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Parishioners, who attended the consultation events in the Pavilion at the end of June, left comments on post-it stickers. Attendees represented approximately 10% of the voting inhabitants of the Parish. Those who attended appeared to find the displays informative and thought provoking, and we received a number of appreciative, complimentary comments. The ‘post-it’ remarks fell under various categories, which were: Transport, Traffic, Housing, Leisure and Tourism, Employment and Business, Village Amenities, and Landscape. The Seend Parish Plan Steering Group worked through your comments, and reported back the findings at the end of September when the consultation period closed. 

Our aim was to discover whether we should go ahead developing a Parish Plan based on those views.

The following is only an impression and a tightly précised account of many comments. (A list of all the comments follows). An attempt has been made to achieve a balance between a qualative and quantative report. 

Employment and Business: the main concern in this category appeared to be the provision of faster broadband.  There were also some creative ideas on the wish-list such as a café rather than the over-supply of pubs, and appreciation for our shop although there was also an idea it should open longer and at weekends, possibly offering employment opportunities for youngsters.

Transport: here there was much appreciation of the Seend Shuttle and the associated volunteers. The 49 was also valued.  But there was also some dissatisfaction with the routes of other buses and comments on the difficulty of getting to medical surgeries in Melksham. And someone suggested the employment opportunity there is in a local taxi service.

Landscape: the overwhelming concern was for the preservation of the Lye Field, and appreciation of its value to the village. Views on solar panels and ‘renewables’ were divided, and those who favoured them nevertheless stressed the need to protect the landscape. There was also a wish to protect the existing trees and plant more. Maintenance of the footpaths and stiles was frequently criticised and many wanted more dog waste bins.

Traffic: this elicited many comments most of which concerned the HGV through the village on the A361 and the inappropriate use of Bolland’s Hill for these vehicles. Many ideas to restrict their use of the village as a route included lowering the speed limit further, introducing speed humps, and making the voluntary freight route compulsory. There was also concern about the parking arrangements for traffic to the school and outside the shop. Some other subsidiary concerns over speed limits in Sells Green and parking issues in Seend Cleeve were expressed. There were a number of creative ideas to address these problems, the feasibility of which will need investigating.

Housing: again this topic was heavily commented on. Attitudes seemed divided because although many felt there was a need for affordable housing, there was little consensus about where this would go. Many were concerned to retain a vibrant village life and the need for young families to be able to afford to live here. There was consensus on the need for more provision for the elderly to free up larger homes. There was also enthusiasm for the idea of converting the Vicarage to an old people’s home or flats for the elderly, although some pointed out it is not available for such development, at least presently. 

Village Amenities: the most comments in this section were to do with the W.I. Hall. There were some who wished to renovate and maintain it, although many thought it should be pulled down as there was no need for a third village hall. There were many ideas about what to do with the space from simply providing more car parking to building some homes, both of which elicited comments against those ideas. A café or gym were other suggestions. The religious buildings were valued, both of which need support to maintain their fabric. The school was highly prized and should be maintained. The Lye Field is thought to be a great asset and used by all, even if only to give a sense of ‘open space’ in the village. The institutions that run these facilities need support and that needs to be demonstrated by involvement of the inhabitants.

Leisure and Tourism: again there was great emphasis on the value of the Lye Field to the village and preservation of its status as a ‘village green’ was suggested. There was concern that the play area needs upgrading for the younger children. Lack of any facilities for older children was also a concern and opinion on a skate park was divided. The older inhabitants were also considered in the suggestion of provision of a defibrillator near the village halls and this was heavily supported. Visitors needed better signing to the shop, and there was a suggestion that pubs might serve meals earlier to cater for children and older folk who like to eat earlier.

Miscellaneous: as already mentioned, there were many appreciative comments posted about the consultation event. There was acceptance that the village is a live entity and that changes will happen as they have over time to accommodate changing needs. Encouragement for more people and younger ones to get involved in managing our excellent amenities and institutions was expressed.
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