

12.56% 
75 

8.71% 
52 

597 

Roadside verges should be maintained. 
1.01% 

6 
2.01% 

12 
47.07% 

281 
49.92% 

298 
597 

It is important to manage wildlife 
habitats in the parish. 

0.17% 
1 

3.01% 
18 

38.23% 
229 

58.60% 
351 

599 

There should be additional tree planting 
within the village. 

1.01% 
6 

20.74% 
123 

37.27% 
221 

40.98% 
243 

593 

Lavenham needs public allotments. 
5.51% 

32 
21.69% 

126 
48.36% 

281 
24.44% 

142 
581 

More benches should be provided in 
public spaces. 

2.36% 
14 

16.72% 
99 

51.52% 
305 

29.39% 
174 

592 

 
answered 607 

skipped 13 
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SHOPPING  

  

8. Listed below are various things that most of us spend money on. Which best 
describes how often you use the following services in the village?  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices Daily Weekly Monthly 
Every  
2-3 

months 

Every 6 
months 

Never Response Total 

Food shopping. 
33.28% 

201 
49.67% 

300 
9.77% 

59 
3.48% 

21 
2.32% 

14 
1.49% 

9 
604 

Gifts, cards, stationery. 
2.38% 

14 
15.79% 

93 
35.48% 

209 
22.24% 

131 
11.88% 

70 
12.22% 

72 
589 

Clothing. 
0.00% 

0 
1.70% 

10 
9.20% 

54 
17.89% 

105 
23.68% 

139 
47.53% 

279 
587 

Galleries. 
0.35% 

2 
1.38% 

8 
6.74% 

39 
15.20% 

88 
27.63% 

160 
48.70% 

282 
579 

Post Office. 
2.18% 

13 
28.69% 

171 
33.56% 

200 
14.60% 

87 
7.72% 

46 
13.26% 

79 
596 

The Hub. 
0.53% 

3 
15.11% 

86 
24.08% 

137 
14.94% 

85 
11.78% 

67 
33.57% 

191 
569 

To have a drink. 
5.09% 

30 
37.01% 

218 
28.01% 

165 
14.60% 

86 
7.64% 

45 
7.64% 

45 
589 

To have a meal. 
1.69% 

10 
23.48% 

139 
30.57% 

181 
23.48% 

139 
13.18% 

78 
7.60% 

45 
592 

Library. 
0.35% 

2 
10.40% 

60 
15.77% 

91 
17.16% 

99 
10.57% 

61 
45.75% 

264 
577 

Hairdressers/ barber/beauty 
salon. 

0.17% 
1 

5.47% 
32 

28.38% 
166 

19.49% 
114 

8.89% 
52 

37.61% 
220 

585 

Using the pharmacy. 
2.34% 

14 
33.89% 

203 
41.57% 

249 
9.52% 

57 
7.68% 

46 
5.01% 

30 
599 

Visiting the surgery. 
0.51% 

3 
3.90% 

23 
12.03% 

71 
20.51% 

121 
25.42% 

150 
37.63% 

222 
590 

Visiting the dentist. 
0.52% 

3 
0.69% 

4 
3.44% 

20 
10.33% 

60 
33.56% 

195 
51.46% 

299 
581 

Using local trades people 
(electricians, builders, 
plumbers, gardeners etc) 

1.37% 
8 

4.97% 
29 

13.89% 
81 

20.41% 
119 

39.28% 
229 

20.07% 
117 

583 

Community activities and 
village events. 

0.85% 
5 

14.68% 
86 

22.35% 
131 

20.82% 
122 

25.77% 
151 

15.53% 
91 586 

 
answered 608 

skipped 12 
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9. What would encourage your household to spend more at Lavenham 
businesses?  
Please tick all that you wish:  

Answer Choices 
Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 
Discounts (when 
appropriate) for residents. 

  
 

56.07% 314 

2 Better parking.   
 

35.00% 196 

3 Home delivery.   
 

20.36% 114 

4 Greater variety of shops.   
 

51.25% 287 

5 Greater variety of eateries.   
 

49.46% 277 

6 More competitive prices.   
 

51.79% 290 

 answered 560 

skipped 60 
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EMPLOYMENT  

  

10. How much do you agree or disagree with the following statements?  
Please tick one box per row      

Answer Choices Disagree Agree 
Response 

Total 

There is adequate and suitable employment for younger 
people in Lavenham. 

81.75% 
448 

18.25% 
100 

548 

Lavenham will never be a provider of employment for all its 
inhabitants. 

12.52% 
73 

87.48% 
510 

583 

Tourism is a good source of employment 
15.59% 

92 
84.41% 

498 
590 

Pensioners should be provided with opportunities to 
supplement their income. 

32.72% 
179 

67.28% 
368 

547 

The lack of jobs means young people must move from 
Lavenham. 

26.48% 
148 

73.52% 
411 

559 

The lack of affordable homes means young people must 
move from Lavenham. 

16.64% 
96 

83.36% 
481 

577 

We need more employment opportunities in Lavenham. 
26.34% 

143 
73.66% 

400 
543 

Lavenham should have facilities to enhance technology 
opportunities. 

28.19% 
159 

71.81% 
405 

564 

We must improve our technology infrastructure for those 
working from home. 

24.65% 
141 

75.35% 
431 

572 

 
answered 605 

skipped 15 
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We must improve our technology infrastructure for
those working from home.

Lavenham should have facilities to enhance technology
opportunities.

We need more employment opportunities in Lavenham.

The lack of affordable homes means young people must
move from Lavenham.

The lack of jobs means young people must move from
Lavenham.

Pensioners should be provided with opportunities to
supplement their income.

Tourism is a good source of employment

Lavenham will never be a provider of employment for
all its inhabitants.

There is adequate and suitable employment for younger
people in Lavenham.
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WELLBEING AND LEISURE  

11. How important to you, individually or as a family, is preserving or 
providing the following village facilities/ amenities?  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Not at all 
important 

Fairly 
important 

Very 
important 

Essential 
Response 

Total 

Village Hall. 
5.40% 

32 
18.55% 

110 
26.31% 

156 
49.75% 

295 
593 

Play areas for young children. 
10.43% 

61 
18.46% 

108 
30.09% 

176 
41.03% 

240 
585 

Sports pavilion, playing fields and 
facilities. 

8.66% 
51 

17.49% 
103 

31.92% 
188 

41.94% 
247 

589 

Public footpaths and bridleways. 
0.84% 

5 
7.90% 

47 
28.57% 

170 
62.69% 

373 
595 

Allotments. 
26.71% 

156 
27.05% 

158 
26.54% 

155 
19.69% 

115 
584 

Post office. 
5.36% 

32 
11.39% 

68 
30.99% 

185 
52.26% 

312 
597 

The Hub. 
13.24% 

76 
27.18% 

156 
28.40% 

163 
31.18% 

179 
574 

Groceries and food shops. 
0.50% 

3 
8.56% 

51 
22.48% 

134 
68.46% 

408 
596 

Gifts, cards, books and stationery 
shops. 

10.27% 
60 

35.96% 
210 

28.60% 
167 

25.17% 
147 

584 

Clothing shops. 
24.05% 

139 
41.00% 

237 
21.80% 

126 
13.15% 

76 
578 

Existing eateries. 
3.09% 

18 
19.04% 

111 
33.10% 

193 
44.77% 

261 
583 

Our pubs. 
4.24% 

25 
14.41% 

85 
30.51% 

180 
50.85% 

300 
590 

Takeaway eateries. 
23.22% 

134 
32.41% 

187 
23.05% 

133 
21.32% 

123 
577 

Additional nursery care. 
24.63% 

134 
31.07% 

169 
26.84% 

146 
17.46% 

95 
544 

Health and beauty facilities. 
22.30% 

126 
35.40% 

200 
24.96% 

141 
17.35% 

98 
565 

Local trades people 
(electricians/builders, plumbers, 
gardeners etc.) 

3.90% 
23 

14.60% 
86 

35.82% 
211 

45.67% 
269 

589 

Our primary school. 
8.52% 

50 
8.52% 

50 
24.19% 

142 
58.77% 

345 
587 

Our pre-school. 
9.61% 

56 
9.95% 

58 
22.81% 

133 
57.63% 

336 
583 
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11. How important to you, individually or as a family, is preserving or 
providing the following village facilities/ amenities?  
Please tick one box per row:  

Our church and places of worship. 
11.60% 

68 
17.06% 

100 
22.70% 

133 
48.63% 

285 
586 

Our cemetery. 
10.78% 

62 
15.30% 

88 
28.35% 

163 
45.57% 

262 
575 

Village groups, clubs & associations. 
4.94% 

29 
13.46% 

79 
29.81% 

175 
51.79% 

304 
587 

Our Good Neighbours and Dementia 
schemes. 

4.59% 
27 

13.27% 
78 

31.80% 
187 

50.34% 
296 

588 

Our Doctors surgery. 
4.07% 

24 
7.29% 

43 
20.00% 

118 
68.64% 

405 
590 

Our Dental practice. 
7.49% 

43 
16.20% 

93 
21.60% 

124 
54.70% 

314 
574 

Our Pharmacy. 
1.37% 

8 
5.67% 

33 
17.35% 

101 
75.60% 

440 
582 

Our Library. 
7.22% 

42 
17.18% 

100 
28.87% 

168 
46.74% 

272 
582 

Recycling facilities. 
3.28% 

19 
12.24% 

71 
27.76% 

161 
56.72% 

329 
580 

Learning and training centres. 
17.24% 

96 
28.73% 

160 
29.08% 

162 
24.96% 

139 
557 

High speed internet access. 
4.70% 

27 
14.09% 

81 
24.87% 

143 
56.35% 

324 
575 

Public allotments. 
24.00% 

138 
29.22% 

168 
25.91% 

149 
20.87% 

120 
575 

Farmers Market. 
15.87% 

90 
33.86% 

192 
27.16% 

154 
23.10% 

131 
567 

Opticians. 
24.87% 

139 
29.16% 

163 
25.76% 

144 
20.21% 

113 
559 

Care home. 
17.04% 

99 
25.99% 

151 
26.51% 

154 
30.46% 

177 
581 

 
answered 603 

skipped 17 
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12. How much do you agree or disagree with the following statements? Our 
village requires new or more:   
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Agree 
Strongly 

agree 
Response 

Total 

Parent & toddler group. 
9.70% 

48 
25.05% 

124 
51.92% 

257 
13.33% 

66 
495 

After school clubs. 
7.74% 

39 
14.48% 

73 
59.72% 

301 
18.06% 

91 
504 

Holiday clubs for children. 
8.27% 

42 
16.73% 

85 
56.69% 

288 
18.31% 

93 
508 

Adult learning opportunities. 
6.45% 

33 
16.21% 

83 
58.01% 

297 
19.34% 

99 
512 

A village museum. 
14.79% 

80 
24.77% 

134 
43.99% 

238 
16.45% 

89 
541 

An independent information/chat 
website for residents. 

12.43% 
66 

23.92% 
127 

41.24% 
219 

22.41% 
119 

531 

Opticians. 
10.44% 

55 
27.89% 

147 
42.69% 

225 
18.98% 

100 
527 

Adult exercise facilities on say First 
Meadow or the Railway Walk 

12.24% 
64 

23.52% 
123 

43.02% 
225 

21.22% 
111 

523 

 answered 569 

skipped 51 
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13. How much do you agree or disagree with the following statements?  
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Agree 
Strongly 

agree 
Response 

Total 

There is not enough for teenagers to do 
in the village. 

6.70% 
37 

13.59% 
75 

52.17% 
288 

27.54% 
152 

552 

The village would benefit from an 
expansion of adventure play and picnic 
areas. 

11.23% 
61 

25.41% 
138 

45.12% 
245 

18.23% 
99 

543 

There are not enough facilities for the 
65+ population. 

13.58% 
74 

46.61% 
254 

31.93% 
174 

7.89% 
43 

545 

 
answered 577 

skipped 43 
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14. To what extent do any of the following cause you direct concern within 
the village?   
Please tick one box per row:  

Answer Choices 
Not 

concerned 
Slightly 

concerned 
Quite 

concerned 
Very 

concerned 
Response 

Total 

Burglary. 
20.43% 

113 
33.63% 

186 
25.50% 

141 
20.43% 

113 
553 

Vandalism. 
27.82% 

153 
33.82% 

186 
20.73% 

114 
17.64% 

97 
550 

Car crime. 
23.62% 

128 
34.69% 

188 
23.25% 

126 
18.45% 

100 
542 

Anti-social behaviour 
26.19% 

148 
31.33% 

177 
23.01% 

130 
19.47% 

110 
565 

Litter. 
12.39% 

69 
26.21% 

146 
31.60% 

176 
29.80% 

166 
557 

Fly tipping 
16.54% 

90 
27.76% 

151 
22.43% 

122 
33.27% 

181 
544 

Dog / horse fouling 
16.36% 

90 
27.64% 

152 
25.27% 

139 
30.73% 

169 
550 

Noise pollution 
24.59% 

136 
29.48% 

163 
24.05% 

133 
21.88% 

121 
553 

Air pollution 
30.90% 

169 
28.34% 

155 
19.93% 

109 
20.84% 

114 
547 

Heavy traffic 
7.72% 

45 
16.64% 

97 
25.21% 

147 
50.43% 

294 
583 

Traffic speed 
12.50% 

72 
19.97% 

115 
22.57% 

130 
44.97% 

259 
576 

Local social media sites 
49.26% 

267 
21.96% 

119 
15.13% 

82 
13.65% 

74 
542 

 
answered 589 

skipped 31 
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ABOUT RESPONDANTS  

15. How would you describe yourself?   
Please tick one box:  

Answer Choices 
Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Male   
 

39.28% 229 

2 Prefer not to say   
 

11.49% 67 

3 Female   
 

49.23% 287 

 
answered 583 

skipped 37 

 

16. What is your age?  
Please tick one box:  

Answer Choices 
Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 16-19   
 

0.17% 1 

2 45-64   
 

26.54% 155 

3 Prefer not to say   
 

9.08% 53 

4 20-24   
 

2.57% 15 

5 65-74   
 

24.14% 141 

6 25-44   
 

8.73% 51 

7 75 and over   
 

28.77% 168 

 answered 584 

skipped 36 

 

17. How long have you lived in Lavenham?  
Please tick one box:  

Answer Choices 
Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 All my life   
 

11.38% 66 

2 5-9 years   
 

18.62% 108 

3 20+ years   
 

27.76% 161 

4 4 years or less   
 

14.48% 84 

5 10-19 years   
 

21.55% 125 

6 Prefer not to say   
 

6.21% 36 

 answered 580 

skipped 40 
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18. The following list highlights some of our future challenges.  
Please rank these in order of preference that are the most important to you, with 1 as 
the highest and 8 as the lowest.  

Item 
Total 

Score 1 
Overall 
Rank 

Sense of village pride 3717 1 

Environment and climate change 3596 2 

Homes 3441 3 

Growth and investment 3084 4 

Getting about the village. 2836 5 

Technology/Artificial Intelligence  2749 6 

Opportunities for young people 2686 7 

Street furniture 1851 8 

Change in Local Government structure to a Unitary System. 1465 9 

1 Score is a weighted calculation. Items ranked first are valued higher than the following 
ranks, the score is a sum of all weighted rank counts.  

answered 565 

skipped 55 

 
 

19. How many people are there in your household? Please tick one box:  

Answer Choices Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 1   
 

26.84% 153 

2 2   
 

54.91% 313 

3 3   
 

11.05% 63 

4 4   
 

5.96% 34 

5 5 or more   
 

1.23% 7 

 answered 570 

skipped 50 
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20. Which of the following statements best describes your living 
arrangements in Lavenham?  
Tick however many apply:  

Answer Choices 
Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 I rent my property   
 

16.15% 93 

2 
I occupy my property 
full-time 

  
 

33.51% 193 

3 I part-own my property   
 

1.56% 9 

4 
I primarily occupy my 
property at weekends 
and holidays 

  
 

1.04% 6 

5 I am an owner occupier   
 

69.97% 403 

 
answered 576 

skipped 44 

 
 

21. What is the employment status of the persons over 16 in your household?  
Please identify the number in each category and only provide one answer per row:  

Answer Choices 
Response 

Total 

Working full time (more than 30 hours a week) 217 

Not working, looking for work 43 

Retired 321 

Working part time (less than 30 hours a week) 109 

Not working, not looking for work 27 

Not able to work 23 

Full-time student 44 

Voluntary unpaid work 59 

 
answered 556 

skipped 64 
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OTHER COMMENTS  

  
 

1 There are not enough jobs in Lavenham. your survey doesn't even deal with 
businesses - if you don't have successful businesses then how will you attract people 
to come to Lavenham. 
 
Why are you only interested in what teenagers and over 65s want - there is an age 
group of 47 years that you are apparently not interested in. It is this age group that 
will bring the money, life and future into the village. 
 
Your survey seems to be very similar to the 2016 survey - life and its needs have 
significantly moved on since then - it does feel the survey focus is very out of touch 
with the needs of the current generation and their future 
 
What about health & fitness? besides a suggestion about exercise facilities on a public 
footpath there is no mention of this. Exercise is fundamental to people's mental 
health 

2 I suffer from mental health and there are no nearby facilities that help support me. I 
feel very isolated and need to be able to walk in the fresh air to get my MH balanced - 
public footpaths and open spaces are a must for me. The riverside footpath has 
recently been upgraded and its a lovely walk - it appears that not all the other 
footpaths are as easy to walk along so it would be nice to be able to walk in different 
places without getting muddy. 
My mental health support team have said that I should try and do more exercise but 
there are no nearby facilities so its difficult for me to do this as I don't drive. I have 
anxiety issues so having exercise equipment outside would make me embarrassed. It 
would be nice to have a gym - was this not a recommendation in the last LNP? - 
nothing seems to have come of it. In fact there is a lot of talk in Lavenham but not a 
lot actually happens. It makes me really depressed some days. When its sunny 
Lavenham is a lovely place to be in. 

3 We need more facilities for: 
- working parents  
-children (play, entertainment, schooling, holiday clubs ect)  

4 More dog litter bins needed 
More street lighting needed  
No more homes needed to over populate and ruin the village feel about it.  
people clogging up thf high street and pavements already with the traffic problems  
 
A swimming pool would be fantastic !  
 
Clothes shops here sell old fashioned clothes . Could do with a hardware shop!  

5 The village must keep up with the times. Encourage the young to stay especially 
families.  
We need all age groups.  
We need more social housing.  
Road and path repairs.  
Keep our school going.  

6 It is important that as residents we can walk out of the village into the countryside. I 
am concerned about urban sprawl. Lavenham needs to remain a village and avoid big 
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developments which will only mean people live here but then commute to towns for 
work.  

7 Do not under any circumstances build homes on our fields. The beauty of the village 
is that it is surrounded by countryside and there are beautiful walks and wildlife. Do 
not create urban sprawl. 
 
All the enormous sites identified for development on the edge of the village are 
scaring people senseless. Be bold and listen to villagers. WE DON'T WANT THEM. 
 
Do not build at all on Melford Road. The sites are too far from the village, nowhere 
near the school and those fields flood. 
 
Look around you. Big housing developments are going bust because houses are not 
selling. We don't need any more homes on the edge of Lavenham. Create 1 and 2 bed 
homes on existing urban sites in the village if you need to do anything at all but do 
not ruin our countryside. 
 
The Parish Council needs to stand up to Babergh and protect our lovely countryside. 

8 Why is there no swimming pool when one was offered and it was in the original 
survey, and more facilities for younger people, 
To keep them in the village  
And more houses for younger people  
And some affordable houses  

9 Do not build on the edge of our village. You will turn Lavenham into a urban sprawl. 
We don't need more homes and more people in the village. The tourists won't come 
if you keep building and then all the shops and businesses will close down. 
 
new houses belong on main roads and bus routes. don't concrete over the 
countryside. you'll destroy lavenham. 

10 I am confused as to the relevance of these questions - we are now living in the 21st 
century - why do they not reflect the current challenges - the questions are very 
random and the options are just bizarre. There is nothing to do in the village and why 
would anyone want to invest here. the parish council or some body needs to 
promote the village but there are some disparate websites that contradict themselves 
that don't really promote anything much except a few businesses with pictures taken 
on a sunny day. 
Lavenham is dying and the so called people in "charge" (who clearly aren't and don't 
have a clue by the looks of the parish council minutes) are not promoting the village. 
The village can't even manage to get some pretty public blooms throughout the 
village like many of our neighbours - they seem more worried about stopping growth 
than encouraging and supporting what there is at the moment. 
Lavenham seems to want to rely on its legacy but there is no central body that has a 
robust way of positively and consistently promoting it. Trying googling whats on in 
Lavenham and you get contrary information and a whole series of different websites - 
why would you come here when nobody can tell you whats going on - The Hub 
seems to have an events calendar that is well presented but I think that is quite new 
and doesn't seem to be frequently promoted Surely the parish council should be 
leading on this - but all they seem to do is say "no" and squabble. 
 
Never mind about housing - you need to get yourselves in order, have a plan around 
developing and supporting what you have in Lavenham and then maybe people will 
want to move here and buy a house. 
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11 The doctors is a joke it's empty every time I happen to be in there the last time was 
approximately 8.30 there was 6 people drinking coffee behind the counter and no 
one waiting what going on there  
The bins are mostly broken /or open and full  
Its sometimes very untidy throughout the village  
Need gym equipment installed  
New school needs to be built and old site turned into a car park 
The new houses are coming! Embrace them .the Melford road and the bears lane 
sites is perfect if fed by the Sudbury r road with no access to bears lane  

12 Make better use of the Market square as an actual market - reduce HGV lorries going 
through the village - a 20mph speed limit in the village - more traditional events, fairs 
for both tourists and locals (May Day, Summer Fete, Michaelmas, pageants etc )  

13 Keep the village beautiful. Dont forget tourism 

14 We must protect our villages and village feel at all costs.  
 
The sense of village feel is eroding across the country and we can not let that happen 
in Suffolk. 
 
Just because is it happening across the country and appears to be mandated, does 
not mean is must happen here where we live. 
 
We don’t have to conform to the accepted new norm 

15 No more house building especially in this wonderful place.  

16 I love living here because of the sense of a small village community feel. My family 
come to visit and walk and cycle out of the village to enjoy the countryside and 
wildlife. I need more seats along the high street as I need to rest more. Don’t spoil the 
village by building large sites that would stop the village being a village. We depend 
on tourists and cannot sustain more cars.  

17 I am appalled that the Lavenham PC are not standing up for our community. Grow a 
backbone and push back on the ludicrous plans to concrete over our countryside. 
Protect Lavenham and keep it as it is. The Melford Road plans are especially 
ridiculous. Common sense is needed. 

18 I would prefer no more houses to be built as Lavenham is an extremely special place 
and I am concerned its integrity will be destroyed by more new builds.  
Its current infrastructure is only enough for the current residents and new homes will 
put additional pressure on it. 
New homes tend to be ugly and they will feel out of place in a magical place such as 
Lavenham. 
I wholly object to the expansion of this historical village. It will be ruined and ruinous.  

19 There needs to be more leisure facilities. 
There was talk of a swimming pool why can't that happen,  
Why can't we have an old peoples home  
And a Parish Council that works with the village instead of saying no all the time  

20 The local schools could not support large housing projects surrounding lavenham. 
The village economy is based on tourism and if we loose the medieval village feel and 
dilute the village with large scale housing estates, expanding and blurring the edges of 
the jewel of Suffolk then its appeal will be lost and tourism will be impacted.  
 
Smaller infill development will retain the village of lavenham.  

21 We need more affordable housing. 
We need places for fitness and well-being. And to support mental health 
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We need the wellness centre built to help people. 
We need less control from the parish council and more engagement. 
We need the footpaths tidied up , so there is more access to the countryside for more 
of the village. 
We need more commercial enterprises and places to start businesses and run 
businesses to improve employment for youngsters, 
Last but not least, we should be building for our older generation. So that they can 
release the homes that they own or live in for the younger generation. 

22 While I recognise the increased housing requirement placed on Babergh District 
Council, the scale of development proposed locally must be proportionate to the 
size, character and infrastructure of the settlement. 
 
Lavenham currently has around 1,150 homes. The indicative allocation of 367 
additional homes over 20 years already represents a substantial increase of roughly 
one third of the existing housing stock. This is an unacceptable level of growth for a 
historic rural settlement. 
 
Placing around 300 homes on a single site, particularly on open land adjacent to 
existing properties, would effectively concentrate almost the entire allocation into 
one place. That is not a balanced or sustainable pattern of growth. The plan should 
prioritise distribution rather than concentration 
 
Developments in just one or two locations: 
 
Create a dominant urban extension rather than incremental village growth 
Fail to integrate naturally with the existing settlement pattern 
Place sudden and intense pressure on local infrastructure, services and roads 
 
A more appropriate approach would be to distribute development across smaller, 
well considered sites over time, allowing the village to adapt gradually. 
 
Character and setting 
 
Lavenham is a highly sensitive historic environment. Large scale development on 
open fields at the edge of the village risks: 
 
Eroding the rural setting and approach to the settlement 
Blurring the distinction between village and countryside 
Undermining the character that defines Lavenham’s significance and makes it so 
attractive to visitors and those who spend money here 
 
Development should respect the scale and landscape setting of the parish, not 
overwhelm it. 
 
 
The proposed level of growth needs to be matched by clear evidence that local 
infrastructure can support it and needs it. So many building forms are going bust 
because existing houses are not selling.  
 
A single development raises concerns about: 
 
Road capacity and safety 
Access to services and amenities 
Pressure on schools, healthcare and utilities 
 
Without phased and supported growth, this risks placing strain on an already limited 
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rural infrastructure. 
 
The issue is not whether Lavenham should contribute to housing delivery, but how 
that growth is planned. 
 
Given the village’s size, character and existing housing numbers, Development of lots 
of houses in one or two locations would be disproportionate, poorly integrated and 
out of keeping with a sustainable pattern of development. 
 
A phased, distributed approach across smaller sites would better align with both local 
character and long term sustainability.  
And then no doubt there will be a change of government and all these ridiculous 
targets will be kicked into the long grass. 

23 The paris council needs to engage more and not say no so much and be more 
honest and transparent,  
We need to give more thought to young people, we need a leisure facility for well-
being and more support to employment for the village, and the businesses need to be 
supported by the parish Council,  
I also think that we don't need a full time Clark,  

24 This questionnaire does not recognise the importance for social & community 
volunteering opportunities. There are a lot of opportunities but why is there not a 
central point someone can go to. Surely this is something the parish council could do 
- they don't seem to do a lot for the village but setting up a central focal website with 
events, places to stay, things to do & volunteering should sit within their remit of 
supporting the community- they don't seem to have an outward community focus -
who are they anyway - i think I see a few of them using the local shops but not sure 
what value the others add to businesses. I think they should be visible in their support 
of businesses- not just the pubs. 
The other thing that this survey does not address Esther recent call for sites -i think 
the majority of the residential sites are outside the settlement boundary - how are 
you managing this. 
I think the addition  
of a care home is an excellent idea -but why was the press stopped? Who did that- 
LNP2? 

25 Too many houses! I feel Lavenham is losing its identity. The halt and other builds are 
not in keeping with the village. It really upsets me that we keep building on every 
beautiful green space! We do not need all these houses!  

26 Lavenham must build more homes for that young families, couples and single people 
can afford. Or its going to become a lifeless ghetto of £1m retirement homes.  

27 Concerned with building requirements in our lovely, small village. 
Not always necessary and wouldn’t want our countryside ruined with houses to be sat 
empty. 
Also, would small development numbers actually be adhered to if land sold. 

28 The impact of cars on the roads in lavenham is already significant and not dealt with 
by babergh. We have already blown tyres from the village not being fit for purpose of 
the volume of traffic. Has a historic landmark, this volume of traffic will not go down. 
Increasing residential traffic will just further damage roads. Where there is already a 
lack of parking for residents, this causes bottle necks throughout the village. This 
should be more of a priority than ahead of increasing housing quotas. 
Housing that is built is strongly recommended to follow all future homes standards, 
be built in keeping with the styling of the original homes on the main road and focus 
on 2 & 3 bed homes where these are the properties that are most required. Three 
storey homes do not fit into the village style, do not sell and are too contemporary. 
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29 If there are more people coming to live in. Ew houses then traffic needs to be 
reduced particularly huge lorries causing problems to the fragile old buildings. 
Parking in the high street should be only for residents or parking reduced to one side 
of the street with free parking in the car parks for visitors and workers. At the moment 
the high street is usually congested with buses unable to navigate between illegally 
parked vehicles and huge trucks.  

30 I say this as someone who has had the privilege of enjoying many peaceful years in 
and around Lavenham: any future building must be approached with great care and 
restraint. Development, if it is to happen at all, should be confined to very small-scale 
projects on brownfield sites; those previously used areas that can be sensitively 
repurposed without encroaching on the countryside. 
 
We must firmly resist the creeping spread of housing along the edges of the village. 
That kind of expansion risks eroding the very character that makes Lavenham so 
special. Once open fields and natural boundaries are lost, they are gone for good. 
 
Of equal importance is the protection of our cherished walks and the wildlife that 
depends on them. These footpaths, hedgerows, and green spaces are not just 
pleasant extras,they are essential to the wellbeing of both residents and the local 
ecosystem. Future decisions should place their preservation at the forefront. 
 
In short, thoughtful restraint, not unchecked growth should guide us, ensuring that 
Lavenham remains a place of beauty, history, and quiet enjoyment for generations to 
come. 

31 I was happy with the last revision, shame that it was distrupted by loads of untruths 
being spread by a small number of individuals. 

32 Lavenham is the jewel in Suffolk heritage and any changes that negatively impact the 
village has a much wider impact. I live in a neighbouring village and care about what 
happens so please draw views from outside the village residents too.  
Many people care for our countryside heritage and village environments, we all need 
to protect what we have because continued erosion can never be turned back... 

33 No new housing should be built beyond the current boundaries. Building on green 
belt land is not acceptable. Only filling in between existing properties, on brown field 
sites, should be allowed. Further expansion should not take place because the core of 
the village cannot support a larger population, and the loss of fields and rural habitats 
is short-sighted. The centre of Lavenham cannot cope with any more traffic - getting 
through the village by car is a nightmare. 

34 Small leisure centre/swimming pool, could be used by primary school maybe 
discount for Lavenham residents  

35 Leave Lavenham alone. Stop building unwatnted houses. The English population has 
fallen...stop housing immigrants on tax payers money! Keep the fields for our food. 

36 I have to say the survey seems to be outdated as are the veiws of the parish council. 
 
The only facilities Lavenham are offering are for preschool and retirees. 
 
No care homes for the local community. 
 
No decent or affordable local exercise facilities. Having to drive to Sudbury is tragic. 
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Apart from the riverside public footpath, the other footpaths tend not to be well 
maintained restricting walking and outdoor exercise  

37 Why won’t the parish council do more for the village instead of their selves 
There needs to be a centre for wellbeing  
I believe the parish council turned it down and were very unsupportive which is part 
of the government’s policy 
Foot paths sould be looked after and I believe the parish council turned that down as 
well  
We need a new parish council  

38 I only have a question why we need more houses when the developments locally are 
not selling. I feel at home in this village and would love to stay here but not looking to 
move from where I am 

39 I am writing as a retired resident who has lived off Melford Road for many years, and I 
feel compelled to object in the strongest possible terms to the proposed 
development of sites HE23133 and HE23138. 
 
I am not against sensible development in principle, but these particular sites are 
simply not suitable. The idea of placing a large housing estate here makes little 
practical or social sense. This is open countryside, not an extension of a village. The 
sites sit well outside both Acton and Lavenham, with no proper services, no walkable 
access to shops, and no realistic public transport. Anyone living there would be 
entirely dependent on cars, which goes against everything we are told about 
sustainable development. 
 
There is also the question of local infrastructure. Schools in both villages are already 
limited in capacity, and yet a development of this size would bring significant 
additional demand. It is hard to see how this has been properly thought through. 
 
I also hear from my neighbours that these fields flood. The land has already caused 
serious flooding to nearby property on multiple occasions, with water running 
directly off the fields and into homes. To build over land like this, covering it with hard 
surfaces, would only make matters worse. It feels like common sense is being 
ignored. 
 
What troubles me most, however, is the loss of what makes this area special. This 
stretch of countryside, with its historic cottages, open views, and wildlife, is part of 
the character of this place. Once it is gone, it is gone for good. The presence of 
wildlife and the importance of the landscape are not abstract ideas to those of us 
who live here, they are part of daily life. 
 
At my stage of life, I had hoped for a quieter time, not the stress and uncertainty that 
proposals like this bring. It is difficult not to feel that the realities on the ground have 
been overlooked in favour of numbers on a page. 
 
For all of these reasons, I urge the Council to dismiss these sites as unsuitable for 
development. If you have to build anywhere, stick to repurposing existing brownfield 
sites. DO NOT CONCRETE OVER OUR FIELDS PLEASE. 

40 Strongly object to the new housing proposals on the outskirts of the village.  
 
The traffic and the parking in the village, particularly near the church is terrible. There 
should be yellow lines here and managed better.  
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Pot holes are just awful all around the village.  

41 I would say there's not enough volunteering in the village keeping it tidy. 
I guess this is because the chair stoped it, and its such a shame could this be started 
again, could the councillor who started it be asked to do it again,  
When is the wellness centre going to be approved,  
When are you going to allow small houses for youngsters. 
When are you going to allow an old peoples home, 
When are we going to loose the control from the parish Council. 
Why do we pay the Clark so much money. 
When is Irene and Roy and Lizzie going to leave the parish Council. Their behaviour is 
very unbecoming.  

42 Why was the last revision reflected. As a household we agree with it.  

43 Lavenham is a village rich in history and charm, offering a strong sense of community 
and cultural heritage. However, it currently lacks a dedicated wellness centre, which 
represents a valuable opportunity for growth. Establishing such a facility would not 
only enhance residents’ access to health, fitness, and wellbeing services, but also 
contribute positively to the village’s social infrastructure. A wellness centre could 
serve as a welcoming space for people of all ages to focus on physical and mental 
wellbeing, fostering a healthier and more connected community. 

44 Some items were not relevant to us eg using village shops as we are still shielding as 
my husband has a compromised immune system. However, Heeks, Howletts , and 
the Pharmacy have been incredibly helpful to us as well as local tradespersons. I also 
did a no contact home home delivery with Liz Gash. We would do more if we could.  

45 A fitness and wellness centre would be good 

46 I am writing to express my deep frustration and opposition to the proposed housing 
developments in Lavenham. 
 
These plans are far too large in scale for a village of this size and character. Lavenham 
is not, and has never been, an appropriate location for significant expansion. It is a 
historic village with limited infrastructure, and forcing large-scale development upon 
it risks eroding everything that makes it unique. 
 
If additional housing is truly required, it should be directed toward established urban 
centres such as Bury St Edmunds and Ipswich, where there is already the 
infrastructure, transport, and services to support growth. Expanding towns makes far 
more sense than overwhelming a small village. 
 
It is also unrealistic to suggest that such developments serve the needs of young 
people. Lavenham functions largely as a quiet, retirement-oriented community. 
Younger residents are far more likely to seek opportunities, amenities, and 
connectivity found in larger towns, not in a rural setting with limited prospects. 
 
Pushing ahead with oversized developments here shows a disregard for both the 
character of the village and practical planning considerations. I strongly urge you to 
reconsider these proposals and adopt a more sensible, balanced approach to housing 
allocation. 

47 Please keep the country side around Lavenham has it is . This is a very special place 
and should be protected for the next generations. It part of the village. The shop are 
very important to 
The community of the village should be helped. Car on the high street should be less 
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so visited can see the beautiful buildings better and less Traffic would be nice. Think 
the parking in the village square should go and make it a square you could walk round 
and have sitting and make it walking only. it's so beautiful. When at times no cars are 
parking. 

48 We are definitely in need of houses  

49 Since 2019 I have seen plans to address parking, improving the village square and 
providing planters to protect sightlines at junctions. I would suggest these are self 
evident and modest changes - but nothing has been carried forward. Electric vehicle 
charging provision has similarly misfired due to connectivity issues ( suggesting a lack 
of planning rigor) 
My confidence isn't high that anything will change as a result of this survey - except 
for it's use as a tick box excersise to support house building approvals without the 
required infrastructure spending. 

50 Where is the concern about our built environment? 
Absolutely nothing in this document raises concerns about our heritage and 
buildings- the very things that make Lavenham special and unique. 
The question about a museum is obsolete-we already have one- The Guildhall- 
which very few local people support. 
Restrict new housing!!!! We DO NOT have the infrastructure to support it! 

51 We need to know WHERE there will be new housing 

52 Parking needs to be carefully considered with regards to any new housing. ALL new 
housing needs to have adequate parking facilities. Most homes have at least 2 cars. 

53 To be honest I'm sick of retired professionals moving here infiltrating position of 
power like the parish councillors making important decisions for their own gain with 
absolutely no regard for local residents. 
 
It's of vital importance to ensure proper amenities are provided locally. More diverse 
fitness facilities, Healthier cafes etc. 
Providing the village with a true sense of diversity, community and real business 
support.  
 
Expansion will benefit the village financially. Creating more amenities for teenagers 
and young to middle ages adults. 
 
It's absolutely disgusting that on one hand villages pride themselves with green 
spaces and fresh air, while on the other hand we are deprived from a descent 
infrastructure of essential facilities forcing us to drive miles polluting the environment 

54 There is no questions about how we feel about our parish council, maybe there’s a 
reason for this ?? 

55 Prohibit dogs on playing/recreation spaces and provide protective fencing around 
childrens play areas. 
Reduce parking on Church Hill and High Street to ease trafic flow. 

56 The parish council said no to public benches, no to looking after the footpath, the 
parish council is not fit for purpose. The parish council (some of them) are bullies. 
We need to build a leisure centre, said it was going to happen and was in the final 
LNP. 
The wellness centre would be a great idea. 
Why did the parish council stop the volunteers? 

57 As a working parent in my 30s I honestly don't recognise my life or my needs 
anywhere in this survey. 
It feels like it was written for teenagers and retirees, with nothing for the people who 
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actually keep the village running day to day. 
No questions about proper leisure facilities- I have to drive to Sudbury just to go to 
the gym. 
How can a neighbourhood plan be taken seriously when it ignores the entire working 
age population???? 
I am very upset and feel like moving away! 

58 I'm living on Green Willows where I am raising my 2 children. We chose to live here 
because it is safe, quiet and surrounded by open countryside. The views, the wildlife 
and the sense of space are part of our everyday lives and part of what makes this a 
special place to bring up children. The thought of a large housing estate being built 
across these fields id honestly upsetting. It would completely change the character of 
the area and take away something that cannot be replaced. 
Day to day life here depends on the area staying manageable and connected. These 
sites are not close to schools, or shops and services that you can easily walk to. That 
means more cars, more traffic on already narrow rural roads, and less safety for 
families like mine. It is hard enough navigating these roads with children as it and 
accidents on the bend near Stamp House. 
There is also the pressure this would put on local schools. There is not enough places 
nearby to support the number of children a development like this would bring. As a 
parent I want to know that my kids will get a place at the local school. 
What matters most to me is the environment our children are growing up in. They see 
hares in the fields, hear owls at night, and have space to explore and feel part of 
nature. Losing that to an ugly disconnected town/housing development would be 
awful for Lavenham. 
I understand the need for housing. We need small starter homes only, not the big 
urban sprawl you are going for. 

59 The biggest issue- the fact that almost all new called for sites are outside the 
settlement boundary. So is the lack of affordable housing and the absence of 
employment opportunities for younger people. 
If the survey won't even acknowledge these realities, how can it possibly help shape a 
plan for the future? It feels like the difficult topics have ben avoided. 
 
How are you going to increase employment opportunities, encourage and support 
businesses and provide affordable accommodation? I think the survey should 
recognise the truth about Lavenham and then the question should be looking to find 
input and feedback around how to make a change. 
 
Are you not interested in people that are older than teenagers and younger than 65? 
These are the people that are working and will be paying for things to come, they are 
the future of Lavenham so why are you not interested in what they need? 
 
I have to travel by car to my gym- why is there no question around what sort of 
exercise facilities people would want? I think that there is a very expensive personal 
trainer in Lavenham and outside exercise facilities in a common space isn't a great 
idea as it rains so much and is cold in England. Who would look after these anyway? 

60 We have lived here for decades and I filled in the last neighbourhood plan survey with 
hope. Years later almost NOTHING in the plan has been delivered. 
Now we're being asked the same questions all over again.  
Why should anyone believe this will be any different? 
There is no explanation of who will implement anything. 
NO accountability. 
No evidence of progress. 
It feels like a tick box exercise, rather than a genuine attempt to improve the village. 
Also, why can't we have a swimming pool which was asked for before? 
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61 There needs to be a strong focus on that which makes this village special- it's 
historical core. 
Large developments will distract from this. 
Further housing developments should be situated near towns which have the 
infrastructure to support them, Lavenham does not. 
The village needs smaller started homes and the facilities to support them including a 
larger primary school. 
I believe that a number of trees could be planted in the market place without 
compromising the parking. The shade would helpfully keep the cars cooler in the 
summer and make the area more attractive. 

62 1. There should be a 20mph speed limit in the village. 
2. Prioritising parking has turned the magnificent medieval market place into a parking 
lot- shame on you Lavenham. 

63 This survey feels like a re-run of the one from years ago, rather than something that 
reflects the village as it is today. 
So many important topics are missing- green energy, volunteering, biodiversity, 
affordable housing, employment opportunities. 
It's hard to see how this can produce a meaningful neighbourhood plan when the 
questions don't match the real issues Lavenham is facing. It needs a complete rethink. 
 
Questions to be answered: 
1. How are you going to deal with all the majority of the call sites being outside the 
settlement boundary? 
2. What about green energy options- what is the village's approach to those- with the 
rolling countryside wind turbines could be a possibility but you haven't covered this 
topic, so you don't know what people's views are. 
3. What about volunteering options- there is no mention of these, and they are really 
important in a small community. 
4. What about supporting Lavenham in Bloom- why are things like this not discussed 
or supported? 
5. Why is there no plan on making affordable housing happen- there were a few 
houses several years ago but these have all been taken- so they are no longer 
affordable, and there is no mention of how to address this issue in a sustainable way 
moving forwards. I don't doubt that most people will agree that most people will 
agree that there is not enough employment or housing for young people, but the 
survey doesn't have any suggestions around how to resolve this. 
6. What is that random question about social media? Are you proposing that people 
can't post what they think? 
7. Who will be implementing these proposals- I can't see that anything particularly 
that people wanted from the LNP has actually been well implemented and adopted. 
So, what is the point of having a survey if no-one does anything with the results. 
8. Other nearby villages have proactive parish councils but ours just seems to try and 
block things, spend money unwisely and there seems to be a lot of disagreements. If 
this is to succeed you need a new parish council with a community focused Chair 
who gets their teeth into making things happen. 
9. In Lavenham, nothing seems to be cohesive or supported- who should be leading 
on that? 

64 It's hard to take this survey seriously when so little from the previous neighbourhood 
plan was ever implemented. There's no explanation of who will deliver any of this, or 
how? 
I don't really understand those questions in 5- can these be worded more clearly 
please? 
Of course, we must have more affordable housing- but how are you going to do this 
when there is no appetite to build in Lavenham? 
How are you going to increase employment opportunities for young people when 
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you make no reference to supporting or encouraging growth of the businesses? How 
many people in Lavenham actually really support and use the lovely local shops? I try 
to go and use them at least twice a week, but the village is very dead during the week 
so how do the businesses survive? I am worried that in 10 years, with the approach 
that seems to be seen in Lavenham, that there will be nothing to do and the place will 
just end up full of elderly people and no shops. 

65 I am sorry but you are trying to shut the door after the horse has bolted. Such a 
shame that the village was misled about the last revision and there was a NO vote in 
November 2024. That revison only allowed development inside the settlement 
boundary unlike the current plan that allows development on the boundary, meaning 
the boundary can 'creep' as in Bears Lane, Indigo Fields etc. Look at the most recent 
call for sites, Lavenham is absolutely surrounded. As far as we are aware rules have 
since changed and you will not be allowed to have the strict development 
requirements as in the November 24 version.  
 
We smiled at your question re social media, since a certain councillor arrived in the 
village there has been so much abuse on FB. 
 
We do hope that there will be no further activities re a Wellness Centre on Second 
Meadow but suspect as the owners of Second Meadow have now purchased the 
Poultry Farm we havent heard the last of it, so much money wasted by the council! 

66 Why is there no support for the younger people  
Why can't we have a Wellness Centre it was promised  
Why do the parish council just keep saying no  
Why can't we have more business or a business park to bring in proper jobs and 
employment wasn't lavenham one of the biggest employment villages/ towns  
Why can't this be made to happen  

67 Traffic speed: this remains a significant issue with a high percentage of cars 
exceeding the 30mph speed limit at all exit points of the village. It is particular 
problem on the Bury Road (at the Bury St Edmunds end) with many vehicles 
exceeding the speed limit in both entry and exit to/from the village. We would fully 
support the introduction of speed calming measures such as speedbumps or visual 
activated speed signs on all entry points into the village. More frequent police speed 
checks also need to be introduced. 
 
Parking: Inconsistent and dangerous parking, also parking on the pavements in the 
village has got steadily worse over the last few years, particularly since the 
introduction of parking charges. There is now much greater risk for pedestrians when 
trying to navigate around those parked cars and also when trying to cross the road. 
The impact on the high street is significant, and there are bottlenecks caused by 
parked cars which prevent the normal flow of traffic. Much more rigorous 
enforcement of pavement parking needs to be adopted, particularly once the 
department for transport new regulations are introduced during 2026. 

68 The starting point for any improvements must be with the parish council. However 
they are a law unto themselves - they never engage and always seem to be saying no 
to everything that is being positively promoted for the benefit of the village. Why can't 
we have Lavenham in Bloom? Why can't we have volunteer litter picking? Why can't 
we have tidier footpaths. They have been supporting the allotments but that only 
benefits 12 people and seems to be spending a disproportionate amount of money of 
just 12 people. A few years ago when Carol was the leader of the parish council - 
things were so much better. You could talk to him and you felt he was listening and 
trying to support. There is no point even trying to talk to the current chair - I don't 
even know who they are as they are never seen in the village supporting shops or 
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events. 
Even if all these priorities are going to be agreed - how will they be implemented, 
monitored or delivered when the parish council can't even agree amongst themselves 
what is important. How can you justify the clerk getting paid so much when there is 
so little being delivered by the parish council - what do they do for their money? 

69 The heavy good traffic in the Village is of serious concern and don't seem to be 
addressed here. The Heritage buildings are being routinely damaged by collisions and 
the vibrations caused are also a concern to the fabric of the buildings. The roads 
through the village are narrow with car parking taking up a considerable amount of 
space. These heavy goods vehicles and even the buses have to resort to mounting 
the narrow pavements to pass traffic which can be seen at least once every day. 

70 Roads and pot holes need to be fixed desperately. 
More lighting in areas of high volume of cars parking. 
What is being done around hugh volume of vans and sheds being broken into ? 
Too much on street parking, especially when events are on causing traffic jams and 
high risk to pedestrians  

71 Lavenham should not be overpopulated, as it may lose it's charm and appeal. If 
housing will need to be built it should be for a variety of ages but not large  
estates which have house all on top of one another and look like concrete jungles. 
More bungalows would be good as I feel this type of property is slightly lacking in 
Lavenham. Lavenham also has some amazing wildlife and scenery and this should not 
be lost to the need for houses.  
If more houses are built then the parking in the high street will need to be reviewed as 
when it is busy especially at weekends and school holidays with tourism, getting from 
one end of the high street to the other can be difficult and at times dangerous as 
people feel they can park where they like, making it unsafe, with more houses and 
people this will only get worse.  

72 The traffic is becoming unmanageable in Lavenham,there is simply inadequate 
parking. 
Most days the high street is a challenge to get through, let alone trying to park. 
 
Water Street is being damaged by the heavy lorries all following their GPS, it should 
really be classed as a B road. Most days there are significant traffic jams along the 
road. 
One day the tudor culvert will probably collapse. 
 
The fireworks was a fantastic event, however, there were only about 20 spots 
available by the tennis courts, after that it was mayhem. 
 
Although the park by the Brent Eleigh road is essential for kids and families, perhaps 
on major events it could be  
as a temporary car park. This can bring its own challenges because of the play 
equipment. 
Perhaps some of the equipment (for example the frame, table tennis table & 
basketball hoop) could be moved / utilised by the tennis courts as people are more 
familiar with that area, as opposed to the bottom park which isn't utilised fully as it's 
out of the way. 
 
Also light pollution is an issue, by barn street the light for the staff accommodation is 
so bright, and really should be motion sensored, it's not very environmentally friendly 
either. 
In the quieter streets there should be motion sensor lighting. 
The lighting is very intrusive. 
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The Lavenham Christmas fair is very much missed. Such an excellent event for the 
village. 
 
I love Lavenham but the traffic is almost as bad as the M25! ����� 
 
Definitely affordable housing for all, but not by big corporates, they'll be no greenery 
left soon. 
 
Post office is essential as are the shops, schools, library and village hall. 
 
There should be a 'pub' pub here, perhaps serving traditional affordable food, i believe 
this would be a life line for some residents. 
The others are very expensive. 
 
Thank you reading my gripes! 

73 80% of the population of Lavenham live alone or with one other person. Houses 
remain in the market longer than they ever have in the last 20 years. Avoid building 
new estates and convert existing buildings or use brownfield sites only. Lavenham is 
beautiful in large part because it is surrounded by nature. Let’s keep it that way.  

74 I'm surprised that the survey doesn't align with Suffolk County Council or Babergh's 
priorities. There's almost nothing on wellbeing, on supporting businesses, biodiversity 
action, or sustainable travel. These are major themes for our area, yet the survey 
barely touches them. It comes across as narrow and inward-looking rather than 
strategic. 
In summary - these are SCC's & Babergh priorities 
Suffolk County Council 
To promote and support the health and wellbeing of all people in Suffolk. 
- to strengthen our local economy 
- to protect and enhance our environment 
- to provide value for money for the Suffolk taxpayer 
There is no mention of really supporting health and wellbeing - just some crazy 
suggestion about exercise machines in a playing field. 
No mention around supporting business or encouraging growth. 
A tiny bit around hedgerows - what about wildlife, BNG, how to encourage bees, 
birds, butterflies. 
Lavenham doesn't have a clue about value for money - did I hear that the last LNP2 
failure cost £90k and the parish council is always wasting money. 
Babergh 
Housing - homelessness reduction and rough sleeping, tenant engagement 
Communities - wellbeing, leisure, sport and physical activity 
Environment - Carbon reduction management, biodiversity action, sustainable travel, 
parking 
Economy - culture, heritage and visitor economy 

75 I write as a long standing resident of this area, and as someone who has taken the 
trouble to complete the survey and engage with the Lavenham Plan. It is, I must 
confess, increasingly wearying to find that such care is not always reciprocated. 
The proposed inclusion of sites off Melford Road for development is, quite simply, 
indefensible. What is being proposed is not a modest extension of an existing 
settlement, but the creation of a detached suburban estate in open countryside, 
physically and functionally disconnected from both Lavenham and Acton. It would sit 
awkwardly between the two, belonging to neither, and eroding the character of both. 
This is precisely the sort of speculative sprawl that neighbourhood plans are intended 
to prevent, not enable. 
Equally troubling is the complete absence of local infrastructure. There are no 
services within walking distance. Residents would be forced into car dependency for 
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even the most basic daily needs, in direct contradiction of the Councils own 
sustainability commitments. One begins to wonder whether the policy is being taken 
seriously at all. 
The pressure on local schools is another point that has been set out clearly and, 
again, seemingly overlooked. A development of this scale would generate well over 
one hundred primary pupils, for which there is simply no capacity within a reasonable 
distance. This is not a marginal issue. It is fundamental. 
Then there is the matter of heritage and landscape. The sites sit within a setting that 
contributes directly to the rural identity of Lavenham, Acton and the wider area. The 
ecological impact should give any reasonable council pause. The presence of 
protected and declining species, and the acknowledged biodiversity of the land, place 
a clear obligation on decision makers. Where harm cannot be avoided, policy is 
unambiguous: permission should be refused. 
Taken together, the inclusion is inescapable. The large sites proposed off Melford 
Road are unsuitable for development by any reasonable planning standard. The 
evidence is clear, comprehensive, and already in your possession. 
What is less clear is why it has not been acted upon. 
I urge the Parish Council , in the strongest possible terms, to represent the interests of 
its residents with proper diligence and resolve, and to oppose the inclusion of large 
sites unequivocally. 
We are not asking for special treatment. We are asking for basic competence, 
consistency with policy, and a willingness to listen.  

76 This is what I think should be focused on: 
 
Affordable housing and a plan to keep ensuring there is an on-going strategy. 
 
Encourage small businesses to come the village - craft units are nice, but they do not 
bring in the higher employment of income. 
 
Campaign to proactively support existing businesses - having a website that charges 
to do this (Love Lavenham) is not logical or inclusive method - maybe work with the 
Hub to do this. 
 
Actively promote the post office and hub. 
 
A decent gym and/or leisure facility for all ages. 
 
Footpaths need to be better maintained and fully accessible - have an LCWIP 
strategy. 
 
Volunteering to be actively promoted and support - look to create a central place for 
people to go to - perhaps at the library or hub. 
 
Establish a sustainable energy opportunities group - I think this was set up but what 
happened to it - this is very relevant now. 
 
Planting of more trees, hedgerows and actively promoting biodiversity and 
encouragement of wildlife. 

77 More public toilets 

78 Running a buissness in lavenham is already tough, and this survey makes it clear that 
economic reality weren't even on the radar. 
 
There's nothing about supporting local shops nothing about encouraging new local 
shops nothing about encouraging new businessess, nothing about creating 
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employment opportunities. 
 
Other villages have thriving business network and proactive Rarish Council there we 
get a survey that avoids the subject entirely. 
 
If you want Lavenham to have a future you need to start asking the right questions. 

79 What about the wellness centre that needs to be approved. It would bring 
employment for young people and great facilities to the village. 

80 Why are the parish council so toxic. 
Why do they say no all the time  
Why are we paying the Clerk so much money  
Why can't we have more activities in lavenham so we don't need to drive to sudbury 
/Bury/Colchester  
If there were more activities it would give lavenham more employment and then the 
younger people would not have to move away or drive to work,  

81 We need more leisure facilitys which will give more employment and lavenham needs 
to get rid of the parish clerk (who is paid too much) and get carol back because he 
did listen to the village  
I hate having to drive to sudbury or Colchester if I want to go swimming  
Lavenham also needs cold water swimming, which i believe was suggested at second 
Meadows,  
Please let lavenham have something nice for everyone to enjoy, and employ more 
younger people, 

82 Lavenham needs more parking and free parking, 
Lavenham needs more employment for the young people  
Lavenham needs an affordable gym  
Lavenham needs different business and not more coffee shops 
Lavenham needs the speed sid's moved around and not left in the same place for 
years  
Lavenham needs a less controlling parish Council, And a parish council that would 
engage they now will not support volunteers. 
Why is the Clerk paid so much money when other parish Councils only have Clarks 
that do two to three days a week  

83 The parking needs to be sorted and it needs to be free.The young need jobs to stay in 
the village.  
There is to many tea rooms and not enough proper jobs. 
Lavenham should have more full time jobs. 
The parish council has to much control  
And why did they stop the volunteers, 
Please get the parish council to support the volunteers like Acton does, and other 
parish Councils. 
Brent Eleigh road needs a SID   

84 These questions are so similar to the last questionnaire & you did nothing about 
implementing that so why should I bother with these questions- we live in the 21st 
century - bring something useful that reflects the concerns & demands of modern 
living & people with jobs & challenges may feel that you are interested enough that 
we may answer. Lavenham is only interested in old people for old people- wasn't 
there a TV programme about that......it ended! 

85 I cannot see why We can't have more leisure facilities for every age. And more work 
opportunities for the younger person  
Lavenham needs a small industrial site to bring in different employment opportunities.  
The SID's are never moved. They need to be moved around the village. As the law 
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requires, they should not be left in the same place. 
The footpaths around the village need to be enhanced and added too and 
maintained. 
The parish council needs to stop saying no and help more 

86 The recent call by Babergh for landowners to put forward land is concerning as 
brownfield sites and those already partly developed i.e the Lolls should take priority 
through smaller developments over large developments on prime agricultural land 
and still allow active travel by bike or on foot into the village facilities  
Of major concern is the potential for development in other parishes bordering the 
Lavenham boundary within their own neighbourhood plans such as the recent 
discussions around a large development on the Melford Road which is in the Acton 
parish. This would have a massive detrimental impact on the village infrastructure and 
surrounding wildlife in Lavenham not Acton as residents would not travel to Acton 
which is miles away. People would use cars to get into the village which goes against 
Babergh policy of promoting active travel by foot or cycles causing even more 
congestion and the road is not even wide enough to have a central road markings. 
The new plan must address this issue to protect Lavenham from taking on the 
housing requirements of other villages by proxy because of the development location 
being miles away from the originating village (such as Acton) but closer to Lavenham. 

87 New housing is important for our village and it is better to have a single larger 
development if it comes with attached local amenities as lots of smaller builds will 
just stretch the surgery, school etc even further.  

88 Please try to keep the beautiful open fields around our village as they are now.  

89 We do need affordable homes for families, to help those who want to stay in the 
village and not to be just a retirement village. Past new builds have often brought in 
those taking early retirement, instead of families  

90 Housing development should depend on the existing roads a layout - there are plenty 
of locations with access to main roads where housing could be built. It is important 
that all new developements have easy, walking, access to the centre to keep the heart 
of the village alive. It would be useful if we had parish councillors who care about 
areas other than the historic centre. 

91 Some of these questions are very difficult to answer with answering options available. 
Would have liked to have seen more housing concentrated questions as opposed to 
asking about things like would I like to see an Opticians in Lavenham?? Overall I 
would just like to see a Lavenham that is grateful for what it has got now rather than 
one desperate for change. 

92 I know that we will need add housing, and to be clear it should be well build, well 
insulated, and using the best of alternative energy and heating systems. Also we need 
to be sure that all necessary social services are available per x amount of village 
residents, that is schools, medical care, as well as entertainment and eatery sites. One 
area we need is clothing shops for men.  

93 lavenham needs a leisure center of some description and a cheaper gym 
Needs more free parking  
SID on Brent Eleigh Road  
Needs something different from coffee shop for new employment maybe try to bring 
in different business  
Better jobs for the younger people  
The parish council to listen to the village  

94 I would like to have seen more emphasis on traffic calming, parking and 
pedestrianisation. Market place would be transformed as a social space without 
vehicles. 
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95 I am horrified by the development areas highlighted on Melford Road, particularly 
given its position on the border with Acton. New houses here would drain resources 
in Lavenham but help Acton's housing targets. 
 
Flooding on Melford Road is a real issue so it is deeply concerning that such 
significant risks appear to have been overlooked or downplayed.  
 
Lavenham is a community where around 80% of households are one or two people, 
many of them in retirement. There is no evidenced need for large numbers of new 
three bedroom or larger homes of the type being proposed.  
 
If we have to build at all, infill where houses already exist. It is fundamentally 
misaligned with both the environmental realities of the sites and Lavenham's actual 
housing needs to even consider more houses off Melford Road. 

96 Better disabled parking 

97 Pointless set of questions 
what about the real priorities? 
health 
employment 
buisness 
growth 
exercise 
protest completion! 

98 Add a new indoor facilities so we dont have to go to sudbury 

99 Cars etc to be stopped from on the pavements especially on the brent eleg road 
outside the houses speed restricitions to be upheld on roads coming into the village 
some places you take your life with your hands to get across the road very dangerous 
for older people, children and people with dogs also an extra dog poo bin on the 
playing field by the footpath going behind polltry farm as the only poo bin is the other 
end 

100 fix pot holes 

101 Please do everything possible to retain the essential nature of a small historic 
settlement 

102 i volunteer in several local groups, im shocked that volunteering isnt even mentioned. 
no questions about community involvement , no interest in how to support local 
groups, no thought about how to bring people together. lavenham has so much 
potential, but nothing feels joined up theres no central hub of information, no 
leadership, no cohesion, you talk alot about houses, but why would anyone want to 
move here if the neighbourhood plan doesnt address community life, then its missing 
the heart of what makes a villiage thrive  

103 play area should be fenced, dog foul in play area!! dogs should not be permitted or it 
should be fenced off in play area 

104 feel it would have been a good idea to have a column for not really "qualified" to 
answer or maybe one could define with a * not a tick as not truly able to judge 

105 having not lived in lavenham for very long, it can be difficult to comment on some 
issues ie. childcare and their facilities, so i have tried to comment fairly on how i see 
things 
 
everyone understands the need for free housing as long as it is balanced both private 
and social with infrastructure able to support what they are building. lavenham is well 
known in the world and that showed always to be the forefront of any developments 



49 

housing or otherwise, it has to keep the reputation and design as it is and has been, 
for hundreds of years, so many historic areas have been developed so they lose their 
character to modern ideas, new improvements must be intergrated cleverly to 
enhance the area to make lavenham even better with a solid core of services we can 
be proud of  

106 Better provision needed for disabilities scooter users 

107 Build indoor exercise facilities or a swimming pool 
Why do the parish council keep saying no to concerns within the villager 

108 Lavenham is a small village and there have been several housing developments over 
the last 10 years. 
It is a village not a town. 
There is no space to make additional comments 
Pointless increasing houses that the school, EP surgeons are unable to cater for. 
The school cannot manage the current amount of children with people having no 
use neighbouring villagers such as acton or great waldingfield. 

109 I grew up in lavenham, I'd love to stay but this survey makes it clear that people my 
age aren't even being considered. 
No affordable housing, no job oppurtunites, no support for young adults, no vision 
for keeping younger people in the village. 
If nothing changes lavenham will become a place only retires can afford. 
Lots of words but no solutions of how to stop this from happening. 
There are no young people on the LNP group - that is obvious from the content of 
the survey. 

110 Its 2026 and the survey barely mentions biodiversity, green energy, sustainable travel 
of climate resilience. 
No questions about wind or solar, no mentions of wildlife corridors, no thought about 
hedgerows, trees of pollinators. 
Other councils are miles ahead on this. 
Lavenham seems stuck in the past, pretending these real issues no don't exist. 
A neighbourhood plan that ignores environmental priorities is not fit for purpose. 

111 Bus Service: 
Good services but buses are dirty, time table often not followed buses need cleaning, 
outside and in (underneath it) 
Windows need cleaning as one cannot see out of them and difficult especially in dark 
to see where one is. 

112 it is of great concern, to read that barberghs indicitive target for lavenham is building 
of 367 homes over 20 years. so, if it is the same amount/target for neighbouring 
parishes eg. acton, which have their boundaries so close to lavenham population, it 
would realistically be more like 600 homes dumped onto our parish councils door!! if 
they agree to building of new homes along the melford rd, on farmland near green 
willows. 
we urge you to find a way of including, in the LNP, so that neighbouring parish 
councils cannot agree to housing being built, within so many miles from the 
lavenham parish boundary? thankyou for undertaking this mammoth task, on behalf 
of us lavenham residents 

113 question 12 and 13 - we have no young mothers or teenagers living near us and have 
no knowledge of the state of these existing facilities, so cannot give a rating in 
fairness 
 
like many surveys, giving a 'tick a box' or 'yes/no' answer to a straight question gives 
no scope to expand on or develop an answer 
we can give a YES (we need everything of varying degrees) or a NO simply because of 
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the lack of detail in the question or having no knowledge of trhe subject 
for instance giving ticks on questions relating to housing, type, style, density etc. so 
much depends on location but cannotbe answered meaningfully but must be vague 
because they are just general questions and not site related as to suitability etc etc 
etc. 
all im saying is that these type of surveys with the 'tick the box' or 'yes/no' type of 
decisioins do not necessary allow for an individual (should they so wish) to give 
expanded answers, bearing in mind the influence that they carry 
having said all of this i do acknowledge that it is not easy to construct and format 
these types of 'views and thoughts' surveys. 
we are grateful that in our democracy we endeavor to engage with the thoughts of 
the people when making decisions that effect us all 
we look forward to further detailed discussions in due course 
thankyou 

114 We need more housing for our young and we need a gym and a leisure centre and 
more businesses for more employment 

115 Why cant we have more leisure or a swimming pool even a little industrial estate for 
more employment 

116 we need supporting notes of reference so that we can understand the options 
available regarding for example areas considered for development  
We are a unique village with great history on the outskirts of bse and sudbury - good 
transport to these areas is important to access their facilities old and young 

117 Having lived in lavenham for nearly 30 years, i feel able to comment on the current 
revision survey of the nighbourhood plan 
lavenham is a unique village and to 'upgrade' to current aspirations would change it 
into a town, losing character and personality 
 
when we moved here, lavenham was busy, lively village and had community spirit of 
striving to support and maintain its uniqueness through many social events and 
supporting local business 
 
housing here was, and is, expensive so people coming here had made a conscious 
choice of a different lifestyle and to were able to renovate and refurbish the many 
listed buildings and support local community 
 
tourism is lavenhams life blood and needs to be promoted via different media 
channels for the historical and hotel aspects. parking has always been a problem and 
always will be and is accepted as part of village life with enough signage not to be 
more obstructive 
 
the current build of new housing over the past few years has been absorbed but the 
infrastructure cannot support more without changing the character of the village 
totally  
 
thankyou to all those working on this review to keep lavenham 'special' and hope you 
see these comments as a positive contribution 

118 The character, beauty and amenity of lavenham has been hugely degraded over the 
last 15 or so years as a direct consequence of a total failure to maintain the roads, 
pavements and street signage in and around the village in this period, or even to hold 
the various private sector utilities to account for their contribution to this state of 
dereliction 
 
Whilst recognising the countrywide and national nature of this problem, every 
pressure should be exerted on government, the relevant authorities and private sector 
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utilities to reverse unacceptable level of environmental decline. in the absence of this, 
the best intentions of a neighbourhood plan that seeks to promote and support 
economic growth, the provision of good quality housing, tourism, environmental 
amenity and village pride etc. will have, at best, only a limited prospect of success 

119 I have completed the revision survey but only to the extent that i have some insight 
regarding the spread and complexity of the questions asked, many of which seem 
trivial within the context of lavenhams heritage. Unless ive missed it, residents are nor 
being asked about their views on the importance of protecting the visual appeal of 
our historical assets within the adjacent to the conservation area, nor is there any 
mention of national trust guild hall, market place, little hall, church and the fact we 
area thriving tourist village mainly because of these and the surrounding medieval 
houses. The first visual impression of our village from the sudbury road entrance is 
already tainted by unattractive, overcrowded housing by howletts garage. If there 
must be more cheap/social housing it should not be infill within the village nor further 
mar the scene when entering, as is the case with many villages ed woolpit and acton. 
Lavenhams much lauded claim to being the best preserved medieval village in the uk, 
surrounded by countryside walks, should be used to our advantage to stop housing 
creep, yet it barely merits a mention in your survey. 
 
A bone of concentration for many is pavement parking and our main public asset, the 
market place, allowed to be used as a storage facility for cars, when there are official 
parking sites with empty spaces. Inappropriate parking throughout the village is a 
major concern yet there is only a jumble of questions on this under 'getting around 
and about'. Parking should have a seperate category and the appropriate questions 
asked to elicit strongly held views. 
 
I have concerns regarding the possibility of duplicate surveys being submitted. i 
picked up two from the hub without having to identify myself and what checks are in 
place to control authenticity of on-line surveys? Please address these questions on 
your websites 
 
With this in mind, it is unfortunate that many residents were encouraged, by diverse 
methods, to reject the previous revision. These included very questionable tactics like 
'vote NO' posters attached to lampposts and multiple derisory comments on social 
media including the postings on facebook - disgraceful behaviour in a supposedly 
civilised village. In summary, we residents would not now be spending substancial 
amounts of money and time responding to this inept new revision had the previous 
one not been rejected because of malign influencers anxious to have their way in 
over-ruling revisions with which they do not agree 

120 Accessibility for disabled people 

121 Lavenham is priceless medieval village. LEAVE IT ALONE. 

122 Thank you to everyone who has put in the time and effort to produce the plan, much 
appreciated. 

123 I found the survey to be very limited in being able to give a true opinion due to the 
tick boxes. It also felt that it was for a much larger town and not for a unique historic 
rural village. I did not like the way "under environment" the "historic setting" question 
was framed. 
 
I feel that Lavenham should be treated as an exception when it comes to planning 
targets. Being the most preserved mediaeval village in England, in a beautiful rural 
setting, Lavenham should be protected and treasured. 
 
Lavenham is under more pressure than many similar sized villages. Not only does it 
cater to those that live in and around the village, but it is also used frequently by 
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residents in the wider surrounding region. This is due to the lack of facilities in many 
Suffolk villages, many of which are themselves expanding, thus creating more 
pressure on traffic and parking in Lavenham. 
 
On top of this, it experiences high levels of tourism, especially when events are being 
held or in holiday seasons. Yet more building in the village will bring even more traffic 
and congestion to vulnerable mediaeval streets. 
 
Lavenham is an English gem and brings tourists to the region, it should be protected 
as villages in the Cotswolds may be. It is a place of relaxation, general safety and is 
conducive to the positive mental health of both residents and visitors. With so many 
towns now becoming run down, we need places like Lavenham. 
 
This is not a normal village/town and should be respected as such. 
 
I should also add that Lavenham as a rural village will always have limited 
employment and it is completely reasonable for people to commute to work, as they 
have done for decades. I also feel that teenagers have more to do here than in other 
villages. There is also Bury and Sudbury close by. 
 
Some people feel that Lavenham's population is too old but as a younger person, I 
have no issue with this. It is that population that run the committees and invest in the 
very expensive to run old houses. Lavenham is beautiful in part due to the investment 
of the current population. County councils don't look after these houses, it is their 
owners that do, often at great expense. The deal is however, that Lavenham is a safe 
and very pleasant place to live. If that were to change, that investment may leave too. 
It is because it is nice that is priced accordingly. 
 
I feel that Lavenham already had a large number of social houses. My fear with public 
housing is that with such national demand, Lavenham could be a dumping ground 
and although may be used for local needs initially, will later be exploited. As explained 
above, Lavenham is a sensitive area. 
 
Younger people may need to move out of the village or find work elsewhere, 
however, broadening one's horizons is no bad thing. This is the norm for many towns 
and cities, especially London, where prices are elevated. I myself couldn't afford to 
live where I was brought up but I built a career gradually and got to experience 
different parts of the country before settling back. 
 
Summing up, I believe we should fight to keep Lavenham special and keep 
development to larger towns and cities. if building is absolutely necessary, then it 
should be to the highest standard and fit in with the surroundings. Bungalows are 
favoured by older residents. 

124 There should be no new housing until the existing badly maintained infrastructure is 
capable of being fir for purpose, improved and developed 

125 Lavenham is a beautiful village, let's not spoil it's character with over development 
and turn it into a 'town' environment. 
It would be sad to lose the lovely surrounding countryside, views, walks etc. 
I was born here and have returned to live here for the more relaxing and friendly 
atmosphere. It is so much better for mental health and quality of life. 
I could not afford to buy here when I was younger and would support more 
affordable housing for young people, especially those with family connections to the 
village, just not large developments. 
This would have a negative effect on traffic, noise and air pollution, wildlife and the 
benefits of village life as mentioned above. 
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126 Thank you for the opportunity to attach comments to the LNP3 Questionnaire. 
 
1. The questionnaire shows no understanding of the historical importance of 
Lavenham. The only reference to its past appears in Question 7: "too much emphasis 
is placed on Lavenham's historic setting." This framing is fundamentally misguided as 
it seeks a 'YES' response. The Guildhall was built in the time of Henry VIII, Anne Boleyn 
and Elizabeth I, and the Market Place is one of the best-preserved medieval examples 
in England. Yet the questionnaire treats this heritage as if it were irrelevant. It frames 
Lavenham's historic character as a problem rather than an asset, which is the 
opposite of how many residents and visitors understand the village's identity. A 
community that takes no pride in its past risks losing the very soul that defines its 
identity and guides its future. 
 
2. Q3 - The four infill options, includes 1-9 infill adjacent to existing housing within 
the village. The option of zero infill should have been included. 
 
3. Omissions consequent to a significant increase in new building 
 
a. If hundreds more houses were built close to the village, the centre would be 
overwhelmed by traffic unless a radical approach to traffic management and parking 
was included in the planning stages. Ideally, when autonomous vehicles become the 
norm, parking could be removed from the town centre and surrounding roads 
altogether, with vehicles circulating to designated peripheral hubs rather than 
occupying scarce historic street space. 
 
b. The existing school premises would be unable to accept a significant increase in 
pupils. It should be closed and a new school built in one of the new developments. 
 
4. On a more philosophical note, the village community could be divided into those 
who have lived here for years, and those who have moved here in their retirement to 
enjoy the peace and tranquillity of this marvellous village. An influx of people who 
have never lived here could destroy the equilibrium which we all currently enjoy. 
 
5. I am not opposed to the Community Land Trust off Melford Road. 

127 To Whom it may concern: 
 
I am writing this letter with a few points to accompany my questionnaire as I feel that 
the questions asked are designed to point the public into going the way the Labour 
government want us to go. 
 
1. How can these questions be asked when there are no areas, apart from farmland 
around our village to destroy. 
2. Building the numbers of houses around our village with ruin beautiful unspoilt rural 
land, destroy ancient fields and with certainly take the character away from our 
village. 
3. This planning idea from the government will ruin countless villages up and down 
our country. 
4. Regarding the number of homes proposed recently, our village does not have the 
infrastructure to cope, the High St barely manages now. 
5. If Acton is anything to go by, as it is now linked with Sudbury, the hundreds of 
homes proposed to go ahead around Lavenham will in a couple of years will be 
linked with Acton. Sudbury can't cope with the traffic now. 
 
I am opposed to the mass building projects going ahead under this government as 
we all know that the houses wont be for our young families and 1st time buyers, they 
will be built for the mass immigration levels that our government is allowing to 
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happen which they are trying to disperse from the cities. 
 
Lavenham Residents 

128 While appreciating the effort and hard work which has gone into devising this 
questionnaire and recognising the fact that Lavenham must play its part in meeting 
our externally imposed target, I do not consider that sufficient weight is being given 
to the special - indeed, unique nature of Lavenham, in terms of both its history and its 
rural setting.  
The second item at question 7 is certified in terms which suggest a complacent, if not 
dismissive, attitude to its preservation. The pre-dominant demographic which 
currently prevails serves the village's conservation very well, with the historic 
properties being bought in the main, by an older, more affluent generation with 
sufficient resources to meet the higher maintenance costs which such buildings 
require. 
The current balance between generations seems broadly right. There is therefore no 
focussing need for more social housing or additional facilities for young children; 
current provision of both is perfectly adequate. There is a risk that creating further 
capacity would simple fuel settlement from such further a field and, so in doing, thus 
alter the character of the village. 
I stress again preservation of Lavenham in its historic and rural setting should be 
paramount in any decisions affecting its future. 

 

 
answered 128 

skipped 492 
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AI Summary of comments 

 
1. Strong concern about overdevelopment 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “Lavenham is a small historic village and should not be significantly 
expanded; development should be minimal, carefully controlled, and 
preferably limited to brownfield or infill sites.”  

Evidence: 
• Repeated objections to large housing estates, especially on greenfield land  
• Calls to “leave Lavenham alone” or avoid turning it into a town  

 
2. Protect the historic character and setting 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “The village’s medieval character and heritage are its greatest assets and 
must be protected; new development should be in keeping with existing 
style.”  

Evidence: 
• Emphasis on Lavenham as a “unique medieval village”  
• Concern that modern building styles or expansion will erode character  

 
3. Infrastructure cannot support more housing 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “Existing infrastructure (roads, schools, healthcare, drainage) is already 
under pressure and cannot support further development without major 
improvements.”  

Evidence: 
• Concerns about school capacity, flooding, roads, and services  
• Statements that infrastructure “cannot support more” housing  

 
4. Traffic, parking, and congestion are major issues 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “Traffic congestion, poor parking, and heavy vehicles are already serious 
problems and would worsen with additional housing.”  

Evidence: 
• Complaints about High Street congestion and pavement parking  
• Calls for better parking management and traffic control  

 
5. Desire for affordable housing for local/younger people 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “Some new housing is needed, particularly affordable homes for young 
people and local families, but not large-scale developments.”  

Evidence: 
• Concern village will become “retirement-only” without affordable housing  
• Requests for smaller, 2–3 bed homes  

 
 
 



56 

6. Split opinion: need for housing vs opposition 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “While many oppose new housing, some residents accept or support 
limited development, especially if it meets local needs and includes 
infrastructure.”  

Evidence: 
• Some comments explicitly say “we do need housing”  
• Others strongly oppose any expansion  

 
7. Need for better facilities (especially leisure & wellbeing) 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “The village lacks leisure, fitness, and wellbeing facilities (e.g., gym, 
swimming pool, wellness centre), especially for working-age residents.”  

Evidence: 
• Repeated calls for gym, pool, or leisure centre  
• Complaints about having to travel to Sudbury  

 
8. Lack of focus on working-age population 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “The survey and planning focus too much on retirees and children, 
neglecting the needs of working-age residents.”  

Evidence: 
• Explicit frustration from people in their 30s–50s  
• Comments that this group “keeps the village running”  

 
9. Need for jobs and local businesses 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “There are insufficient employment opportunities; more support for local 
businesses and job creation is needed.”  

Evidence: 
• Statements that lack of jobs drives people away  
• Suggestions for business growth or small industrial space  

 
10. Environmental and countryside protection 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “Open countryside, wildlife, and green spaces are vital and should not be 
lost to development.”  

Evidence: 
• Strong objections to building on fields and green spaces  
• Emphasis on walks, wildlife, and views  

 
11. Tourism is important but adds pressure 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “Tourism is vital to the local economy but increases traffic and pressure on 
infrastructure.”  

Evidence: 
• Tourism described as “lifeblood”  
• Concerns about congestion during busy periods  
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12. Dissatisfaction with parish council / governance 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “There is a lack of trust in the parish council, with concerns about 
transparency, decision-making, and responsiveness.”  

Evidence: 
• Direct criticism of council actions and decisions  
• Calls for better engagement and leadership  

 
13. Survey design criticised 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “The survey is too simplistic, outdated, or poorly structured, and does not 
allow residents to express nuanced views.”  

Evidence: 
• Complaints about “tick-box” format  
• Concerns it ignores key issues like heritage, business, and wellbeing  

 
14. Desire for better maintenance and basic services 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “Roads, pavements, signage, lighting, and cleanliness need improvement.”  
Evidence: 

• Complaints about potholes, signage, and maintenance  

 
15. Community, cohesion, and volunteering 
Typical summarised comment: 

• “There is a need to strengthen community life, volunteering, and 
communication within the village.”  

Evidence: 
• Calls for better coordination and central information hub  
• Concern about declining community cohesion  

 



 
 

 
Feed-back from the Household Survey – June 2026 

Introduction 

As part of gathering evidence to draw up a Revised Neighbourhood Plan a questionnaire was 
distributed to all households.  These were distributed by hand by on 23rd March 2026, to be 
completed by 13th April and were supported by two drop-in events on Sunday 29th March and 
Wednesday 1st April.   All 1,147 properties in the village received a paper copy and were given the 
option of completing the questionnaire on line. In total 620 questionnaires were completed. Some 
households may have completed more than one. In addition, we have 90 properties in the village 
that are either second-homes or rental properties. Thus, we cannot come to an exact return rate, 
but can safely assume to have achieve a completion rate in excess of 50%. 

The report on the results may be viewed on the Lavenham Parish Council website xx 

Below is a synopsis of the comments made by Lavenham residents.  These have been organised into 
clusters.  As we explain below some areas of concern are outside the remit of any Neighbourhood 
Plan.  This is largely due to the constraint of needing to comply with central and local government 
policies and plans. 

 
1. Strong concern about overdevelopment 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “Lavenham is a small historic village and should not be significantly expanded; development 
should be minimal, carefully controlled, and preferably limited to brownfield or infill sites.” 

Evidence: 
 Repeated objections to large housing estates, especially on greenfield land. 
 Calls to “leave Lavenham alone” or avoid turning it into a town. 

 
2. Protect the historic character and setting 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “The village’s medieval character and heritage are its greatest assets and must be protected; 
new development should be in keeping with existing style.” 

Evidence: 
 Emphasis on Lavenham as a “unique medieval village”. 
 Concern that modern building styles or expansion will erode character. 

 
3. Infrastructure cannot support more housing 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “Existing infrastructure (roads, schools, healthcare, drainage) is already under pressure and 
cannot support further development without major improvements.” 

Evidence: 
 Concerns about school capacity, flooding, roads, and services. 
 Statements that infrastructure “cannot support more” housing.  
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4. Traffic, parking, and congestion are major issues 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “Traffic congestion, poor parking, and heavy vehicles are already serious problems and 
would worsen with additional housing.” 

Evidence: 
 Complaints about High Street congestion and pavement parking. 
 Calls for better parking management and traffic control. 

 
5. Desire for affordable housing for local/younger people 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “Some new housing is needed, particularly affordable homes for young people and local 
families, but not large-scale developments.” 

Evidence: 
 Concern village will become “retirement-only” without affordable housing. 
 Requests for smaller, 2–3 bed homes. 

 
6. Split opinion: need for housing vs opposition 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “While many oppose new housing, some residents accept or support limited development, 
especially if it meets local needs and includes infrastructure.” 

Evidence: 
 Some comments explicitly say “we do need housing”.  
 Others strongly oppose any expansion . 

 
7. Need for better facilities (especially leisure & wellbeing) 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “The village lacks leisure, fitness, and wellbeing facilities (e.g., gym, swimming pool, wellness 
centre), especially for working-age residents.” 

Evidence: 
 Repeated calls for gym, pool, or leisure centre. 
 Complaints about having to travel to Sudbury. 

 
8. Lack of focus on working-age population 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “The survey and planning focus too much on retirees and children, neglecting the needs of 
working-age residents.” 

Evidence: 
 Explicit frustration from people in their 30s–50s . 
 Comments that this group “keeps the village running.”  

 
9. Need for jobs and local businesses 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “There are insufficient employment opportunities; more support for local businesses and job 
creation is needed.” 

Evidence: 
 Statements that lack of jobs drives people away.  
 Suggestions for business growth or small industrial space.  
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10. Environmental and countryside protection 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “Open countryside, wildlife, and green spaces are vital and should not be lost to 
development.” 

Evidence: 
 Strong objections to building on fields and green spaces. 
 Emphasis on walks, wildlife, and views.  

 
11. Tourism is important but adds pressure 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “Tourism is vital to the local economy but increases traffic and pressure on infrastructure.” 
Evidence: 

 Tourism described as “lifeblood”.  
 Concerns about congestion during busy periods.  

 
12. Dissatisfaction with Parish Council / governance 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “There is a lack of trust in the Parish Council, with concerns about transparency, decision-
making, and responsiveness.” 

Evidence: 
 Direct criticism of Parish Council actions and decisions. 
 Calls for better engagement and leadership.  

 
13. Survey design criticised 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “The survey is too simplistic, outdated, or poorly structured, and does not allow residents to 
express nuanced views.” 

Evidence: 
 Complaints about “tick-box” format.  
 Concerns it ignores key issues like heritage, business, and wellbeing.  

 
14. Desire for better maintenance and basic services 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “Roads, pavements, signage, lighting, and cleanliness need improvement.” 
Evidence: 

 Complaints about potholes, signage, and maintenance. 
 

15. Community, cohesion, and volunteering 
Typical summarised comment: 

 “There is a need to strengthen community life, volunteering, and communication within the 
village.” 

Evidence: 
 Calls for better coordination and central information hub. 
 Concern about declining community cohesion.  
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In summary 
 
Residents value Lavenham’s historic character and rural setting and are deeply concerned that 
overdevelopment, traffic, and inadequate infrastructure will damage it; while some support limited, 
well-planned housing (especially for younger people), there is strong demand for better facilities, 
local jobs, and more responsive governance. 

 
 
Constraints 
 
The survey document and NewsleƩers sought to set-out the need, scope and parameters of any 
Neighbourhood Plan and the drop-in events gave the opportunity for residents to learn more.    
 
Some Lavenham residents for many of the reasons highlighted above reflect on our heritage, an 
inadequate infrastructure and would much prefer that the target set by Babergh be significantly 
reduced.  Responses emphasise the lack of provision of schooling, traffic management, road 
maintenance, cark parks and on-street parking, street lighƟng cleaning etc services provided by the 
county the district and the parish.  All need to be addressed, but many fall outside the 
Neighbourhood Plan process. 
 
Neighbourhood Plans as defined by central government are concerned with land usage and housing 
and we are constrained by these rules and regulaƟons.  Without a Neighbourhood Plan we would 
have very liƩle influence as to the future development of our village. 
 
Central government policy is to build more houses across the country. District Councils, like Babergh, 
must set housing targets within that scheme.  Babergh has been instructed that it must significantly 
increase its target for building houses over the next twenty years.  In the case of Lavenham our quota 
is provisionally 367 hew homes during the next two decades.  
 
What we can do through the Neighbourhood Plan is to influence the decision-making process. We 
can emphasise the concerns expressed and help determine what kinds of houses are built, for whom 
and where.  
 
Moreover, a housing target and policy that does not take into account local prioriƟes for new homes 
could undermine the uniqueness of our village and its main source of employment, tourism.  
 
Drop-in events to discuss the way forward have therefore been booked for xx in the Guildhall from 
4:30 unƟl 7 pm and in the village hall on between 10:30 and 1 o’clock. 
 
Michael Sherman and Alison Bourne,  
Chair and Vice-Chair Lavenham Neighbourhood Plan Revision Group 
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