
Goodrich and Welsh Bicknor Parish Council 

Neighbourhood Development Plan 

 

 
Parish Clerk, Rocklands Coach House, Goodrich, HR9 6JN. 

Telephone: 01600 890466  Email: Clerk@goodrichandwelshbicknorpc.org 

NDP - Community Launch Event – December ’16 – Attendance and “Post-It” Consolidation. 
 

Demographic detail 
 

Numbers attending and age range 

Age Range Qty Male Female 

Age 12- 20 2 1 1 

Age 20 - 36 1 1 0 

Age 37- 47 8 0 8 

Age 48- 58 24 12 12 

Age 59- 69 31 15 16 

Age Over 70 38 18 18 

Total 104   

 

Location: These figures are indicative but not mathematically accurate. Mostly a couple attending will only have 
registered their location once. The areas shaded grey show where there was low representation. 
 

Church 18 

Cruse 15 

Goodrich Cross  6 

Dean Swift 3 

Coppet Hill  13 

Old Forge  6 

Rocklands/Mainoaks 5 

Road to Pencraig and 
Flanesford 

5 

Road to Marstow 5 

Welsh Bicknor 0 

Symonds Yat East 0 

 

Comments 
 
Note: A lot of the  post it notes had one or more stickers attached indicating support – this is noted by a number in 
brackets at the end of the relevant comment.  
 
It should also be noted that two current planning issues – in the Goodrich Cross and Church Areas have generated 
a significant level of comments in these areas. 
 
The guidelines are those from the 2010 Village Design Statement 
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/media/5789142/goodrich_and_welsh_bicknor_village_design_statement.pdf 
 
 

 

Feedback Form 
 

HAVE WE IDENTIFIED THE ISSUES THAT ARE IMPORTANT TO YOU ?       
 [a] YES  - Total = 68    [b] NO - Total =  2 

 

WHAT DO YOU THINK OF THE DISPLAYS?  
[a] VERY INTERESTING – Total =  60   [b] OK – Total = 9   [c] NOT INTERESTING – Total = 0 

 

WHAT DO YOU THINK OF THE PROPOSED GUIDANCE NOTES?  
 [a] TOO RIGID  - Total = 0      [b] ABOUT RIGHT – Total =  66  [c] NOT FORCEFUL ENOUGH – Total = 6 

 

 

mailto:Clerk@goodrichandwelshbicknorpc.org
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/media/5789142/goodrich_and_welsh_bicknor_village_design_statement.pdf


 2 

 

General Comments… Largely critical of the use of the VDS in the Planning Process 

 

Tell us what you think is important – Have we got it right? 
 

The VDS is seldom referred to in planning applications and its guidance does not appear to be taken account of 
by the Planning Authority. Was it worth the effort? 

Yes ,it does cover what I think is important .However I can’t see that the lanes can be widened and public 
transport is likely to get worse rather than better 

Hereford council should recognise Goodrich as a ‘Gem’;  its success as a tourist location depends on its 
inhabitants and their views. 

Concerns – Lack of village facilities to accommodate more residents, More people, more litter 

While I broadly support the motives and intentions of the NDP, I cannot help thinking that it will get the same stuff 
ignoring that the 2010 plan received.   

I have reservations that reverting to the previous VDS recommendations will be effective in ‘encouraging’ more 
sustainable housing development in Goodrich and Welsh Bicknor.  The VDS has been largely ignored by 
developers and planners, resulting in yet more inappropriate ‘executive’ larger houses.   

Need to stress the importance of parishioner participation in form completion and voting. 

Well set up and very factual. 
Very good exhibition. Thank you 
What we really need is for this plan to last and HCC to really take it into account. It is a lot of time, money and 
effort by a good team.   Well done. 

There has obviously been a tremendous effort made to put this display on – thank you so much for all your work. 
It is such a sadness that there has been no obvious input from representatives from the church – a valued and 
much loved building and community resource – it needs a voice 

Good Luck and I hope the effort is worth it and it becomes a useful tool for the village 

Well done for all your hard work on behalf of our community 

Thank you NDP team. We will be pleased to offer our support to ensure appropriate development. 

Well done all of you for putting in so much effort ! 

Despite the scope of the NDP the main emphasis seems to be on housing. I’d like to see more recognition given 
to elements such as the development of transport, energy usage and the natural environment. Judging from the 
visitor comments so far most people don’t seem to want any development ! (also filed under housing) 

 
 
Housing 
 

What happened to Goodrich Court site? Would it suit development?(1) 

The church is also part of local heritage 

Weston-under-Penyard parishioners wanted maximum 5 home developments, it made no difference as two large 
housing developments were approved. 

Affordable housing to give younger people a chance 

Not much housing for starter homes or downsizers, 2 bed properties required 

Old School should be developed as starter homes (4 others agreed) 

Small bungalows for long term elderly residents to downsize are much needed, Disappointing as so many have 
to leave the village (2 others agreed) 

Goodrich should grow at a sensible pace and allow new villagers to integrate fully into the community (1 other 
agreed) 

Old School ideal location for retirement apartments (2nd storey lift?) as close to bus stop, shops and able to watch 
the world go by. (5 others agreed) 

We need more bungalows or single storey dwellings. A large number of residents are having to downsize to 
Ross or elsewhere as there are no suitable dwellings in the village (1 other agreed) 

Why can’t Courtfield develop some of their derelict properties as affordable housing? (Why have these properties 
become derelict in the first place?) (4 others agreed) 

Why can’t Courtfield purchase the Old School site and develop it for affordable housing? (4 others agreed) 

We need more homes of a smaller size, in small developments where there is easy access to the village 
amenities. They need to be in-keeping with present developments and not detract from the AONB. (2 others 
agreed) 

A percentage of smaller / affordable homes is to be welcomed but not at the expense of creating an inward 
looking community. 

We need more first time / affordable houses for the young and more flats / bungalows preferably by Housing 
Associations for the elderly. 4 bed executive houses only lead to death of a viable village community. 

I would prefer to see small developments (approx. 4) This would be easier for the village to cope with over a 
period of time 
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New builds should number no more than 4 properties at any one time to facilitate proper integration of new 
families. (1 other agreed). 

More houses required for the young families in the area wishing to stay/move in. 

Bivia Meadow seems to be the obvious choice for development and I am surprise more people have not made 
this point more strongly.   

As a new ‘inhabitant’ of Goodrich – very informative displays to understand the make up of various village areas 
– a lot of thought seems to have gone into achieving solutions to includes different village needs.  

I’d rather see planning agreed within the village where there is space rather than expanding the village.  With 
increase housing an increase volume of vehicles needs to be dealt with inc parking.   

Concerns – Shop Lane should be avoided for link between Bivia Meadow and shop.  
                    Please!!   
                  -  Bivia Meadow is probably the best area though for building, though an all 
                    weather path should link the Church and Moors Meadow (school/shop) 

 

There is a real need for smaller houses in Goodrich for first time buyers and downsizers.  Small developments of 
‘village’ style houses should be encouraged and maybe preferred sites identified.  

We must be pragmatic towards some sympathetic well designed development within the NDP area. 

This lovely village must not be allowed to go to ruin just to accommodate more housing.  

Principal concern.  Housing density is increasing.  Infill is a response to individual planning applications rather 
than VDS. 

Affordable housing i.e. the Old school, Bivia to encourage young families. 

More houses required for the young families in the area wishing to stay/move in. 

Goodrich needs development! Older people are leaving as are younger people. We have a fabulous school 
which currently has more pupils from outside the area than in. The Church needs support as do other 
clubs/societies/organisations in the Village.  There is a tremendous potential for Goodrich to grow – let’s 
embrace it. 
Clearly, a lot of work has already been carried out and a good communication has been established with 
parishioners. I would support modest mixed development within the Parish using small parcels of land of no 
more than three maximum dwellings at any one time. 

No to a Greek style housing crisis fuelled by Philip Hammond’s debt increases. Housing need has not been 
established in Goodrich village where the former Goodrich school has remained derelict for over 10 years (a 
building plan consisting of 4 new units). 
Cheap social housing or the over-supply of housing will adversely affect the property value of existing homes. 
People who are paying a mortgage or who have paid a mortgage off will see their asset/property reduced in 
value, wiping out that previously earned and invested income. 
The current drive for building new houses is not built on a genuine need for housing but a desire to ‘kick start’ the 
UK economy through increasing personal/household debt – which I disagree with this need. 

Despite the scope of the NDP the main emphasis seems to be on housing. I’d like to see more recognition given 
to elements such as the development of transport, energy usage and the natural environment. Judging from the 
visitor comments so far most people don’t seem to want any development ! 

I think the new is to be grouped like the photos. A wider perspective from different viewpoints would be of been 
good. 
Presentation is good for the time they had though. Probably too much of a rush to get it done but did well. 
Some properties look 1m-10m away from each other but in reality there is 200m+ between them from the areas 
I know so may be the same foe areas I am not familiar with. 

We live in an ANOB so I do not agree with any large developments otherwise we might as well live in a town. No 
to Bivia Meadows development. The footpath along the A40 from Old Forge to Goodrich Cross should have a 
barrier between traffic and footpath. Have had a near accident with small children there ! 
Big ugly developments will discourage tourism. Not enough jobs for huge numbers of houses. 

Location of new affordable housing will obviously be a major focus. There is probably an element of cynicism that 
Herefordshire County Council will do as they please, regardless of the wishes of residents – no doubt accuses of 
NIMBYism 
However effective integration of new housing with the existing village layout is bound to attract controversy – 
Hopefully the NDP will identify possible sites with minimal controversy 

All the guidance seem consistent across all the settlements. There remains a lack of small 2 bedroomed 
bungalows for long established villager to downsize – it is disappointing to see them move away as nothing 
suitable exists. 
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COMMENTS ON VDS GUIDELINES (Guidance Notes in Italics) 

 
Nature of the Village  
 
Any development should maintain the character of the parish by maintaining open fields between settlements, 
establishing good pedestrian links between them and avoiding strip development along the roads. 
 

Do you agree with Guidelines?    For = 38      Against = 8 
 

I don’t see the problem with joining the areas up a bit more e.g. between Cruse and Church or Cruse and Coppet 
Hill, Houses here would mean that people would have good safe access to the village centre and amenities. (1) 

Nice idea but will get to a point looking forwards 20-50 yeas when this isn’t practical without tower blocks. 
Population and car traffic will never get less , one way systems and wider roads need to be considered  

It may not be practical in the future to have all these separate areas. Maybe land at the top of Shop Lane will 
need to be developed or small edge (?) and road development  

It would be an advantage if all five areas of the Parish were given Settlement Boundaries. This would enable 
equal status  

 
 

Goodrich Cruse  

 
The entrance to the castle is in the Cruse area, so future developments will have a significant impact on the visitors’ 
perception of this part of the Wye Valley AONB. 
 
Developments need to be sympathetically designed and sited with regard to existing buildings, in view of the wide 
variance of styles and building materials. 
 
Wherever possible hedges should be retained and new roadside walls should be in stone, not brick. 
 
Great care should be taken to avoid building on the skyline, with particular regard being paid to the views of the 
Castle from the east. 
 
The Lime Tree avenue is a significant landscape feature. Any future building to the north would be very prominent 
owing to the elevation of the land and would inevitably detract from the landscape value. 
 
 Do you agree with Guidelines?    For = 44      Against = 2 
 

I agree, all photos are out of perspective and not one of them indicates the presence of a motorway in them or 
going through the middle of the settlements 

Classic example of VDS being ignored, 2 new large houses on inadequate sites and skyline (5) 

I am keen that development in the village should be in keeping with local style/materials/scale. Views should be 
protected and farmland maintained so as to preserve the natural beauty of the village 

 
 

Goodrich Cross 

 
There is scope for traditional or contemporary building styles and there are no firm guidelines on building materials. 
 
Further large groups of properties of a single design are not suitable for this rural location, though small high density 
groups such as single person’s accommodation, starter homes or old people’s homes, may be appropriate. 
 
The proximity of the A40 means that any new development may need screening and the area may need screening 
and the area could be improved by tree planting. 
An all-weather path is needed to link to the local school and shop. Dean Swift Close would also benefit from an 
organised children’s play area 

 
 Do you agree with Guidelines    For = 36      Against = 1 
 

Pictures don’t show the A40 and Dean Swift Close houses. This must surely be an area which gives the first view 
of the village at this end. The visual impact should be considered from here and what size development is 
acceptable   

Dean Swift Close would really like a play area. 
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Potential round Dean Swift Close especially to i 
nclude some OAP homes 

Bivia Meadow is by its terrain most unsuitable for building houses. There are lots of areas that will need attention 
i.e. noise, road access before they are even built. Far better to build where problems do not exist. 

The triangular field behind the Cross Keys and on the other side of the road from Dean Swift Close would be 
ideal for starter homes with access to the A40 and bus services 

Houses or OAP/starter  homes would be better placed by Dean Swift not on Bivia Meadow which is very visual. 

This is not a very accurate perspective (the photo Ed) There are 2 different settlements that are of different types 
and age. Also the view from the A40 is not considered in respect of the contours and levels of land on each side 
of it.  

I disagreed with the Bivia Meadow proposal for 31 units. I am happier with the revised proposal for 19 but I am 
still concerned about the traffic through the village as a result. However I would definitely not wish to see smaller 
areas within the village developed with 5 or so homes. If Bivia Meadow development safeguarded other areas of 
the village I would be more supportive of it 

I disagree with Bivia Meadow being developed. Roads cannot cope. ANOB. 

Bivia Meadows development might well be the least worst option if we have to provide at least a further 24 
houses – although access is still a major issue. 

Bivia Meadow is not an ideal place to develop being within the ANOB and leading onto an already overused lane. 
I do not believe that a high-density development is desirable. 

Land opposite the campsite by Dean Swift Close might be a possible site for a small development. 

If we have to accept ca 30 houses, the area by the Cross Keys might be the best to avoid impacting the core of 
the village. 

Misleading photograph does not show the rural feeling of the area. 

Goodrich Cross has 3 listed buildings (2 Ed ) and the Historic Cross Keys pub. Future building should avoid 
having a negative impact on the landscape and views enjoyed by the existing houses, here as well as the other 
village areas. 

 
 

Goodrich Church 

 
In light of the generally traditional nature of the properties in the Church area, any additional building should be in a 
sympathetic style and with materials similar to the existing housing stock. 
 
Stone or rendered finishes will complement the existing buildings. Red brick and red roofs should be avoided. 
 
Future building would need to avoid having a negative impact on the landscape and the views enjoyed by the 
existing houses. 
 
The environs of the 5 listed houses and the Church should be respected. 

 
 Do you agree with Guidelines?    For = 41      Against = 7 
 

Church Area should be respected (1)  

Historic open spaces should be retained wherever possible to maintain the village atmosphere and amenities (2) 

Any development in the Church area must preserve the unique heritage of the area, enhance access and parking 
at the church and minimise the impact on this open green space 

I agree a few houses round the boundary built in suitable materials (Red tiles green with moss over time). Some 
green space maintained on higher side , maybe turning and parking for the church (comments abbreviated Ed) 

Development in the Church area will have a considerable impact on residents – construction traffic and noise, 
additional traffic on already poor quality road surfaces. 

Any development in this area needs to take into account the views from Coppet Hill etc. If we want 
visitors/tourists to gasp at our views we need to respect and preserve.(2) 

Such a busy road already – a rat run from the Forest. Church surrounds would be spoilt(2) 

How did the red roof on the barn happen? (For info – the red pantiles  replaced similar historic original ones  Ed) 

I do not recognise this as a busy or fast road, even though I live on it. A car every 5 minutes in the day, with a 
modest increase in the morning and evening ‘rush hours’ and speed controlled by the chicane at Granton House 
ensures speeds are always below 20 mph. I do share concerns over maintaining a green space around the 
church and the views. 

The Church Field is appreciated by all residents and those who look at it from Coppet Hill. Car parking for the 
Church and more room for burial would be better than more housing here. Once it is gone it is gone for ever. In 
addition, the inevitable increase in traffic and noise in the area which is already used as a rat run would be 
detrimental to us children and pets 

Four houses on the boundary area while retaining the green area would /could be appropriate 

Houses built with traditional materials should be preferred and not packed tight in traditional gardens 
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Consideration should be made regarding access road  to the church and the very dangerous and busy road 
running beside  - Church Pitch (3) 

 
 

Old Forge 
 
There is no one distinctive building style to follow. 
 
The settlement is small but there could be scope for moderate enlargement, although there is no easy access to 
services on foot. 
 
Contemporary design would be appropriate in any development, but a large group of new buildings in a single style 
would be detrimental to the landscape.  
 
 Do you agree with Guidelines?    For = 39      Against = 0 
 

Main road access is potentially dangerous due to excessive traffic speeds. Visibility on right turn towards A40 
very poor 

This is an area of ANOB supposedly and therefore any new builds need to be complimentary to old stone 
buildings 

Many walkers and cycles find themselves on the main road, causing chaos 

Flooding in this area? 

A single style of housing would not fit into the parish (any of the five areas). If a development of more than2 
dwellings was to be constructed. 

 
 

Coppet Hill 

 
There is no one distinctive building style to follow and appropriate modern design would be acceptable. Materials 
should match the stone and render and timber of the existing houses. 
 
Any new development should respect the low-density scatter of existing houses and should be respectful of the 
landscape, which is a key feature within the Wye Valley Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. 
 
No development is legally allowed on the common itself, so any new building would have to be developed in the 
grounds of existing properties. 
 
Should any such new building require access over the common, permission and terms for vehicular access would 
need to be agreed by the shareholders of the Coppett Hill Common Trust Ltd. 

 
 Do you agree with Guidelines?    For = 42      Against = 1 
 

Is farmland below Coppet Hill Included in this? .I would oppose development on land below Coppett Hill (3) 

Building in gardens should be avoided. Would spoil the character of the Hill  (1) …… depends on the size of the 
plot (linked comment) 

 
 

Symonds Yat East 
 
In the past different styles have co-existed satisfactorily in Symonds Yat East and across the river in Symonds Yat 
West (in Whitchurch Parish), so it would be wrong to be prescriptive about building materials or styles. 
 
Any new development would need to be in keeping with the scale of the current buildings. Both traditional and good 
contemporary styles would be equally acceptable. 
 
Future developments should enhance the visitors’ experience at Symonds Yat East and provide further recreational 
activities. 
 
The ability to provide additional parking at peak times would be advantageous to both local businesses and visitors. 
  
Do you agree with Guidelines?   For = 32      Against = 0 
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Access to this area is dire at peak times. Care for the environment is being compromised with so much river 
traffic/canoe hire. It must be disruptive to wild life 

Although it may be wrong to be prescriptive about building styles, there should not be an ‘anything goes’ policy. 
Any further building should recognise the historic nature of Symonds Yat East. 

 
 

Welsh Bicknor and Outlying Areas 

 
Current and future Herefordshire planning guidelines (see note below) would not be expected to allow building in 
these areas unless linked to essential agricultural or forestry workers’ employment. 
 
New agricultural dwellings should be located close to existing houses to form small groups of buildings, and be built 
in materials compatible with the existing houses. 
 
The farms and landscape around the village dominate its character. Hedgerows should be retained within the 
farmland and the (visual) impact of new agricultural buildings should be minimised. New buildings on the skyline 
should be avoided. 
 
NOTE. The new Herefordshire Plan has relaxed the rules on where buildings may be sited but still looks to any new 
developments to be adjacent to existing settlements. This is a rule that is likely to be most strictly enforced in the 
Wye Valley AONB area, where we live. 

 
 Do you agree with Guidelines    For = 25      Against = 5 
 

Derelict buildings should be allowed to be restored for living accommodation, (Not holiday homes) 

The road to Welsh Bicknor and the Youth Hostel is poor, if it is improved, will it mean more traffic? 

Derelict buildings/sites should be considered for re-development (2) 

All derelict buildings should be brought back into use, prior to any major development being approved.(1)  

Derelict properties in this area should be considered. It is an existing settlement (1) 

 
 

Future Commercial Development 

 
Small-scale commercial developments would be acceptable, but only if they directly access the main roads and do 
not introduce traffic onto the minor roads. 

 
 Do you agree with Guidelines    For = 42      Against = 2 
 

We seriously need to think about restricting holiday lets  

Better internet would encourage small businesses (1) 

Allowing owners of shop/post office to downsize so dramatically and convert to a house has not helped. A 
beautiful old frontage has been ruined …………linked comment   The beautiful old shop front was made of 
concrete blocks and laminated glass rebuilt from new about 1991 

You will get no new business until broadband and mobile coverage catch up (1)  

Agree largely with Design Statement but also that any building of a commercial development should not 
encroach on existing open spaces and farmland and utilised existing buildings. 

No residential home 

More small scale businesses employing and training local youth (M and F) in the area so we are attractive to 
young people not just baristas and waiters.(2)  

Landowners benefitting form a windfall from land sale should be encouraged to donate to a village project 

Small scale industry, commercial should be welcomed.(1) 

Should be on land close to the dual carriageway near Pencraig or Old Forge are, away from the houses (1) 

 
 

Tourism 

 
No Guidelines. The question was:  ‘Tell us what you think is important, what’s working well and where the problems 
are?’ 
 

Why isn’t the Church included in the list – an ancient building full of history 

Too much development of tourism could make this area to commercial and detract from its natural rural beauty. 
However, the present level is ideal. 

Access to Symonds Yat is dire. Could we have a cycle path to there. Too many canoes 
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We are fortunate to live in a beautiful area and should protect the AONB from Inappropriate developments.(6) 

If we don’t carefully consider any developments and spoil our landscape, visitors will stop coming (1) 

Parking issues generally. New development must take into account the narrow roads and the effect on surfaces 
more significant traffic will have, (2)  

A lot of tourists going to Symonds Yat East use ‘Springfield Road (? Ed). Need to restrict the number of cars to 
SYE at any one time  in the summer. 

Tricky balance between maintaining the views of residents re conservation and amenity use and attracting visitor 
and tourists to the area. We could do a lot more to attract the latter, Improved parking, information boards and 
more visitor accommodation. 

Castle parking, more signs indicating parking and open longer to encourage walkers to park there 

The rapids at Symonds Yat have been enhanced for Canoeists by ?? the river i.e. creating fast flows. However, 
this causes flooding upstream and allows settlement of soil which widens the river upstream 

 
 

Community Leisure and Sport 

 
No Guideline – A Request for Thoughts, Suggestions, Topics. 
 

The Community is changing. Agree that more whole village events would be good to help continue what 
Goodrich has always been good at _ Community  

To keep/preserve open spaces perhaps more community events should take place on them e.g. village BBQ, 
sports day or whatever (5) 

Footpaths need to be maintained and gates need to be easily opened and shut. It would be great if they were all 
dog friendly too. Footpaths need to be clear so we don’t wander off piste. 

The NDP should aim to protect at least some of the previously protected areas to avoid the potential for 
applications to develop them – must keep green spaces and maintain a rural feel(7) 

Visitors may not know that there is a public right of way pat the Castle Visitor Centre up to the drawbridge. They 
do not have to pay to walk up  to have a closer look at the Castle. Not the impression given by English Heritage 
(3) 

Open amenity space should be kept, not built on. More effort or a group set up to promote the village to the world 
and aid the tourism industry – the only source of sustainable income for the village; other communities should be 
looked at to see what they’ve done, Horse trekking (abbreviated) 

We need a plan for the registration of Assets of Community Value as recently enshrined in law.(Prevents sale 
or change of use without community involvement) e.g. Pubs, Greenspace, Village Hall, School, Shop and 
Church. (Probably needs to be through the Parish Council in parallel with NDP Ed) 

Woodland ; some trees need to be managed - coppiced 

If there were a group interested, could the outfield of the Cricket Field be used for winter sports e.g. youth football 

Note – under Dean Swift Close – Play area for that part of the village. 

A big problem for me is that there is little interest or of concern for younger age groups. The whole demographic 
is without prospect for families and your families. There is also little prospect for creating a healthier economic 
profile. The area is a retirement village and it staff have to drive into the area. 

 
 

Road, Footpaths, Parking and Rights of Way 

 
 No Guideline – A Request for Thoughts, Suggestions, Topics. 
 

Who maintains the footpath through Thomas Wood? Now impassable (Presumably refers to path on Coppet Hill 
down from the Triangle) 

All footpaths are poorly maintained and a fight to walk down in  summer 

Church Pitch has no speed restriction, traffic moves at too great a speed. Large vehicles including articulated 
vehicles are frequently unable to get past the corner at Granton House and then back up the road to Bryants 
Court Farm, knocking down the walls and fences. 
Added comment Applies to the road down to the  Cross Keys. There should be a 30 mph limit throughout the 
village. 

Parking at Church desperately needed. Provision would encourage more visitors, more weddings and give the 
church a greater chance to thrive (1)  

Extend the 30 mph limits 

Cycle route to Monmouth and alternative route to Monmouth for Friday afternoons (?) (2) 

Totally agree with VDS on this. Especially speed limit on B4229 

Parking on the corner opposite the roads up Coppet Hill and to the Castle causes a hazard to those using the 
main road. The road up Coppet Hill is very busy and needs maintenance and proper parking bays for visitors 
walking on the Hill 

Remind walkers on Coppet Hill to use the Castle car park. 
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We only have one bridleway and that finishes on the dual carriageway. Access to Symonds Yat is awful in the 
summer 

Parking on Coppet Hill, Would nominated spaces work better 

Safe cycle route to Symonds Yat would be welcome (4) 

Farmers should be made to fulfil their obligations towards footpath management. They are frequently overgrown 
and impassable.  

We need better footpath signage at road crossings especially B4229 where cars have no idea a pedestrian could 
be crossing. 

I have concern about traffic through Goodrich especially at school pick-uptimes. TJD Williams lorries travel 
through when cars are parked at busy junctions. I am concerned about the impact of many more vehicles 
through the village 

Need 40mp restriction on B4229 Vehicles often go off road ant Symonds Yat turn-off when travelling too fast. 

20mph limit for school pick up and drop off times from the pub to the B4229 . This works in Bristol 

Symonds Yat east would be a far more pleasant place in summer if the road through the settlement was not 
choked with cars either stuck or reversing to let others park. Could not there be a car park on land before the 
Saracens Head, It would improve the experience and the air quality.  

An all-weather path between Cross Keys and the Primary School should be made a priority – to remove the need 
for parents and children to walk on the busy road,…. added note remove the stiles (4)  

Parking for Coppet Hill. Would Courtfield consider a parking area on their land immediately beyond the cattle grid 
to relieve parking pressure on the road for Coppet Hill walkers  

Why is Shop Lane ignored. It is used as a short cut for main traffic flow. It should be one way and properly 
maintained with adequate drainage. 

Free parking for residents at Symonds Yat |east would be much appreciated, It is very expensive and all privately 
owned 

Why not a cycle track using old railway line from Kerne Bridge to Ross . Existing route including SUSTRANS 
recommendations are too busy/narrow for safe cycling. (Comment – within Walford’s past parish plans and other 
proposals, landowner agreement has never been able to be agreed  Ed) 

Black Bridge (aka Stowfield Viaduct). Urgent action needed Hereford and Gloucester CCs dragging their feet. 
(10) 

Safer pedestrian walkway to Kerne Bridge. Flanesford (Priory Farm?) created a path through for access to the 
Autumn harvest – could this be permanent  

Future plans need to incorporated the increased use of cars.  Unfortunately they won’t go away so need to be 
designed into the plan.  

Reduce speed in the village not just around the school.  If you want more families there will be more pedestrians 
in the small lanes 

Concerns  – Additional traffic on country lanes 
                 -  More pedestrians and traffic not a good mix 
                  - Speeding vehicles extremely common 
                  - Shop Lane is used as a cut through – a particular worry with speeding vehicles 
                    (dangerous for pedestrians and horse riders)   

Must include to fracking and effect of increased traffic on narrow lanes when considered alongside reducing 
highways budgets 

Traffic is my main issue. 

The B4229 that takes the long route into the FoD width, surface, foot and cycle access. Village needs a minimum 
of signs in order to keep the place just natural 
The site of Goodrich Court is an ????? nature reserve. Road from X Keys into village needs a satisfactory 
provision for foot and cycle use 

Interesting that generally people are behind more housing until it comes to the roads and parking. So people are 
welcome so long as they don’t drive ! 
But this does raise the very important point that our lanes are already used constantly so is it wise to build where 
the routes of access cannot be made safer ? ! 

There needs to be a link between footpaths across the B4229 at the bottom of New Mills Hill. It’s a miracle there 
hasn’t been an accident involving walkers/cyclists because some traffic hit at least 50 at that least. Village Design 
Statement for 2010 needs to be updated and more strongly highlighted. Perhaps more staggered housing 
dispersed throughout and around the villages. 
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Landscape, the River and Open Spaces 

 
Commercial activity along the river should remain restricted to Symonds Yat East and any future development must 
consider its impact on the environment. Elsewhere, no new tourist development e.g. car parks or organised tourist 
facilities, should be allowed in fields adjoining the river  
 
Strict adherence should be paid to planning rules concerning the removal of hedges in both agricultural and 
domestic situations. The growing of standard trees in Hedgerows should be encouraged. 
 
The high value of the gardens, walls and open spaces within the village as a key source of biodiversity should be 
considered in planning decisions  
 
Power lines should be progressively undergrounded where possible and connections to new housing should always 
be by underground cables. 

 
 Do you agree with Guidelines?    For = 30      Against = 1 
 

What open spaces are accessible to the public? 

No fracking in our AONB (3)  

Hedges – there seems to be a rather cavalier approach to hedge removal by Hereford CC planners). More 
attention should be attached to the position of existing hedges 

Coppet Hill woodland. We show this as a Nature reserve but looks neglected – nettles, brambles etc. running 
amok. Trees need to be coppiced to maintain views and prevent damage to steep slopes 

Strongly agree that open spaces in the village should be maintained 

Will the NDP be made available to Utility companies? At present, ,Western Power, Open Reach etc, have carte 
blanche to install or remove poles and pylons – they need to be made formally aware of the NDP and need to 
take account of its recommendations 

Who maintains Thomas Wood? 

 
 

Natural Environment 

 
No Guideline – A Request for Thoughts, Suggestions,  

 

Concerns – Loss of wildlife habitat 

No mention of mineral extraction/fracking within the area. 

 
 

Heritage 

 
No Guideline – A Request for Thoughts, Suggestions,  

 

Relatively new to the village, so not much knowledge of the issues, but proposals seem balanced and reasonable 
for the future of the WHOLE parish.  

What’s happened to the listed phone box? 

Goodrich Village phone box is missing… 

The church is also part of local heritage 

 
 

End of Document 


