
 
 

OUR CONSULTATION PROCESS 2018-2019 
   
The Steering Group for the Reydon Neighbourhood Plan was appointed by the Parish Council in December 
2017.  It consists of four Parish Councillors (one of whom was appointed Chairman) and five volunteers 
from the village community. The Group already had the Reydon Village Plan of 2014 and the Housing 
Needs Survey of 2016 (Attached as Appendices 6 and 7) as a starting point.  Building on this foundation 
they organised two drop in events; consultation with the primary school children; a stall at the primary 
school fete; a pre-questionnaire group consultation; and finally a village wide questionnaire.  Each event 
was publicised on the Reydon village website, on notice boards and in the local press. The date and format 
of each is shown below. 
 
March 2018 
Two drop-in sessions were held at Reydon Village Hall and the Randolph Hotel.  Maps of the consultation 
area and proposed focus areas of the plan were set out and attendees were invited to use ‘post-it’ notes to 
leave their comments. Steering Group members were in attendance as required.  There were 
approximately 100 attendees at each session. The results enabled us to identify the areas for further 
consultation. The comments of attendees and our analysis of their views are set out in Appendix 5. 
 
July 2018 
The Vicar of St. Margaret’s was given a draft questionnaire to discuss with a group of parishioners. 66 
parishioners were present.  The results were used in formulating the final postal questionnaire of the 
whole village. Since, however, the questions remained largely the same, we were able to aggregate these 
results into the data from the postal survey. 
 
July 2018 
Mrs. Ellis, Deputy Head of Reydon Primary School, arranged that each class, Year 1 through to Year 6, 
would give opinions on a range of questions based on the general questionnaire. This activity was led by 
the School Council as part of the school’s citizenship work. There were many interesting responses but we 
can broadly conclude that our younger residents care a good deal, have clear opinions about the village, 
and their views are generally very much in line with those of the adult community. A summary of the views 
of these younger residents, together with the questions and group answers from each class are set out in 
Appendix 4. 
 
July 2018 
A stall was manned at the Reydon Primary School Fete.  The rationale was to provide an opportunity to 
reach young families which was quite successful and important since this group was under-represented in 
the other consultation activities. 32 questionnaires were completed and data entered in the full results 
from the full village survey. 
 
September 2018  



The final version of the Questionnaire was delivered by hand to every household in September and they 
were given until the end of October to return them to collection points in the village.  Response was 
prompted by announcements in the local press, posters, and roadside placards.  494 completed 
Questionnaires were received, including multiple responses from some households. See scope of returns 
by roads which indicates a full village coverage Appendix 3. 
 
The full analysis is set out in Appendices 1 (Data) and 2 (Summary and Analysis of comments). The 
Steering Group consider the policies in the Plan reflect the views of the community as evidenced by this 
consultation.  
 
January to March 2019 
A first draft of the Reydon Neighbourhood Plan was produced and agreed by the Steering Group and Parish 
Council. Consultation then took place with the Planning Policy team at Waveney District Council (the Local 
Planning Authority, LPA) and changes were agreed by the Steering Group. This second draft plan was then 
submitted to Waveney for an Environmental Impact Assessment Screening Opinion, involving consultations 
with relevant statutory agencies. 
 
April 2019 
When this process is complete and any further revisions of the draft plan agreed, we will hold a further 
Pre-Submission Consultation with our residents, including making the draft plan available on the village 
website, by email on request or in printed form from key locations in the village. We will hold two further 
drop-in events. Responses will be collected in written form, by email or completed at the drop-in events. 
These will be collated and considered by the Steering Group and summarised in a further Appendix to this 
report. After any further changes to the draft Plan to reflect this feedback, we will submit the plan to the 
LPA for the required examination by the Planning Inspectorate. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Appendices 
 

Consultation Outcomes 2018-19 
 

1. Full Village Survey Results; Part One: Data 
2. Full Village Survey Results; Part Two: Summary and Analysis of Comments 
3. Coverage Data of Survey (by Road) 
4. Report of Primary School Consultation 
5. Responses and Analysis from Community Engagement Events 

 
Background Documents 
 
6. Reydon Local Housing Survey, December 2016 
7. Reydon House Prices 2013-18 
8. Reydon Village Plan, November 2014 (Available as separate pdf) 
9. Reydon Flood Zones (Available as separate pdf) 

 
 
 



FULL VILLAGE SURVEY SEPTEMBER 2018 RESULTS Part 1: DATA 

 

Thank you for taking the time to help Reydon Parish Council develop a Neighbourhood Plan for Reydon. Once the 

plan is completed and supported by a local referendum, it will become an adopted part of the Planning Rules for 

future developments in our village.  

It is not necessary to tick all sections, you may leave them blank.  

 

Reydon should be a village which: Is attractive and sustainable. 

         Enjoys its surroundings in outstanding countryside. 

         Meets the needs of local people. 

         Contributes to the local economy, including tourism. 

         Is prepared for risks from flooding. erosion, traffic and pollution. 

 
KEY ISSUE 1: HOUSING FOR LOCAL PEOPLE 

 

We want to know what kind of housing is needed for our community and how we can make sure that people 
who live or work here can afford housing. We want to see if the community supports new affordable housing 
and whether we should try to limit the increase of second homes. 
 

1a. What type of housing should there be in any big developments in the village? 

 Agree Maybe Disagree  Agree Maybe Disagree 

For single persons 348 74 44 For Couples 407 45 16 

For Families 464 27 15 For the retired 364 55 49 

For the disabled 357 37 23 

 

1b. What kind of affordable housing should be included? Agree Maybe Disagree 

Social (Council) housing with rents up to 60% of market rates? 319 76 61 

Affordable (Housing Association) rented housing at up to 80% of market rates 299 101 43 

Shared ownership housing which can be part owned and part rented? 309 104 46 

 

1c. Yes No 

Would you support more small developments over the next 20 years like the one on 
Green Lane (where 23 affordable houses for local people are being developed)? 

410 109 

   

 

1d.  Yes No 

Should new housing  be the main or only residence of the occupiers? 498 33 

 

What do you think are the key housing needs of local people? 

 



KEY ISSUE 2: PROTECTING THE COUNTRYSIDE AROUND THE VILLAGE 

Almost all new development in Reydon, whether for housing or other uses, will be in the countryside at the edge 

of the built area of the village. This countryside is already protected by its status as an Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty – but recent experience has shown that this protection can be removed in some cases. 

2a. What are the most precious parts of the countryside around the village?  Agree Disagree 

Reydon Wood 525 10 

Hen Reedbeds 414 5 

ReydonSmere and Potters Bridge Reedbeds 492 12 

Riverside marshes and grazing meadows 473 6 

Other, please state which                                                                                                                                           35 

 

 

2b. Should developments be allowed in the countryside Yes No 

If there is clear evidence that it is required to meet local need and help maintain a sustainable 
community? 

256 226 

On less sensitive parts of the countryside and with strong measures to limit the impact on 
views, wildlife etc 

356 134 

 

2c. Can access to the countryside for local people be improved ? 

Do you have any suggestions? 
 
 
 
 

 

KEY ISSUE 3: PROTECTING COMMUNITY ASSETS AND GREEN SPACES WITHIN THE VILLAGE  

 

3a. Which of  these key green spaces in the Village should be protected ?   

 Yes No  Yes No 

Reydon Recreation Ground and Allotments? 482 20 Reydon Playing Fields? 475 17 

Jubilee Green? 4447 19 Reydon Corner? 503 8 

Play Area  at Churchill Road 423 17 Hen Reedbeds? 494 10 

Reydon Wood? 505 5 Reydon Church Graveyards and Orchard 419 10 

Others? Please state which                                                                                                                                              29 
 
 

 

3b. Should our shops and other key facilities used by the community be protected when sold to 
allow time to find buyers who will maintain the facility for continued community use? 

  

 Yes No  Yes No 

Our general stores:  Boydens and Barbrooks 515 9 Sole Bay Health Centre, and Pharmacy 531 4 

Playing Fields Pavilion 449 20 Reydon Church 439 12 

Others? Please state which                                                                                                                                                  8 
 

 

3d.  yes No 

Should new developments include green spaces? 479 30 

Should new developments include  play spaces? 389 68 

Comment 

 



KEY ISSUE 4: FLOOD RISKS AND EROSION 

 

Key areas of Reydon are at risk from the sea (farmland and property at Easton Bavents and, in the longer term, 

property around Bridge Road) and from storm surge flooding along the Blyth Estuary.  

The Blyth Estuary Partnership is developing a strategy to maintain the estuary and protect the surrounding land 

from flooding. This will involve raising the river walls (mud banks) along the length of the estuary, the cost of 

which will fall onto local landowners and the local authorities. 

 Yes No 

4a. Do you support the policies which offer help with planning permission for the relocation of 
properties under threat at Easton Bavents? 

320 150 

4b. Should The Plan identify and support  new protection measures which may be needed in the 
long term for the Bridge Road area of the village? 

429 34 

4c. Should The Plan support raising of the Blyth Estuary river walls ? 421 45 

4d.Should modest development on farmland be allowed to  support the cost raising the river 
walls? 

247 211 

 

KEY ISSUE 5: SEWAGE, DRAINAGE, ROADS AND PARKING 

All new development in the village must always be supported by appropriate infrastructure. Local residents are 

already concerned that local systems may be operating at – or beyond- their limits. The following statements 

reflect these concerns: 

5a. Sewage  
Agree 

 
Disagree 

Present provision for sewage disposal in the area will not cope with future large scale 
development without considerable investment and upgrading. 

484 8 

Comment 
 
 

5b. Drainage and local Flooding 
 

 
Agree 

 
Disagree 

Any large scale development will increase  the risks of localised drainage and flooding 
problems. 

472   19 

 
 

5c. Safety  
Agree 

 
Disagree 

Safe access onto the main roads should be a priority from new developments.   501   6 

Parking on pavements or grass verges should be prevented wherever possible. 497 19 

Safe cycle paths should be developed wherever possible 423 37 

Comment 
 
 

5d. Parking Agree Disagree 

All new developments should provide generous space for residential and visitor parking, to 
ensure protection to pavements and nature friendly verges. 

520 7 

Comment 
 
 

 

 

 

KEY ISSUE 6: DESIGN PRINCIPLES FOR THE VILLAGE 



To date, Reydon has been developed without much thought to the design or the look and feel of the built 

environment in which we live – so Victorian almshouses and older cottages are surrounded by bungalows and 

houses which could be found in many towns across the nation. In any new development, we have the chance to 

try and create a built environment that reflects some of the unique aspects of Reydon and its setting. 

6a  Agree Disagree 

All new development should aim to enhance the attractiveness of the village  and be in harmony 
with its past in shape and choice of colour and building materials. It should also be in harmony 
with the surrounding countryside 

512 17 

 

6b Agree Disagree 

The edges of all development next to the open countryside should include sympathetic use of tree 
and hedge planting to soften its impact 

528 7 

 

6c Agree Disagree 

All new development should show consideration for the protection of wildlife by including open 
spaces and wildlife corridors. 

527 6 

 

6d Agree Disagree 

In order to maintain the present approach to the village, and make it even more welcoming, all 
existing open spaces and well-established trees should be protected, and verges seeded with wild 
flowers 

502 17 

 
Finally – have your say! 
Are there other issues not included, which should appear in the Reydon Neighbourhood Plan?   
Please say briefly what and why: 

 

It will help us to know a little bit about you so we can see how far we have reached all areas of the village and 

ages of our community. The proven support from village inheritance is necessary to have the Neighbourhood Plan 

approved.  We assure you all completed Questionnaires will be destroyed once they are no longer required. 

 

Name………………………………………………………………………….(Please leave this out if you wish) 

 

Street in the village where you live…………………………………………………………………………………………. 

 

Ages  completing this form    Under 12…2.12-17…6…18-34…28.35-59…149 60+…406…… 

 

 
  



APPENDIX 2 

Full Village Survey Results Part 2 

Summary and Analysis of the comments received 
 

Key Issue 1- Housing for local people, key housing needs. 

 

It is clear from the comments received that the overriding concern of local residents is that any new building 

development should focus primarily on local needs, should take into consideration the limitations of local 

road networks and, if any further development takes place, they show a preference for smaller rather than 

bigger developments. 

The outstanding need of the local community of Reydon is for housing which is primarily for young people 

starting out, young couples and young families, preferably with local ties and should be affordable for those 

working in the area, taking into account the level of wages available.  The community already has an 

increasingly aging population, and those older residents rely on the services provided by those of working 

age, and who preferably are able to live locally.  There is a shortage of sheltered housing, retirement 

complexes and housing catering for disability.  There is also a shortage of reasonably priced rented 

accommodation or council housing for young people and families just starting out.  

It would be good if all new housing provision could be protected by covenant from being sold on for profit 

as second homes or holiday lets of which there are already too many, and which deaden the life of a 

community.  There is considerable antipathy to more second/holiday homes. 

Developers should be required to outline the effect their development might have on the community.  As 

more people will put more strain on infrastructure and facilities, developers should be required to contribute 

towards the cost of extra facilities, amenities, improvements to infrastructure (such as new roads, increased 

sewage provision, school and health services provision, transport and shops etc.). 

Once again, we wish to emphasize that the main concern of Reydon residents is that all new housing is 

affordable and sensitive to the needs of those living and working locally, supporting those with existing 

links to the area, and ensuring a continuing and vibrant local village community.  Many feel that over-

development will detrimentally change the character of the village.  
 
Key Issues 2 & 3 - Protecting the countryside around the village and protecting community assets and 

green spaces. 

 

On the whole it was agreed that Reydon is well-provided for in the way of footpaths and byways. The main 

concern expressed being that many footpaths become overgrown in summer and need more maintenance to 

encourage use. There is also a need to liaise with local farmers to ensure that they respect rights of way and 

footpaths across their land.  New footpaths / cycle paths are urgently needed along the busy access roads to 

the village, inside hedges or tree lines to create safe walking and cycling. There is a lack of accessibility to 

some footpaths for wheelchairs or mobility scooters. Better signage to green areas, supported by easily 

available local maps, would be appreciated, as would sympathetic parking places near the start of walks.  A 

bus service linking local villages (or the reinstallation of the Southwold railway and station!) providing 

transport until sunset, would reduce the need for individual car use. 

 

All existing community assets and green spaces listed in the Survey should be conserved and protected, as 

well as all land designated as an AONB, including the Smere, St Felix, Reydon Marshes and the Blyth 

estuary. Green spaces and gardens are necessary on all new developments as they are essential to the well-

being of the residents, particularly to family welfare. Specific play areas for youngsters are not as essential 

as local green space and current play grounds provision is good. 

The local Shuttle Bus is a valuable asset for the elderly of the village and is to be valued and appreciated. 

Local buses are well used, although there is a lack of service running after 6pm.  

 

Key Risk 4 – Flood Risk and Erosion 

 

Most residents are in favour of the measures outlined in the questionnaire.  However so far as relocation 

from Easton Bavants, it was felt that this should only apply to residents who have lived there for a 



significant number of years.  There is a much smaller majority in favour of modest development on 

farmland, especially if the houses end up as holiday homes. 

 

Key Risk 5 - Sewage and Drainage: 

 

The greatest concern is that current sewage problems and provision should be addressed BEFORE any new 

development goes ahead. There is also considerable concern around the ability of local water companies to 

cope with any sizeable increase in housing development.  The perception is that there has been no 

investment in sewage and drainage provision, despite more housing in the area and problems will only get 

worse.  There is, therefore, little support for large scale development. 

 

It is the opinion of many that the developer should be required to share in the cost of improving and 

upgrading the provision of piping and sewage to meet the increased demand, before receiving planning 

approval. There is clearly an increasing incidence of local flooding, some of it due to climate change. This 

must be recognised and allowed for, and preparation made.  Drains being cleared more regularly would help.  

During heavy rain, some areas in Reydon already experience the overflowing of sewage and drains.  On new 

developments and when homes are extended, permeable surfaces should be used for parking, rather than 

tarmac and concrete which prevents natural soak away of rainwater, together with more green spaces and 

gardens.  Adequate surface drainage is essential and must be improved to cope with any new housing.  

Increased number of bathrooms in new builds and extensions further adds to the drainage and sewage 

problem. 

 

A number of people commented that the problems at Potters Bridge should be sorted, ie sluices cleared and 

that maintenance of wetlands is shown to reduce flooding. 

 

Key Issue 5 – Safety and Parking 

 

Parking is becoming a major issue, perhaps made worse by the lack of parking in Southwold which 

encourages people to park in Reydon and that proposed developments will make it worse.  It is felt that there 

should be clear ‘no parking’ signs and infringements should be enforced. There are also a number of parking 

trouble spots in the village, eg Jermyn’s Rd/Covert Rd; Barbrooks, Boydons, Hurn Crag, Seaview and 

Lowestoft roads.  It is essential that all housing developments have generous parking provision for residents 

and their visitors and these areas should be permeable rather than tarmac or concrete to avoid water run-off.  

Many consider that there should be increased parking at the Health Centre to take account of the increased 

populations of Reydon and Southwold and the outlying villages that the Health Centre serves and that this 

increase will impact negatively on the roads.  It is felt that the increase of the local population will have 

repercussions on the primary school.  There is a lot of concern regarding access to/from the proposed St 

Felix development onto the Halesworth Rd and other developments onto major roads. Various traffic 

calming measures were suggested: speed limits, (20mph through the village), on the Halesworth Rd to the 

A12 and Wrentham Rd; speed humps; chicanes.  Concern was expressed about the suitability of the roads in 

the villages to cope with increased usage by cars and modern HGVs; Cox’s Lane being one such example 

given. 

 

More cycle paths are considered a necessity; however inconsiderate use of footpaths by cyclists is becoming 

more of a problem.  Suggested cycle routes were Shepherd’s Lane to Blyth Rd and Southold to Pakefield.  

 

Footpaths should be improved to take account of wheelchair users/pushchairs and hedges/trees cut back for 

the safety of pedestrians.  It was suggested that the footpath on the Wangford Rd be extended beyond the 

church and that verges be protected to enable them to be wildlife friendly. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Key Issue 6 – Design 

 

A large majority of residents agree with the four principles set out in this section of the Questionnaire.  It is 

considered essential that developments next to open countryside should use sympathetic tree and hedge 

planting to soften the impact and that wildlife be protected by wildlife corridors, open spaces, bat boxes, etc. 

 

There are a large number of residents who consider further development of any size unnecessary and that 

over-development will detrimentally change the character of the village. 

 

And finally… 
 

However, smaller developments well suited to the needs of local people who wish to live and work in the 

area, are acceptable, as long as ‘affordable’ means just that; they should be ring-fenced primarily for local 

people. Any larger developments bring the danger of ‘urban sprawl’ which could quickly spoil the feeling of 

the village. Any further increase in housing sold only as second homes may mean that Reydon becomes a 

‘ghost village’ with community life suffering and the village gradually becoming only a declining retirement 

community. 

 

Many felt that the local voice is not listened to, heard or taken account of. Decisions taken by the County 

Council or the District Council should reflect the wishes of the residents, remembering that Councillors are 

there to represent and defend the wishes of their electorate. 

 

More housing clearly equals more cars which equal more traffic problems. It also demands more school 

places, puts increasing pressure on the Health Clinic and on local amenities. If a possible increase of 1000 in 

population takes place, these challenges need to be carefully considered and planned for before planning 

approval is given by County or District Councils. 

 

Support for local businesses and jobs is essential and could revitalise the village. There is a need to replace 

the police presence now that Southwold Police Station is closed, and a mobile Police Station, covering 

several villages might remind people of what local policing is about, and reduce some of the anti-social 

problems that arise. A local supermarket including a petrol station would cut the need of many to travel 

outside Reydon, and could be part of the Reydon Business Park area. 

 

Provision for teenagers is poor in the area and a greater range of sports facilities – indoor as well as outdoor, 

and including not only football, but tennis courts, a skateboard park, and a cycling track could be 

incorporated into existing provision, and encourage youngsters to be proud of their village. Increased 

community access to the St. Felix swimming pool would be greatly welcome. 

 

There is not yet a defined centre to the village and although Reydon Corner and the Jubilee Green are 

appreciated, the introduction of small shops and a café near the Green might meet this need. The 

development of a care home or sheltered housing near the Health Clinic is to be recommended. 

 

As to traffic, there is universal concern about the speed of vehicles through the village, and a speed limit of 

20mph on all access roads as they approach the village would be welcomed. There is a clear need for 

Southwold and Reydon to co-operate and agree on all traffic concerns. 

 

Parking in both Southwold and Reydon is always an issue, especially in holiday seasons, and both parking 

and speeding offences need to be regularly enforced. There is clear need for a pedestrian crossing on the 

Halesworth Road opposite Lakeside, which would in itself slow traffic as it approaches the village. 

 

Finally, many comments reflect an appreciation of being able to live in a caring, well-intentioned 

community where people show considerable consideration for one another, and a wish and determination to 

make sure this is maintained. 

 

 



APPENDIX 3: Coverage Data of Full Village Survey (by road) 
 

      Questionnaire returns by road         

                    

 This sheet indecates that the Questionaires were distributed throughout the village      

 and that those completed were returned with a fair spread .          

                    

                    

Week Returned 9/9 16/9 23/9 30/9 7/10 School Total  9/9 16/9 23/9 30/9 7/10 School Total  

Roads          Roads          

Green Lane 1 3 1 3  1  9  Elliott Avenue  4 3 2  1  10  

Green Lane Close     4 1  5  Albert Terrace    1    1  

Windsor Road West 3 4 1 4 1 3  16  Jermyns Road 3 3 3 3 1   13  

Shaddock Road 1 1  1    3  The Firs 3 3 1 2  1  10  

Adamson Road  1      1  Risemere Lane Eas 2 1 5 2 2 1  13  

Halesworth Road 1 4 11 2  1  19  Smere Lane East  1      1  

Lakeside Park Drive 3 7 3     13  Wood Farm Lane    1    1  
Lakeside Close          Cox's Lane 3 1 1 3    8  

Gorse Road 3 4 1 3    11  Queens Road 2  1 1    4  

Hill Road  5 1 1  2  9  Princes Road 2 1 1 1    5  

Gorse Lane          Mount Pleasant 5 8 1     14  

Three Marsh Lane 2 1 1 1    5  Harrison Green 2 1 1 1    5  

Lupin Close  2 1     3  Belcher Green   1     1  

The Drive 4 6 6 6 2   24  Stedman Terrace          

Kingfisher Crescent 5 2 0 1  1  9  Moyse Avenue 1  1     2  

Nightingale Avenue 6 2 4 1  1  14            

Mallard Road 1 1 1     3  Wangford Road 6 9 5 5 3 4  32  

Shearwater Way 1 3 1 1    6  Green Oaks          

Teal Close   1   1  2  Long Acre          

St Georges Square 1  3 3  1  8  Loftus Road 2 1 2     5  

Shepherds Lane          Evans Close   2  1 1  4  

Heathlands  1 1  2   4            

Quay Lane    1    1  Hillfield Court  1 4   1  6  

OldHall Farm                    

Mardle Lane  1      1            

Keens Lane 1 3 1 4 2   11  Keens Lane 1 3 1 4    9  

Hurn Crag Road 1 3 0     4  The Crescents 3 1 1  1   6  

Hillside Road  2 0     2  St Margarets Court 1  1   1  3  

Seaview Road 3 6 1 3 2 1  16  Fieldview Close          

Longmarsh Close 3 1 1 2  1  8  Copperwheat Aven 7 1 4 1  1  14  

Bridge Road  2 2 2  3  9  Farmland Close 1       1  

Bridgefoot Corner 1       1            

Lowestoft Road 5 5 1 5 3   19  Barn Close 2 2 2     6  

The Oaklands 1 2 0 1 1   5            

Oaklands House          Pictures View Flats   1 1    2  

Easton Bavents          Old School Drive 1 1 3 3  2  10  

Easton Lane  2 1     3            

Covert Road . 3 5 1 5 3 1  18  Mardle Lane  1      1  

Winston Road   1     1            

Churchill Road 2  2     4  Total 47 43 45 31 8 13  187  

Ewen Close          Carried from 56 82 50 53 20 19  280  
           103 125 95 84 28 32    

Nicholas Drive 3 3 2 2    10    228 188 407 435 467  467  

Fairfield Road 1   1  1  3            

               Total returned 494  

Carried forward 56 82 50 53 20 19  280     (Not all returns added road name) 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 



 

APPENDIX 4 

REYDON NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

CONSULTATION WITH REYDON PRIMARY SCHOOL PUPILS 

 

Summary 

In June 2018, the School Council of Reydon Primary School worked with their Deputy Head and the Chair of 

the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group to conduct a consultation exercise with all pupils of their school 

from Year 1 to Year 6. A set of questions was devised, based on the issues used at the  earlier Community 

Engagement events. The members of the School Council used these to lead a discussion with each class 

and recorded the responses of their peers. This exercise, therefore, captures the views of some 150 

Reydon residents aged 5 to 11. The full set of questions and the responses from each class are below. 

Overall, this exercise shows that the children care deeply about their village and its environment. They, 

understandably, were particularly interested in the facilities for recreation and sport and made many 

suggestions of what more could and should be provided. Although this is not a key issue for the 

Neighbourhood Plan, it remains a priority for the Parish Council and work continues to improve facilities at 

Reydon Recreation Ground, the Playing Fields and Pavilion and new open spaces and/or play areas are to 

be included in the developments at Green Lane and Copperwheat Avenue. 

On the other issues, the children were both very clear and strongly aligned in their views with those of 

older residents. Key issues for the children were: 

New Housing should be primarily for local people, especially younger families and those with particular 

needs such as the homeless or disabled people. There should be provision for visitors but most of the 

children wanted to stop the increase in second homes in the village while recognising that we should 

continue to welcome and provide for holiday-makers. 

The Countryside around the village is very important to the children and they identified their most valued 

areas, including Reydon Wood (sometimes referred to as bluebell wood), the Hen Reedbeds, the marshes, 

common and the coast. 

Open Spaces in the village were seen as extremely important (see comments above about recreational 

facilities) as were Community Assets such as the local shops, schools, health facilities etc. 

Flood Risks and Erosion were recognised by the children but they had less to say on these issues. Their 

were mixed views about policies to support relocation of properties at Easton Bavents. Most, however, 

agreed that we should protect areas, such as around Bridge Road, which are vulnerable to flooding. 

Infrastructure Issues provoked strong responses. Considerable concern was  expressed about issues of 

road safety for pedestrians and cyclists. Many wanted to see traffic calming measures, pedestrian crossings 

and cycle routes. Unsafe parking caused a marked reaction, especially around the school, and there was 

support for ample off-street parking in new developments. Flooding in key areas was highlighted too. 

Design Principles questions received varied responses. Some wanted traditional house design, others 

wanted eco-friendly construction but strong support was expressed for good modern design which would 

give some unique character to the village. Most supported provision of green spaces and wildlife corridors. 

 



CONCLUSION 

This large sample of the younger residents gave very similar responses to those of older residents. This 

suggests, therefore, that the results from the later full village survey which was completed mainly by 

older residents are a good reflection of the views of the whole community. 

 

 

 

QUESTIONS FOR REYDON PRIMARY SCHOOL SURVEY BY THE SCHOOL COUNCIL 

 

1. Housing 

a. What kind of people will need to rent or buy houses in the village in the next twenty years?  

(For example, will young people, families, older people or disabled people need houses?) 

b. Should we try to include houses that people who come from Reydon or who work locally can afford 

to rent or buy? 

c. Should we make sure that any new houses are not used as holiday homes but for people who live in 

them all the time? 

 

2. Countryside 

a. Which parts of the countryside around the village are important to you? 

(For example, Reydon Wood, the Hen Reedbeds or the marshes along the River Blyth?) 

b. Should there be new footpaths to make it easier to get to the countryside around the village? 

(For example from the village to Reydon Wood or from Reydon Wood to the Hen Reedbeds) 

 

3. Green Spaces and Important Places 

a. Which open spaces or play areas in the village matter to you? 

(For example, the Rec, Jubilee Green, the Play Areas, Reydon Corner or Jubilee Green?) 

b. Which places used by the community are important? 

(For example, the shops, the doctors’ surgery, the pub, the village hall or the new pavilion?) 

c. What new play facilities would you like to see in the village – either in the current play areas or in 

any new ones? 

 

4. Protecting the Area from Sea Level Rise 

a. Should we help the owners of houses at Easton Bavents which will fall into the sea find new places 

to build another house? 



b. Should we raise the banks of the River Blyth so the river can cope with extra high tides and storm 

surges? 

c. Should we make sure that the houses around Bridge Road stay safe from flooding by the sea? 

 

5. Traffic, Parking and Drains 

a. Should we make sure that when new houses are built, the roads around them are safe and cars can 

park away from paths and verges? 

b. Are there places in the village where you think the traffic is dangerous to you when you are walking 

or cycling?  

(Please list all the places where these are problems) 

c. Should we try to stop cars parking on footpaths or grass verges? 

d. Are there any places in the village where heavy rain causes flooding or where the sewage system 

causes problems?  

(Please list all the places where these are problems) 

 

6. How New Housing Is Designed 

a. Should we encourage builders to make houses that have shapes and colours that fit in with the 

countryside around the village? 

b. Should we make sure that trees, hedges, open and play spaces are included with any new housing? 

c. Should we try to create areas for wildlife around and within areas of new houses? 

 

 

THANK YOU FOR DISCUSSING AND ANSWERING THESE QUESTIONS. YOUR ANSWERS WILL HELP US DECIDE 

WHAT TO INCLUDE IN OUR NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN. THE NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN WILL MAKE SOME OF 

THE RULES ABOUT WHAT CAN BE BUILT OR DEVELOPED IN OUR VILLAGE. 

 

RESPONSES BY YEAR GROUP: 

 

Year One 

1a.  

• People who live locally. 

• Old people.  

• People with no family. 

• People that are poor. 

• People who want to live in a new house. 

• Homeless people.  



• Normal people.  

• Rich people.  

• As a class we decided that we would need housing in 20 years’ time.  

1b.  

• People who live locally to Reydon.  

• People who visit England.  

• Buy to rent.  

• People who work in the local area.  

1c.  

• People should have to live in it- other people may want to buy the house to live in, homeless 

people don’t have one home, people need homes, it’s unfair to have more than one house.  

• People should be allowed to use it as a holiday home- people should be allowed to have a holiday, 

it’s not against the law, if people want to come and stay they can buy one, if people live far away 

from Reydon they would have somewhere to stay.  

2a.  

• The beach.  

• The plants around the village. 

• The coast. 

• Bluebell woods.  

• Fields. 

• Marshes to the beach.  

2b. 

• Yes there should be more footpaths.  

 

3a.  

• The Rec.  

• Reydon corner.  

• The play park.  

 

3b. 

• The shops.  

• The doctors’ surgery.  

• The Randolph.  

• The school.  

• The dentist.  

• The park.  

• The village hall.  

• St Felix- where we learn to swim.  

3c.  

• A zoo.  

• A castle in the park.  

• Outdoor swimming pool.  



• A bouncy castle at the park.  

• More schools.  

• Gold course.  

• Water park.  

• A dinosaur shop.  

• A toy shop.  

• Tennis courts.  

• Train station.  

• Restaurant.  

• Wedding venue.  

• Basketball court. 

• Museum  

• Another church.  

 

4a.  

• Yes.  

4b.  

• No  

4c.  

• Yes.  

 

5a. 

• Yes  

5b.  

• Speeding in Covert Road.  

• Wangford Road- lots of cars.  

• Traffic lights to help cross busy roads.  

• Some roads are very narrow and can be a squash when you are walking.  

5c.  

• Yes  

5d.  

• Jermyns Road.  

• Covert Road.  

• Potters Bridge.  

 

6a.  

• Yes  

6b.  

• Yes.  

6c.  

• Yes.  



Year 2 ideas for the Reydon Plan 

Housing  

What kind of people? 

For families 

Young couples because you need a small house to start with 

Bungalows for elderly 

Holiday homes  

A few holiday homes because if you live in Reydon you need space  

They would be empty a lot of the time. 

 

Countryside- What is important to you?  

Hen Reed beds -lots of birds live there 

Nice to have a village pond  

Reydon woods 

 

Which Green spaces are important to you? 

Playgrounds –Rec, Winston road  

Jubilee Green 

Barn Close –( Needs clearing up and kept tidy) 

What would you like different in play parks? 

Merry go round, Tennis courts, Zip wire ,Football goals ,basketball nets. 

 

Protect the Area from sea level 

Let people have land to build on if their house is likely to fall in the sea. 

 

Traffic, Parking and drains 

We need more cycle routes around Reydon to keep children and adults safe. 

More traffic calming measures. 

Lots road signs to remind people about speed. 

New Houses - design 

Brick houses, grass roof, solar panels 

Allotments, planted shrubs and hedges on new developments 

 

 



Year 3 Responses 

1. a Families, old people, young people, from another country, disabled people and holiday makers 

. 

b. 17 yes 

c.yes 12 

2. a. woods, beach, marshes and walks through the fields. 

b.yes 8 

3. a. rec, tibbys green and winston rd. 

b. pub, edmunds hall, girl guide centre, maise maise, doctors, ice cream shop, scout hall,sellopectic 

hall and library 8. 

c. skatepark, park, tree house, fete, aquarium, forest, swimming poo,l den buiding, museum, nature 

watch, wall climbing and themepark. 

4a.Yes 19 

b.Yes 21 

c.Yes 20 

5a.Yes 16 

b.Victoria Street, Southwold Road, Mini roundabout, Princess road, Lowestoft Road, Mount 

Pleasant, Kingfisher Cresent, Windsor road, York Road near the surgery, around the town near the 

beach and the bend near the rugby club. 

c.Yes 16 

d. Near the Harbour in, near the marshes on the way to Wrentham, Southwold Road and left of the 

pier. 

6a. Yes 18 

b. Yes 21 

c. Yes 16 

 

Year 4 Reydon Primary School Survey Response 

 

1. We think that young families will need to buy houses and because people are living longer, 

older people or elderly couples will need to buy them too. We think that there should be less 

holiday homes and more homes for people who live and work in Reydon. 

2. Reydon Wood is an important part of the countryside around our village.  

3. The Rec, the park and the Jubilee Green are places that matter to us. The doctors’ surgery, 

the shops and The Randolph are important places. We would like a zip-wire at the Rec, a tennis 

court, a football club, a ‘spinney-copter’ and a skatepark. 

4. The majority of us think that we should help the residents of Easton Bavents find new places 

to live. The banks of the River Blyth should be raised. 

5. We feel that when new houses are built the roads should be made safe and that there is 

ample parking for cars so that pedestrians and children are safe. The turning circle at the end of 

Elliott Avenue is always full of parked cars which block the green and make it hard for cars to turn. 

Old School Drive is sometimes blocked by parked cars, making it hard for drivers and pedestrians to 

manoeuvre.  

6. If new houses are built, we think that green areas and trees should be included. We think it 

would be a good idea to create wildlife areas in the village. 

 

 

 

 



Year 5 answers to Reydon Primary School survey by School Council 

 

Housing 

1a. In the next 20 years the elderly, young adults, families will need to buy or rent a house. Also 

people who live near the coast as their houses may not still be there in 20 years, due to erosion. 

1b. We believe that houses should be affordable for people in and around Reydon because 

population could decrease if houses are not accessible. By houses being more affordable it will 

attract more people to live in this area and therefore there will be more children in the local 

schools.  

1c. New houses built should be used for people to permanently live in because over 60% of 

Southwold already are holiday makers. This would also give families a better opportunity to live all 

together. 

 

Countryside 

2a. The parts of countryside that are importance to us are: the green, the Reydon Woods, Bluebell 

Wood and the common.  

2b. We believe there should be new foot paths to make countryside areas more accessible. For 

example, it is hard to get to the Reydon Woods at the minute. Cox’s Lane is especially dangerous so 

there should be a pedestrian crossing or path. 

 

Green Spaces and Important Places 

3a. The wreck, the common, golf course and the football common are important places to us in 

Reydon. We also treasure Tibby’s Green in Southwold. 

3b. The places used by the community which are important are: the pubs, the beach/pier, church, 

school, hotels, shops, doctors and the village hall. 

3c. We would like to see a water park, zip line, Astroturf pitch and aquarium added to our village. 

 

Protecting the Area from Sea Level Rise 

4a. We should help the owners to find a new place so they don’t have to do it alone. 

4b. We should raise the banks of the River Blyth to prevent flooding. 

4c. We should definitely make sure the houses around Bridge Road stay safe from flooding because 

they are at a disadvantage where they are living due to changes in the environment. 

 

Traffic, Parking and Drains 

5a. We should make sure houses parking are safe and not on paths because that is the pedestrian’s 

area to walk and also it makes it difficult for other cars on the road to drive safely around them. 

5b. We do not think that any areas near the school are dangerous for traffic. 

5c. We should stop cars parking on paths and grass verges for the reasons said in 5a and also they 

could damage their car getting onto the path/verge. 

5d. Southwold road often floods due to heavy rain and the marshes either side spilling water into 

the road. The road on way to the harbour is usually flood too.  

 

How New Housing is Designed 

6a. We think that the houses should fit in with our area, because we don’t all like the newest tall 

houses in Southwold as it makes Southwold look like a big city and we are not a city. We like the 

houses near the Health centre as they are made to look more traditional. 



6b. Houses should include houses with trees, hedges and open green space to look after and 

provide a green space for the wild life. Although we don’t think more play parks are needed, as we 

don’t want to destroy natural habitats. 

6c. We believe wildlife areas should be included in and around new housing to invite more wildlife.

  

 

 

Reydon Village Plan Response- Year 6 

1. Housing 

 

a. Families will need houses in our village because it is nice and quiet, and there is a good 

school close by. Older people will also need houses in our community because they may want to 

retire to somewhere peaceful that is close to the sea (Southwold).  

b. We should ensure there are houses that local people or people who work locally can rent or 

buy.  

c. Holiday makers may also want to buy holiday houses, but they shouldn’t be able to buy new 

ones. On one hand, holiday makers ensure that small businesses are busy in the summer months, 

but then on the other hand in the winter the businesses suffer because there are so many holiday 

makers who don’t stay all year round.  

2. Countryside 

a. Reydon Woods is really important to us because there’s loads of wildlife and it’s really 

beautiful.  

b. There should be more footpaths because then people would be encouraged to walk and 

visit our village, and then people aren’t using cars either. There isn’t really any car parking facilities 

for people to visit our village.  

3. Green Spaces  and Important Places 

a. We would like to see a football pitch on the Rec. We like to play there but we would really 

like a football pitch as we are a bit older and it would provide us something to do.  

b. The surgery is really important because it provides jobs for local people, and there isn’t a 

surgery in Southwold or any villages closer than Halesworth. It keeps us safe. A lot of us go to 

Boyden’s and buy sweets, so we use that shop a lot. A lot of people use the small General Store as 

well for food and necessities. A lot of our parents use the Randolph, which also provides a meeting 

space, as some of our parents attend meetings for football clubs etc there. The Sole Bay Clubhouse 

that is being built is something that we are really looking forward to, and we are really disappointed 

that the building seems to be taking a long time. We thought it was supposed to be finished in 

September 2017.  

c. As above, we really want the new Sole Bay Clubhouse completed because a lot of us play 

football and it would be a great asset to us and the rest of the community.  

4. Protecting the Area from Sea Level Rise 

a. We feel that the people in the houses on Easton Bavents should not have new houses 

provided to them. We feel this way because they bought the houses for cheap, when they knew 

they were at risk of collapsing. It shouldn’t be our responsibility to provide them a new house.  

b. We think that the banks of the River Blyth need to be raised because we often see on the 

bus when we’re on the way to or back from school where the water levels are very high and 

sometimes dangerous for smaller cars. We know many of our teachers also drive in some 

dangerous flooding conditions because the river floods so easily.  

c. We think those houses are quite far and therefore shouldn’t be a main concern.  

5. Traffic, Parking and Drains 



a. Yes, we need people to be able to park not on the road. Parking on the road often makes 

our walk to school unsafe.  

b. Yes, especially outside the school gates at 3:30pm. We cannot see around the corner, and 

cars are parked all over the place and in awkward places that block one another. On top of this, the 

bus then has to try and get out and around, which leaves no space for anyone else. It is very 

dangerous.  

c. Yes, we should stop cars from doing this, because when people are trying to walk on a 

footpath, they then have to walk on the road, and it becomes more dangerous.  

d. We think that the village is generally pretty safe in terms of flooding.  

6. How New Housing is Designed 

a. Most of think that new housing should be designed more modern- the modern houses in 

our village really suit it and make the village unique and give it character. Some of us have taken the 

unique styles we see and want to incorporate it into our own homes one day. However, we don’t 

want gigantic mansions being built on areas where there are lots of cottages and traditional Suffolk 

homes.  

b. We think yes, because a lot of the houses are bought by younger adults with children. 

However, we think they should have the option if the trees/hedges are going to encroach on their 

living space.  

c. We feel we have so many areas for wildlife already that we don’t need to create more man 

made ones. The natural ones are the ones we prefer.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

APPENDIX 5 
 

REYDON NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 
 

RESPONSES FROM FIRST STAGE OF COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT 
 MARCH 2018 

 
Two events were held on 12 and 17 March, attended by a total of around 100 residents, coming from most 
areas of the village. Participants were asked to write short answers or comments on the topics below, 
using the questions as prompts. Most participants engaged readily and several expressed the view that the 
proposed focus areas for the plan were the right ones and that the questions and prompts provided were 
useful. Under responses, this report lists the actual answers left by participants. They are in no particular 
order. The Steering Group will now analyse the responses and identify the specific issues which now 
require further consideration. 
 

 
1.  VISION FOR REYDON 
 
Proposed: Reydon should be a village which: 
 

• Is attractive and sustainable 

• Enjoys its surroundings in outstanding countryside 

• Meets the needs of local people 

• Contributes to the local economy, including tourism 

• Is prepared for risks from flooding, erosion, traffic and pollution 
Do you agree with these aims? What would you add or change? 
 
Responses: 
 

• Agree with all, especially the first two – much needed. All 5 points are spot on 

• Agree with vision – meeting the needs must include affordable accommodation for young people 

• Agree with all points with the proviso that tourism does not mean diminished sense of community 
due to increasing second/holiday homes. 

• The village needs a centre which can become its focus eg shops, café, playground, green 

• Agree with suggestions of focal centre and houses for our young people 

• Agree with the idea of a village centre, not just a lot of ribbon development 

• Encourage cyclists, cycle paths and maps; make it possible to get about on a bike 

• It is very important that Reydon keeps a village feel and identity and does not become a suburb of 
Southwold 

• Reydon will always attract older people; this needs to be thought of in any plan. Provision for the 
“young old” 

• Agree with all points. Reydon needs a village centre; café, shops etc. It must not become a major 
second home hub 

• Agree – needs affordable accommodation for local people 

• Youth centre to keep teens off the streets and out of bus shelters 

• Agree with these aims – add safer bike routes 

• Don’t let St Felix build its houses 

• Agree with vision points as listed 

• Bike routes, bike routes, bike routes 



• Bike routes all round 

• Mixed housing – development for the elderly in the community 

• Provision for young people. Need people of working age 

• Youth centre, scout group in Reydon 

• Amenities and services – how do we cope? 

• Retain Reydon as a village in the AONB area; stop building second homes 

• Affordable Housing policy should be easy to understand, in everyday language and could set Reydon 
above other lofty schemes 

• Incorporate landscaped pedestrian routes through new development (and existing where 
practicable) 

• Agree with aims; would wish to emphasise protection of the AONB and strengthen the “core” 
around Randolph and Health Centre 

• New development creates more traffic; are there plans for Copperwheat Ave to access Halesworth 
Rd direct? 

• Will new developments encroach on the AONB? 

• What about existing sewage problems? 

• I agree with the aims 

• Agree with the points made. Plus protect surrounding countryside 

• Agree with all of these 

• Yes, I agree: countryside, flooding and erosion, schools, opportunities for kids 

• Encourage the use by local people of existing amenities, such as Randolph, local shops, green spaces 
 
Analysis 
 
There was broad agreement with the proposed aims. Not surprisingly housing is seen as the biggest issue, 
in particular the need for affordable homes, and the lack of desire for second homes, which really goes 
hand in glove with such comments as the need for a village hub, keeping its identity, especially being 
separate from Southwold (not a suburb of Southwold). 
An added issue was the expressed need for improved cycleways and the demographic dimensions of the 
‘young/old” needs as well as catering for youth (not hanging around in the bus shelters or streets). 
Many wished to see the village retain its current character, keeping the surrounding AONB intact. The 
mooted developments gave rise to comments querying how the existing infrastructure will keep pace to 
cope e.g roads and traffic. 
 
KEY ISSUE 1: HOUSING FOR LOCAL PEOPLE 
 
Questions: 
 
1a. What mix of housing types should there be in any big developments in the village? 

o Mainly larger or smaller houses or a mix of both? 
o Including some adapted houses for elderly or disabled residents? 
o Do we mainly need houses for single people, couples or houses for families? 
o What do you think are the key housing needs of local people? 

1b.  How much of any new housing should be affordable? 
o What percentage of new housing should be affordable housing (current target is 35%). -  please 

state your preferred target. 
1c. What kind of affordable housing should be included? 

o Social (Council) housing with rents up to 60% of market rates? 
o Affordable (Housing Association) rented housing at up 80% of market rates  
o Shared ownership housing which can be part owned and part rented? 
o Within affordable housing, again what are the priorities for types of housing? 



1d. Should we identify small sites on the edge of the village for developments 12 - 20 affordable houses? 
o Would you support more small developments over the next 20 years like the one now agreed for 

Green Lane where 23 affordable houses for local people are being developed? 
1e. Should any new housing should be the main or only residence of the occupiers? 

o Should our Neighbourhood Plan try to prevent new housing being used as second homes or holiday 
lets? 

 
Responses: 
 

• Affordable Housing to help young people to remain in the area and get onto property ladder 

• Affordable housing for all groups 

• Residences should be lived in 

• Shared ownership gives chance of equity building, enabling those who wish to move up the housing 
ladder 

• Realistically, if sadly, some development will be needed – just ensure that location and design are 
very carefully and meticulously scrutinised 

• Affordable housing for local people, with older residents also considered 

• The village affordable housing policy could be the biggest single issue of these movements 

• We would be keen to see social and affoirdable housing so that young people can afford to stay 
locally 

• Shared ownership may also be a useful way of getting on the property ladder 

• The village needs to keep a mix of housing with character; 35% affordable is reasonable but, with an 
ageing population, a good proportion, c 25%, needs to be suitable for older people 

• More houses with 3 decent size bedrooms and not 2 double and 1 box room 

• There is a huge jump in price between 2.5 (3) bed houses and decent 3 bed houses with room for 3 
double beds, not a box room 

• Mix of smaller and larger houses, some disabled friendly 

• Local people need a community centre, ie a village centre with shops, café etc 

• Affordable housing needs to include social, cheap rents, mixed use ie students, two families etc 

• Second homes really need controlling 

• Any development should help pay for community assets 

• In mainland Europe, renting is much more common and we should be looking to increase rented 
accommodation at a reasonable rate for young people 

• No more countryside should be used; brown site first; Brown Field sites first; seconded; Brownfield 
sites first  (Four responses) 

• Will schools and health centre be able to cope? 

•  Avoid second homes as far as possible and provide affordable homes 

• Provide a range of houses and flats to suit families and individuals 

• Will the Sole bay Health Centre be able to cope with another new development? Is there capacity 
there? 

• Affordable homes 

• Parking – one space per bedroom 

• 2nd home owners pay full council tax; Services!! 

• Settlement Boundary: Object to St George’s Square brought into boundary  

• Will they be building a new school to cope with the influx of children? Reydon Primary is already full 

• New housing limited to residents (permanent) 

• Local housing – ideally more rented property for local people on low incomes – that is ‘social’ 
housing 

• Definitely too many holiday homes in Southwold and Reydon. If all the houses had permanent 
residents, probably wouldn’t be a need to build any more! 



• Residential building should stress the need for owner occupiers and tenants, not second home 
buyers 

• 1a: A mix that reflects local need/demand; 1b: is the current target for affordable housing 
satisfactory? – if not, increase the amount as required; 1d: yes – better than large scale 
development; 1e: In principle, yes – but can you do it? 

• Two bed homes are required – several single people but need a second bed and are they affordable? 

• 1a Big developments not needed.  They will become dormitory estates 

• 1b current 35% OK 

• 1c All but principally affordable rented housing, especially 1/2 bedroom 

• 1d Yes 

• 1e No 

• Shared ownership housing wold help the Community 

• No more second homes.  Housing for local people important, especially the young and families 

• 1a Mix – preferably small.  Lots of bungalows being enlarged, developed in the Village at the 
moment 

• ‘More affordable’ clause in contracts?  

• 1a A mix of all 

• 1b At least 50% - the population is ageing and need carers who can’t live here 

• 1c All types 

• 1d Small sites preferred 

• 1e No more second homes 

• Somehow the explosion of second homes should be stopped.  ‘Backdoor’ ways of purchase often 
result in holiday homes 

• Affordable housing for people with a local connection 

• 1b > 50% 

• 1c Mixture of those listed 

• 1d? 

• 1e Yes 

• 1e Yes, there are enough holiday homes 

• Any new building should be for full time residents only 

• 1d Smaller sites than this (5-10 houses) would be better to avoid the mass housing issues 

• 1e New housing should be the only/permanent residence of the owner 

• 1a Mainly smaller and including adapted houses  

• 1b More than 35% 

• 1c Need social/council housing- 80%, number of properties, not rent 

• 1d Yes 

• 1e Agree, should be discouraged 

• 1a Does this mean a type of sheltered housing? 

• It is important that there is appropriate local housing for the local young(?) 

• Best use needs to be made of ‘brown’ (field) sites before new green (field) sites   

• Key issue is that any new build is not subsequently bought for second homes or for people to retire 
to.  Only allow/control build for local working families/younger people 

• Affordable rentals designated for carers working locally.  Social housing 

• 1a Medium, smaller houses needed if we are to encourage younger people to Reydon 

• 1b 50-70% should be affordable 

• 1c A mix of all these 
 
 
 
 



Analysis 
 
AFFORDABLE HOUSING (33 responses) 
The provision of affordable/shared/rental housing (and additional comments or refinements on this topic) 
is by far the greatest area of interest. Only two respondents felt that a 35% provision was enough. Some 
advocated 50% and one up to 80%. 
Comments included: “some to be disabled-friendly”, “designated for carers”, “25% for elderly”. 
 
SITES AND DESIGNS  (21 responses) 
Small sites and use of brownfield are the most popular. Mix of styles and provision of up to 2 beds are next 
(preferred over 3+beds). Interestingly, thorough scrutiny of sites and styles comes last. 
Comments included: “one parking space per bedroom”, “too many bungalows being enlarged”.  
 
HOLIDAY HOMES  (13 responses) 
Fairly straightforward, as nobody in favour including one who is against preventing holiday use. Some 
wanted any new housing to be designated for residents only.  
Comments included: “prevent profitable resale for holidays/retirement” (my edit), “residences should be 
lived in (work that one out!)”, “second home owners (should?) pay full council tax” 
 
INFRASTRUCTURE (4 responses) 
General concern that school and SBHC would not be able to cope with expansion. No specific mention of 
transport/parking/drainage. 
 
KEY ISSUE 2: PROTECTING THE COUNTRYSIDE AROUND THE VILLAGE 
 
Questions: 
Almost all new development in Reydon, whether for housing or other uses, will be in the countryside at the 
edge of the built area of the village. This countryside is already protected by its status as an Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty – but recent experience has shown that this protection can be removed in 
some cases. 
2a. What are the most precious parts of the countryside around the village?  

o Reydon Wood? 
o Hen Reedbeds? 
o Reydon Smere and Pottersbridge Reedbeds? 
o Riverside marshes and grazing meadows? 
o Remaining parts of Reydon Common? 
o Others, please state which? 

 
2b. Should we seek to set conditions on any development in the surrounding countryside? 

o Only if there is clear evidence that it is required to meet local need and help maintain a 
sustainable community? 

o Only on less sensitive parts of the countryside and with strong measures to limit the impact on 
views, wildlife etc 

o Only where there are effective plans to increase use and enjoyment of the environment? 
2c. Can we improve access to the countryside for local people? 

o Should we try to create new footpaths – for example to Reydon Wood from the village? 
o Or from Reydon Wood to the Hen Reedbeds? 

 
Responses: 
 

• We are very lucky with our environment and should be developing and promoting it; any 
developments should not impact this 



• Make the surrounding countryside accessible with footpaths and cycle paths 

• Strict AONB protection – legally binding AND NOT relinquished to the big purses of developers. 
Councils must stand strong. A local watchdog group? Neighbourhood watch with new meaning?! 

• 2a: Oh dear – ALL of these are precious, as is the old railway line but is that all Southwold? 

• 2b: Most definitely! Particularly the first point 

• 2c: Yes please, both these are excellent ideas. I agree with the suggestion of cycle tracks, especially 
to avoid dangerous roads out of Reydon, eg Lowestoft Rd to Wrentham; other suggestions: public 
bird-watching hides and local wildlife group linked to Suffolk group? 

• Joining up existing footpaths would be good 

• Should set development conditions to protect countryside views from ugly or over development 

• New footpaths and cycle paths would be good and join up existing footpaths; particularly make new 
trails as suggested and promote with info boards encouraging interest in nature and landscape 

• Linking existing footpaths and introducing new ones to gain safe access to the countryside would be 
really good 

• Need to explain where Reydon Common was 

• Protect ALL our countryside; AONB should mean something all the time, not just when it suits 

• Cycle path to Hen Reedbed? 

• AONB needs to be protected; footpath development would be good but needs to be maintained 

• AONB should be sacrosanct 

• Footpath development would be very beneficial but only if well signed and publicised 

• AONB is vital but poorly understood by the people living in it 

• Love the idea of footpaths between sites and around the village 

• New footpaths would be good 

• 2b: Development must relate to local need 

• Reydon Wood – so important 

• Reydon Wood, Hen Reedbeds and Marshland are priorities to retain in my view to maintain wildlife 
diversity 

• Any development must be for local needs and NOT for holiday homes for non-local people  

• Reydon Woods and Hen Reedbeds very important sites; development should only occur on less 
sensitive sites 

• Reydon has wonderful surrounding countryside; any development needs to be very small and 
carefully selected with conditions always set on any developments 

• I would strongly approve new footpaths 

• Should try and preserve the AONB – this is one of the major attractions of the area and brings 
tourism and money 

• Agree with 2a, 2b, 2c; must protect the AONB 

• 2a: all of these and St Felix School CWS and playing fields 

• 2b: unlikely to be effective 

• 2c: not needed 

• Preserve Reydon Smere, Wood, and Common and the area around St Felix School 

• 2a: Hen reedbeds and Reydon Wood 

• Well maintained footpath access is welcome – new paths where possible 

• More footpaths 

• 2a: all of them 

• 2b: Huge priority should be given to restricting development outside boundary and on natural 
spaces 

• 2a: Reydon Smere and Potters Bridge – where is Reydon Common? 

• 2b: Yes to first bullet point 

• Create new footpath from Potters Bridge to Reydon Smere; only a road link now and traffic can be 
at up to 60 mph 



• 2a: Reydon Wood, Smere and Reedbeds 

• 2b: yes to first bullet point 

• 2c: Creation of new footpaths away from motor traffic 

• 2a: St Felix school playing field; county wildlife site, both sides of Shepherd’s Lane 

• I would like to see existing mature trees in areas for development retained to enhance built 
environment17 March 

• 2a They’re all important, 2b Yes, 2c Yes 

• 2b This is an AONB.  There has already been far too much ugly industrial development 

• 2a Reydon Wood, Hen Reed Beds, The Smere 

• 2b Yes, set conditions, especially on AONB 

• 2c Maintain footpaths, new and old 

• 2b Only if there is clear evidence that it is required to meet local needs and help maintain a 
sustainable community 

• 2a All are very precious but remaining part of Reydon Common is particularly precious 

• 2b Yes on all of them 

• 2a Reydon Wood and Reed Beds 

• 2b You will never get agreement on which parts are ‘less sensitive’ 

• Footpaths and cycleways very necessary 

• The existing protected areas should be maintained and not eroded 

• 2a All of the above 

• 2b No more development than absolutely necessary in AONB area 

• 2c Footpath from Reydon to Hen Reed Beds would be a real asset 
 
Analysis 
 
We received sixty comments on this issue.  It was pointed out that it should be emphasised that being in an 
AONB is an asset which is a major attraction and brings tourism and money to the area.   It was also felt 
that this may not be understood by some of the community.  
Promotion of our area as an AONB was suggested and that it should have legally-binding protection.  
With regard to protecting the countryside around the village, the feedback agreed that all the areas 
mentioned in our proposed Issues were precious, should be retained and protected, specifically Reydon 
Wood and Hen Reedbeds.   Importance was also placed on Reydon Smere, Potters Bridge, St Felix playing 
field, the County Wildlife Site and the remains of Reydon Common.  
It was felt that conditions should be set to protect the surrounding countryside from development as it is 
an AONB.   Thus, any development should only take place if it is really necessary and meets local need and, 
essentially, is for local people not holiday homes or non-local people.  Priority should be given to restricting 
development outside the village boundary and on natural spaces.  It was also felt that any development, 
preferably small, should only occur on less sensitive sites.  The retention of mature trees on developments 
was considered to be important and would enhance that environment.     
The majority of responses suggested access to the countryside could be improved by new footpaths and 
cycleways linking sites and avoiding roads.   Particularly mentioned was a link between Reydon Woods and 
Hen Reed Beds and a safe footpath between Potters Bridge and The Smere, preferably avoiding the fast 
Wrentham Road.  Also suggested was safe trails with information boards encouraging an interest in nature 
and the landscape.  One response suggested there should be public bird-watching hides and a local wildlife 
group with a link to a Suffolk Group. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



KEY ISSUE 3: PROTECTING COMMUNITY ASSETS AND GREEN SPACES WITHIN THE VILLAGE 
 
Questions: 
 
3a. What are the key green spaces in the Village that we should protect? 

o Reydon Recreation Ground and Allotments? 
o Reydon Playing Fields? 
o Jubilee Green? 
o Reydon Corner? 
o Play Areas at Barn Close and next to the Primary School? 
o Hen Reedbeds? 
o Reydon Wood? 
o Others? Please state which 

 
3c. Which buildings and services in the village are community assets which should be protected as far as 
possible and remain in use for the benefit of the community?  

o Our general store shops: Boydens and Barbrooks  
o Sole Bay Health Centre, including the Pharmacy 
o Randolph Hotel 
o Playing Fields Pavilion 
o The Village Hall 
o Others – please state which 

 
3d. Are there any new green Spaces you would like to see in or around Reydon? 

o Should any new developments include green and/or play spaces? 
 
Responses: 
 

• Protect Reydon Wood and Hen Reedbeds; Agreed (two responses) 

• Arrows for in and out entrances at the surgery 

• Important assets include shops, health centre, Village Hall and Reydon Corner which has an 
important visual impact on entering/leaving the village 

• All of them! 

• Protect all existing green spaces as key to the community; likewise for other assets 

• Agree with this 

• Good to have green and play spaces in all developments; helps encourage community life 

• A cash machine (free) for Reydon; not easy for all residents to access cash 

• 3a: Reydon Common and Bridgefoot Marshes 

• 3b: St Margaret’s Church 

• 3d: New developments should always be in the traditional layout and character as Reydon – 
green areas, yes. 

• 3d. New developments – rather than every development having a play area, perhaps 2, maybe 
3, well equipped, well maintained play areas located so all Reydon children are within safe reach    

• Local shops, all green spaces, Reydon Wood and Hen Reedbeds, beach, marshes, play areas  

• Incorporate green space(s) in any larger new development with pedestrian links to existing 
village 

• Oh for a proper public toilet; not everyone is mobile or able to make it to the Randolph 

• Wildlife and flora are very well represented in the area at the moment and these need to be 
maintained or increased; they are key assets to the area 

• No development between Copperwheat and Playing Fields, please; Seconded (two responses) 



• Our local general store, Barbrooks, is a wonderful asset especially to those without access to 
transport 

• I feel the above are crucial to the integrity of the area 

• All green spaces need protection, especially Reydon Corner, Hen reedbeds, Reydon Wood 

• Reydon needs all its shops, health centre, pub and hall; Reydon needs a centre with café, shops, 
pub and cashpoint 

• Preserve Reydon Wood; seconded; thirded (three responses) 

• All the spaces and building listed under 3a and 3b should be protected and enhanced where 
there is an opportunity 

• Shops and services are essential to develop a village community and we need MORE of them, 
not less, eg a café; the general stores, health centre and Randolph are a minimum 

• 3a as far as possible preserve the natural area to the south of Halesworth Rd 

• Keep assets: Reydon Wood, Playing Fields, Reydon Corner, Hen Reed Beds, land around St Felix 
School, shops (Barbrooks), Sole Bay Health Care & pharmacy 

• All assets & green spaces should be protected 

• Barbrooks 

• 3d Hopkins Homes are a good example – use Green Lane to its full potential 

• Rec activity area, Reydon Corner, Children’s play area, reed beds and Reydon Wood, the bottoms 
to Reydon Corner – see post it 

• 3b All are important 

• 3c Preserving natural areas already present is most important 

• 3a/3b All these assets should be retained.  Not sure about 3d. 

• 3a Rec plus allotments, Reydon Corner, Hen Reed beds, Reydon Wood.   

• 3b Boydens, Barbrooks, Health Centre, Pavilion, Village Hall 

• We do not want a massive housing estate on Copperwheat Area.  The exit (access) is dangerous 

• 3a All are important to retain/protect.   

• 3b All buildings listed are important 

• All listed are important green spaces which are also used.  All buildings and services provide a 
huge community benefit and should be preserved 

• 3a: Protect Hen Reedbeds and Reydon Corner, especially the poplars 

• 3b: Barbrooks, Boydens and Randolph Hotel 

• 3d: All should include natural green spaces 

• 3a; not all of these are in Reydon 

• 3b: all are needed 

• 3c: the encouragement of natural meadows 

• 3a: all need to be kept 

• 3c: no more green spaces needed 

• 3a: All are vital: the proposed gravel pit is a particular threat  

• 3a: Rec, Playing fields, Reydon Corner, Hen reedbeds and Reydon Wood 

• 3b: shops, village hall 

• 3c: Potters Bridge and Reydon Smere 

• 3a: All of these need protecting 

• 3b All buildings and services 

• 3a: All green spaces listed should be protected in particular Reydon Corner and Jubilee Green 

• 3B: All should be protected but in particular the Health Centre, Randoph and village hall 

• 3a: Add St Felix playing fields – AONB 

• 3a: All are precious 

• 3b: All are vital 

• 3c: we are fortunate to be surrounded by valuable green space – preserving this should be a 
priority 



• 3a: All these spaces should be kept 

• 3b: keep all 

• 3a Yes to all 

• 3b: Yes to all buildings and services 

• 3b: all the listed services are vital to keeping our village alive 

• 3a: All of them 

• 3b: All of them 

• 3c: developments should include playspace for children but all the above are crucial to the 
village 

• All developments should include safe areas for young children to play – look at the Crescents 
layout which encourages good naighbourliness, community and safe play 

 
Analysis 
 
Overall, there was strong support for protecting all community assets and green spaces. There was also a 
view that all built areas of the village should include green areas and play areas, or at least be in reach of 
these. 
GREEN SPACES 
It was pointed out that not all those listed are in Reydon (Hen Reedbeds and part of Reydon Wood, but 
protecting all those listed was strongly supported. Suggested additions were St Felix Playing Fields, 
Bridgefoot Marsh, Pottersbridge Marshes and Reydon Common. 
COMMUNITY ASSETS 
All who commented supported the aim of protecting those listed above. An suggested was St Margaret’s 
Church. Several responses called for a village centre with more facilities such as a café and there was a plea 
for a public toilet. 
 
KEY ISSUE 4: FLOOD RISKS AND EROSION 
 
Questions: 
Key areas of Reydon are at risk from the sea (farmland and property at Easton Bavents and, in the longer 
term, property around Bridge Foot Corner) and from storm surge flooding along the Blyth Estuary.  
 
4a. Should we support the policies which offer help with planning permission for the relocation of 
properties under threat at Easton Bavents?  
 
4b. Should we identify and support the new protection may be needed in the long term for the Bridge 
Road area of the village? 
 
The Blyth Estuary Partnership is developing a strategy to maintain the estuary and protect the surrounding 
land from flooding. This will involve raising the river walls (mud banks) along the length of the estuary, the 
cost of which will fall onto local landowners and the local authorities.  
4c. Should we support raising of the river walls and possibly allow modest development on farmland to 
support the cost of doing so? 
 
Responses: 
 

• We need to work closely with the Environment Agency to ensure accurate and fair modelling; their 
current zones may need to be reviewed. Properties considered to be in flood zones can be denied 
insurance 

• Maintain structures; update models to predict risk areas and therefore spend wisely to reduce risk 

• Efforts should be made to reduce the risks of flooding but there needs to be close liaison between 
the Parish Council and the Environment Agency 



• 4a: No – properties purchased with the risks known; No, those properties were sold extremely 
cheap, knowing they would fall into the sea; No; Yes please (four responses – the last from someone 
affected!) 

• 4b: Yes; Yes (two responses) 

• 4c: No; No; Modest development on farmland would be good (three responses) 

• Agree with all tenets; Modest can mean something different to developers so a strict plan needs to 
be agreed with the Council (Waveney?). We come from an area where extensive development has 
occurred on river flood plains on pylon supported housing with major ‘on-flooding’ issues – so 
BEWARE 

• Strategy for protection of key areas from flood risk is very important but must be done in a sensitive 
way not to detract from existing character 

• Rising sea levels are inevitable and we have to recognise that a combination of defences and 
sacrifice are needed. The harbour and estuary must be protected 

• Agree to raising the Blyth Estuary river walls, but allowing MODEST development to pay for it??? 
Who defines? 

• Yes to all questions but, as ever, public opinion and knowledge about flood risks needs more 
ventilation 

• No modest development. Why spoil the countryside yet again? 

• Maintain the dykes on Bridgefoot Marshes and Reydon Common – ie regular monitoring and 
dredging. This would greatly help the local drainage. Residents adjacent to such dykes need to 
realise their significance 

• Care needs to be taken when building the walls – flood water needs to go somewhere and 
restrictions lead to more flooding upstream 

• MODEST development on farmland would be acceptable but only to support protection of Blyth 
Estuary  

• Support protection of Blyth Estuary and raise walls and river banks 

• Do not agree with building on farmland and green areas 

• 4a No 

• 4b Yes 

• 4c No 

• 4a Yes, for permanent residents only 

• 4b Yes 

• 4c Yes, must protect river banks to preserve the harbour 

• Southwold (Town) Council should be working with Reydon re flooding protection 

• 4a No, not necessary 

• 4b Yes 

• 4c Yes 

• 4a Yes 

• 4c Yes, I support the raising of river walls 

• 4a Yes, if they are long standing owners or tenants, not speculators – this was discussed previously 

• 4a Permanent, long term residents should be helped not speculators or developers 

• 4b yes 

• 4c No, money should be raised by other means than developers 

• 4a Put in suitable locations only if permanent residents 

• 4b Yes 

• 4a Vulnerable people should be supported 

• 4c Yes, we need local protection.  Solutions should be environmentally sympathetic   

• 4b: Identify and support new protection 

• Hold the line at Easton Bavents to prevent flooding at Mights Bridge and marshes 

• 4b and 4c: yes 



• Erosion at Easton Bavents continues and no measures taken to prevent it while new defences in 
Southwold seem to speed up erosion at Easton; work here is urgently needed to prevent further loss 

• 4b: Yes, definitely support 

• 4c: Should raise sea walls – but, building property liable to flooding??!! 

• 4c, 4a: Yes 

• 4c: most important or EA?? 

• Raising the walls should be done but not at the cost to landowners 

• 4a: People who bought properties at Easton Bavents in the last 35 years knew the cliff was 
disappearing; properties were cheap because of that – market forces 

• 4b: we may well need some extra protection for the area of Bridge Road but it would need fairly 
extensive work possibly involving Southwold    

Analysis 
 
SUPPORT FOR RELOCATION FROM EASTON BAVENTS 
The majority (12) agreed that support should be given but 6 disagreed. Typical yes comments were: “for 
permanent residents only...not speculators or developers."  
A typical no comment "people who bought properties at Easton Bavents in last 35 years knew the cliff was 
disappearing: properties were cheap because of that."  
 
FLOOD PROTECTION FOR BRIDGE ROAD AREA 
The great majority (12) agreed and a typical comment was: "Hold the line at Easton Bavents to prevent 
flooding at Mights Bridge and the marshes.... it would extensive work involving Southwold."  
 
DEVELOPMENT ON FARMLAND TO FUND BLYTH FLOOD PROTECTION 
Most identified responses (8) agreed but 5 did not. A number of those agreeing qualified their comment by 
stating that care needs to be taken when building the walls-- flood water needs to go somewhere and 
restrictions could lead to more flooding upstream...raising the walls should be done but not at the cost to 
landowners”.  A typical "no" response is "do not agree with building on farmland and green areas." 
 
KEY ISSUE 5: INFRASTRUCTURE NEEDS (SEWAGE, DRAINAGE, ROADS AND PARKING) 
 
Questions: 
 
New development in the village must be supported by adequate infrastructure and we know that our 
residents have concerns systems which are already at or beyond their limit. 
 
5a. Where do you see issues that need to be addressed with sewage, drainage, roads or parking?  

o Please be a specific as possible in any answers to this question – the Parish Council will pursue 
these where it can even if they are not issues which the Neighbourhood Plan can address. 

5b. Do you have any ideas about the road access and parking provision required for any new 
developments in the village?  

o to ensure safe access onto main roads 
o to try to prevent parking which is unsafe or unsightly (parking on pavements or grass verges etc)? 

5c. Do you have concerns about places where the volume or speed of traffic poses a risk of pollution or 
safety for residents? 

o Please state where and what you feel are the risks 
 
Responses: 
 

• Safer biking provision; Yes please!! 

• Parking at the junction of Seaview and Lowestoft roads (near Barbrooks) is limited. People often 
park on double yellow lines, obstructing visual access. Dangerous. 



• Sewage infrastructure inadequate in Covert Road – often blocks. And water across road at Bottom 
of Covert Road 

• Turning into Jermyn’s Road from Covert Road is difficult and often dangerous due to parked cars on 
the corner -just into Jermyn’s Road 

• 5 roads converging after new development at St Felix coming from St George’s Square. Keens Lane 
is really difficult and dangerous to exit from. Hopefully Highways will recognise the danger at this 
junction (2 responses connected) 

• You try pushing a pushchair out of Keens Lane!!! 

• We must prevent the Southwold problem of cars parked on all the roads and pavements. This 
requires adequate off-road parking for all new developments and car parks for visitors 

• Before any development, services (ie sewage, water etc) must be assessed and improved to present 
day standards 

• Southwold parking problems are slowly coming to Southwold, so assess and act pre- development 

• Need for a public toilet; other towns and villages have one. This should be part of the plan to start 
with 

• Heavy road traffic in Covert Road opp Nicholas Drive and around the junctions of Lowestoft Road, 
Halesworth Road, Wangford Road  

• Local sewerage infrastructure cannot cope with existing demand – further development would 
appear unsustainable without investment 

• Parking in the summer for the day is now creeping up Covert road. This will cause a dangerous 
squeeze on the road like Lowestoft and Jermyn’s Road 

• What will the sewage plant in Southwold do for upgrading to cope with the extra houses planned? Is 
an upgrade planned? 

• Current sewage system struggles, particularly in the summer. This needs to be addressed before any 
new building takes place 

• Traffic on southern end of Lowestoft Road is uncontrolled and potentially lethal to drivers and 
walkers entering and leaving Oaklands House 

• 5c: A safety crossing on Halesworth Road near Reydon Corner, near bus stop: islands? Zebra? 

• There are still road safety concerns where vehicles park on the double yellow lines outside Barbrooks 
making visibility poor for those leaving or entering Seaview Road 

• Pedestrian crossing of some kind on Halesworth Road near to Lowestoft Road junction 

• 5b: ensure safe access onto roads 

• 5a: drainage of new developments should be considered 

• 5a: Lowestoft Rd parking an issue 

• 5c Lowestoft Rd speeds need controlling 

• No parking on Green Lane up to Wangford Road or either end of Jermyns Rd 

• Flooding: attention to continual flooding of Reydon to Wrentham Road is essential, especially 
Potters Bridge area 

• Sewage must keep pace with mooted developments 

• If St Felix goes ahead, need a roundabout by Keen’s Lane and Halesworth Road 

• Should consider traffic calming measures in anmd out of our village; Halesworth Road is bad for 
speeding cars 

• Parking outside Boydens creates a hazard for traffic turning in from Covert Road  

• 5a: Parking laws should be enforced, especially when dangerous; parking on cycle paths should also 
be banned 

• 5b: The proposed development at St Felix needs to have safe access to A1095 

• 5a: I am concerned about Lakeside Park Drive; road is cracking badly 

• 5c: Halesworth Road traffic is increasing to the extent that it can be difficult to cross from Lakeside 
Park – on occasions difficult for older residents to cross to bus stop 

• 5a: Sewage is a key priority – particularly in the summer 

• 5b: Safe access should be a given 



• Sewage odours fairly frequent east of Lowestoft Road at end of Hurn Crag Road; if more houses are 
built this facility needs urgent renewal 

• Insufficient sewage facilities to cope with more housing 

• 5a: Sewage stinks at times so needs addressing 

• 5b: Safe access to main roads is essential and can be difficult in summer as is parking 

• Parking on pavements and verges should be discouraged 

• Traffic speed in Halesworth and Lowestoft roads is a real safety issue, especially when turning night 

• Problems with sewage in Covert Road, also Wangford Raod and Gorse Road areas need to be 
addressed before we get more overloading from the new builds 

• Access from Copperwheat Ave to Wangford road is quite dangerous; the  speed of traffic and low 
sunlight are factors to be considered  

• 5b: try to prevent parking that is unsafe 

• Sewage is a key issue if more houses are built 

• Need safe cycle routes especially Lowestoft Road and Wangford Road and junction of Halesworth 
road 

 
Analysis 
 
SEWERAGE AND DRAINAGE 
Sewage problems from blockage to inadequate foul water flows are noted in Covert Road, Wangford and 
Gorse Road areas. The main surface water problem is at the bottom of Covert road by Nicholas Drive 
junction. 
There are many comments referring to foul smells emanating from the Sewage treatment plant in Blyth 
Road and inadequate flows from Reydon with concern that these problems will be exacerbated by the 
housing developments at St Felix , Copperwheat  Avenue and Green Lane. 
The proposed Copperwheat Avenue development, and that at St Felix, will put further pressure on the 
sewerage system and respondents are concerned that adequate investment is made by the developers 
 
ROADS AND PARKING 
There are many comments on parking of cars and lorries in the vicinity of both Reydon shops causing 
difficulties with egress from adjoining roads, Seaview Road next to Barbooks and Mount Pleasant outside 
Boydens Store. Single Yellow lines may assist and limited restricted time parking in close proximity along 
Lowestoft Road, but policing these options would be difficult.  
Obstruction by parked cars in Jermyns Road close to Wangford Road and Green Lane near to Wangford 
Road were also noted although Green Lane will be eased by the  car park at the new Pavilion at times of 
football etc. 
 
TRAFFIC 
Several concerns were expressed with traffic volume and speed. Most identified Halesworth Road, with 
others reporting concerns about Wangford and Lowestoft Roads, particularly difficulties in crossing of the 
roads, turning right against traffic flow and access onto the main roads. 
If St Felix development is approved a roundabout at Keens lane junction would serve to calm the speed on 
Halesworth Road. The development of Copperwheat Avenue requires the site to accessed from 
Copperwheat Avenue and The Crescents. Suffolk County Council as the Highway Authority have identified a 
need for improvements to The Crescents as well as a pedestrian crossing of Wangford Road. A comment 
mentioned difficulty with egress from Copperwheat Avenue onto Wangford Road because of visibility and 
speed of traffic. 
The junction at Reydon Corner is mentioned as requiring both traffic and pedestrian improvement. 
 
   



 
 
KEY ISSUE 6: DESIGN PRINCIPLES FOR THE VILLAGE 
 
Questions: 
To date, Reydon has been developed without much thought to the design or the look and feel of the built 
environment in which we live – so Victorian almshouses and older cottages are surrounded by bungalows 
and houses which could be found in almost any town across the nation. In any new development, we have 
the chance to try and create a built environment that reflects some of the unique aspects of Reydon and its 
setting. 
 
6a. Are there any buildings in the village which you consider particularly suited to the village and the 
countryside around it?  

o Please be specific and say what features you like (such as shape, style, choice of materials and 
colours etc) which could be encouraged in new buildings. 

o Are there examples of newer houses in the village which you feel add to variety but also fit in with 
the surrounding environment? Again, please be specific in your answer and say what features you 
feel are most important. 

 
6b. Do you have any views about how the edges of any new developments should relate to their setting 
against the open countryside?  

o Should we promote the use of tress and hedging to screen developments when viewed from the 
countryside?  

o Should we encourage a more ragged edge so that countryside features reach into new 
developments and link up with any open spaces? 

o Should we ensure wildlife corridors? 
 
6c. Do you think there are places where we could create a more welcoming entrance to the village? 

o Please say where and what you would like to see done 
  
Responses: 
 

• Make the development of houses in Reydon more cohesive and reflecting the traditional qualities of 
housing in Suffolk. I do not mean pastiche but a set of guidelines that leaves a legacy of good design 
not like every other ‘developed’ town in the UK. It doesn’t have to cost more – look at our near 
neighbours the Dutch and their attitude to good contemporary design at all levels of affordable, 
market cost and rental housing 

• We object to St Felix site; me too, and me, me too, I agree (five responses) 

• Don’t be afraid to allow “modern” designs 

• OK to have a diversity of styles to meet different needs 

• Maybe a welcome to Reydon sign near the entrance to the village? 

• Welcome signs at both entrances to the village (Halesworth and Lowestoft Road) – what about 
Wangford Road??? (POH addition!) 

• Any new housing would have to consider the pre-existing houses as well (response to Q 6b) 

• 6b – Yes, yes, yes to tree-scaping - and wild flower areas? Design should reflect locality but don’t 
discount all modern; there have been some very clever and appropriate new builds 

• Any new building should be in keeping with the present buildings/houses 

• Variety of styles and materials really are important to maintain an interesting and varied village. 
We should not allow a development of similar box houses 

• The new vicarage is a good example of a modern design which fits in and adds to the character of 
the village 



• The use of colour is very poor in UK buildings compared with Europe/Scandanavia/Iceland. We 
should encourage a brighter and more colourful village 

• Not 3 storey properties which overlook existing properties 

• No large estates and not dull boxes as Reydon has a lovely mix of styles  

• A variety of housing and contemporary design in keeping with scale and character of existing 

• Any new sites should insist on one parking space per bedroom of property ie 4 bedrooms = 4 parking 
spaces to be provided 

• Not like a giant housing estate 

• Mixture of large, medium and small houses in any development would create interest; also a mix of 
building materials, eg wood, brick, stone 

• Village can support a range of housing needs and styles. Diversity important to reflect the varied 
incomes of individual families/ages 

• Ensure new houses attractively designed and grouped while retaining privacy and home-practical 
internal layouts and with good aspects, prospects 

• Any development should include green spaces and trees; it should not be regimented and geometric 
but random and varied to create interest and variety 

• 6B: Let’s have small developments – “affordable”; no more ‘Hopkins Homes Estates’; we need no 
more ‘executive’ estates but an eclectic mix of housing so we get a mix of residents 

• 6b: Yes to trees and hedges and yes to “ragged edges” 

• 6b: Promote trees/hedges with the aim also to encourage/protect birds and other wildlife 

• 6b: promote trees and hedges 

• 6a: An eclectic look, which Reydon is – nothing obtrusive 

• 6b: Look at the village as it is and use what it has; most of what is suggested 

• 6c: from the development in Green Lane: continue this to the Church and unite the “old” village with 
the new on both sides of the road – a great entrance to our village 

• Diversity good; rural theme 

• 6a: St George’s Square a good example 

• 6b: wildlife corridors and sympathetic screening are valuable 

• 6c: preserve what we have 

• 6a: Don’t think it practical to control appearance of buildings as such a mish-mash already 

• 6b: endorse ideas for screening/ ragged edges/wildlife corridors 

• 6c: No 

• Homes aimed at families need to have a suitable size of garden for children 

• A mixture of different designs 

• 6a: I like the mixture of traditional and modern eco-houses in Reydon; no more multipurpose boxes 

• 6b: Screen with hedges and trees and wildlife corridors important 

• Diversity in design creates its own attraction – layout which is not unimaginative and leaves safe 
spaces to encourage children to play and neighbours to talk and share – ie leads to community  

• Sympathetic tree planting/hedging and fencing to soften lines of new developments 

• Reydon boundaries should remain in place 

• Wildlife must be protected 

• Wildlife corridors essential - spacing and green lanes 

• No plastic cladding 

• 6b Use trees/hedging and green open spaces 

• No plastic cladding! 

• Outlaw plastic cladding! 

• It is up to us to define the local design vernacular and create examples so we all know what it is 

• 6b I support all 3 bullet points 

• Blend new development into surrounding countryside – no gated developments or entrances.  (I 
suspect this writer has in mind the proposed ‘mitigation’ walk on St Felix – Pam) 



• Yes to wildlife corridors 

• Keep new buildings as sympathetic as possible to surrounds 

• 6a Area around 3 Marsh Lane, Gorse Lane, Gorse Rd, Lupin Close are a varied and quite attractive 
mix but this applies generally across the Village, with a good mixture 

• 6b Yes to all of it 

• 6c Approaching the Village is an attractive prospect.  Business Park does not detract too much 
 
Analysis 
 
STYLE OF HOUSING 
A number of respondents wanted to retain a variety of styles of housing in the village and expressed the 
view that design should meet the needs of the occupiers rather than any fixed template. However, there 
was also support for a design approach that reflects the countryside environment but did not rule out 
modern designs. There was some preference for a modest, unobtrusive approach to design of buildings. 
There was a significant view against more generic “box-style” designs and use of cheap materials.  
LAYOUT 
There was strong support for maintaining a green element in any new developments and extending those 
we already have. Wildlife corridors, green spaces and play areas within developed areas, screening and 
ragged edges to developments and retention of trees, were all seen as important. 
ENTRANCES TO THE VILLAGE 
Support was expressed for retaining or improving the appearance of the entrances to the village, including 
a dislike of the aspect created by the business park. 
 
ANYTHING ELSE? 
 
Question: 
 
Are there any other issues about building development which you think we should try to tackle in the 
Neighbourhood Plan? 

o Please say briefly what and why 
 
Responses: 
 

• The village needs to develop a centre to give it more of a chance to develop a community feel. 
Planned and thoughtful development is the key 

• (Paul Wilkinson) The “Pathfinder” victims need plots on which to self-build modest cottages 
(probably 4). Is any help available? 

• It would be good to have proper use of this Village hall like it used to be ie weddings, parties etc 

• The Green Lane site needs to be considered properly on its merits (Comment about the first draft 
Local Plan??) 

• The use of the internet is becoming increasingly critical to everyday life; the speed and reliability of 
the internet to the village must be improved. 

• Cycle paths around the village 

• Cycle paths, good walkways for pedestrians and dog-walkers and dog bin provision 

• Agree cycle path from here to Wangford and Wrentham to encourage the use of cycles and be safe 

• Joined up cycle paths and parking banned on them 

• Look at utilising empty buildings on the business park to encourage more small businesses – for 
example the never used work-live units  

• Encourage industry, etc and promote more local employment 

• Resolving infrastructure ad flooding problems essential before new building projects. 

• Pothole mending and re-siting of drains which are not in the correct alignment to operate properly 



• Thank you to the Committee and Volunteers for all their hard work and effort - SM. 

• Perhaps take over maintenance of unmade roads  

• Yes! The wish was expressed to be able to use the Village Hall to its full potential…. 

• All development should take into account the effect the layout of housing has on the community: 
are these safe places for children to play, is there access to neighbours without threatening their 
privacy consider what makes for Community 

• A real concern on the part of the local community to develop respect for their 
surroundings/community, eg not to drop litter.  Love of environment important to well-being.  (this 
is partly my interpretation of post it – but taking home your litter doesn’t seem to be taught 
anymore! Pam) 

• A village I was born in, do not spoil it with more huge estates: Field View and Copperwheat are good 
and big enough 

• New housing should have reasonable size gardens, suitable for children to play in   Development is 
currently too dense for village setting 

• Tackle proposed developments in unsuitable places, ie St Felix School!  Also new housing should 
have decent gardens for children 

 
Analysis 
 
There is no collective single issue here. From what we have here it is reasonable to conclude that most of 
the key issues of concern to participants are covered elsewhere in the responses. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
APPENDIX 6 

Reydon Local Housing Survey Dec 2016 
 

1. Summary and Analysis 
 

A full village survey was carried in 2016 to determine the housing stock and  housing need in the 
village of Reydon on behalf of the Parish Council. 
A total of 597 responses were received, spread across 75 road names throughout the village 
89% of respondents own their home, 75% without mortgage. Of the remainder, most are Council 
or Housing Association, with just 3.5% being private lettings or tied to employment  
Correlation of responses to Questions 1,2 and 3 shows that larger, detached properties are 
invariably owner-occupied. Council and housing association properties are almost all of 3-
bedrooms or fewer, and none are detached. 
52 responses (9%) are from second-home owners. This is lower than the figure from the Village 
Plan Survey of 2014, which was 12%. A few responses indicated that this is a temporary state, 
e.g. preparing to move here permanently, or in the process of moving into care.  
30 (5%) say they have household members living there because they can’t find or afford their own 
accommodation, a total of 35 people.  
27 (4.5%) say that members of their household have moved out of Reydon because they can’t find 
accommodation here, a total of 39 people.  
56 (9.4%) say that members of their household will need accommodation within the next 5 years, 
a total of 81 people.  
The general sense of the responses, though, is that a majority of respondents favour the 
development of single or small groups of modest homes of a mixture of types and tenancy terms, 
preferably occupied full-time and accessible to local people, couples and families, and to those 
making a permanent home within the Reydon community. Additionally, that these homes should 
not subsequently be sold on for profit, nor as holiday lets or second homes left unoccupied for 
much or the year. 
One specific element stands out head and shoulders above all others, being mentioned in more 
than half of all responses that new developments should be of affordable homes.  
 
A copy of the Full Results of the Reydon Village Housing Survey is belw. 
 
Reydon Local Housing Survey Dec 2016 - Full Results 
 
A total of 597 responses were received, spread across 75 road names throughout the village (Question 9).  
Respondents showed a good spread of time of residency (Question 8), as follows: 

• 28% under 10 years 

• 23% 10 to 19 years 

• 15% 20 to 29 years 

• 10% 30 to 39 years 

• 6% 40 to 49 years 

• 8% 50 to 59 years 

• 10% 60 years or longer. 
This suggests that the responses received are from a balanced cross-section of the population and so are 
genuinely representative of the views of the community.   
 
89% of respondents own their home, 75% without mortgage. Of the remainder, most are Council or 
Housing Association, with just 3.5% being private lettings or tied to employment (Question 2). 
Correlation of responses to Questions 1,2 and 3 shows that larger, detached properties are invariably 
owner-occupied. Council and housing association properties are almost all of 3-bedrooms or fewer, and 
none are detached. 
 
52 responses (9%) are from second-home owners (Question 3a). This is lower than the figure from the 
Village Plan Survey, which was 12%. A few responses indicated that this is a temporary state, e.g. 
preparing to move here permanently, or in the process of moving into care.  



 
30 (5%) say they have household members living there because they can’t find or afford their own 
accommodation, a total of 35 people. (Question 4) 
 
27 (4.5%) say that members of their household have moved out of Reydon because they can’t find 
accommodation here, a total of 39 people. (Question 5) 
 
56 (9.4%) say that members of their household will need accommodation within the next 5 years , a total of 
81 people. (Question 6) 
 
Correlation of responses to Questions 4,5,and 6 with Questions 1,2 and 3 shows that  there is no type, size 
or tenure that stands out as an indicator of likelihood of housing need – that is to say, respondents to 
Questions 4,5,and 6 are from the range of tenures, types and sizes in very similar proportions to the 
response overall. 
 
Question 7 asked whether respondents’ current accommodation satisfies their needs. The vast majority of 
respondents (94%) indicated that their current housing does meet their needs.  
However, 35 respondents (6%) say it does not. 
The issues they raise are as follows:  

• 10 need a larger home    

• 9 need a bungalow   

• 6 need a smaller home   

• 3 need to be near to their family   

• 2 need adapted accommodation   

• 2 want to move away from Reydon (at least one of these to be near family)  

• 2 want or need improved bathroom/toilet facilities   

• 2 expect to lose their current home to erosion   

• 2 need to or foresee needing to move for financial reasons   

• 1 needs a smaller garden   

• 1 needs to move to full-time residential care   

• 1 needs a bedroom (currently in a bed-sit)  
Please note that some respondents indicated multiple needs, so the sum of these responses is actually 
greater than 35. 
   
There were 2 Questions numbered 9 on the Survey form; responses to the second of those have been 
recorded and dealt with here as Question 10.  
 
Question 10 asked as an open question, what sort of housing respondents think is needed in Reydon.   

• 22 (3.7%) said expressly that no further building is wanted 

• 65 (10.9%) gave no answer to this question. Whether this indicates they oppose further building, or 
simply that they have no opinion as to what type or tenure is needed, is open to interpretation.  

Even if all abstainers are taken as opponents of development, these would still constitute a small minority 
of the whole (14.6%). 
 
The remaining 510 (85.4%) offer a wide assortment of suggestions, from single word or very short answers 
(‘affordable’,  or ‘council, affordable for local people’), to much longer lists of types, sizes and tenures, by 
whom they should be occupied and how they should be passed on subsequently. 
Mining these answers for key terms gives the range of these suggestions and the relative frequency with 
which specific elements occur.  
 
However, it would be unwise to take these as absolute indications of favour or disfavour for each element; 
the impression one gets from reading all these answers is that most respondents tended to pick a few 
elements to give the sense of a response, rather than constructing a definitive list of the things they favour 
to the exclusion of all others. Of course, a few respondents did give very definitive descriptions of what they 
approve or disapprove.  
 
The general sense of the responses, though, is that a majority of respondents favour the development of 
single or small groups of modest homes of a mixture of types and tenancy terms, preferably occupied full-
time and accessible to local people, couples and families, and to those making a permanent home within 
the Reydon community. 



Additionally, that these homes should not subsequently be sold on for profit, nor as holiday lets or second 
homes left unoccupied for much or the year. 
 
One specific element stands out head and shoulders above all others, being mentioned in more than half of 
all responses:    

• 305 (51%) Affordable 
 
The other key elements that were mentioned quite frequently were Council (25.3%)  and Rented (22.4%) – 
but Ownership (18.3%) and Shared ownership (12.4%) also featured strongly. 
 
Here are the detailed figures:  
 
With regard to housing types: 

• 55 (9.2%) suggest a mixture of all types 

• 52 (8.7%) mention bungalows 

• 48 (8.0%) mention houses 

• 29 (4.9%) mention flats 

• 55 (9.2%) mention semi-detached 

• 46 (7.7%) mention terraced 

• 19 (3.2%) mention detached 

• 22 suggest sizes, in various combinations: 
o 7 say 1-bed 
o 15 say 2-bed  
o 13 say 3-bed  
o 4 say 4-bed  

 
 
 
With regard to tenure: 

• 39 (6.5%) suggest a mixture of all tenures 

• 151 (25.3%) mention Council 

• 134 (22.4%) mention rented 

• 109 (18.3%) mention ownership 

• 74 (12.4%) mention shared ownership 

• 21 (3.5%) mention Housing Association 
 
With regard to occupancy: 

• 45 (7.5%) want some restriction on second-home or holiday usage 

• 39 (6.5%) want homes for young people 

• 38 (6.4%) want preference for local people  

• 29 (4.9%) want properties for couples or families 

• 25 (4.2%) want starter homes or homes for first-time buyers 

• 7 (1.2%) want properties for single people 
 
(For clarification, the percentages given above are the % of all 597 responses received, not the percentage 
of respondents who gave an answer to this question) 
 
The final question (not numbered) asked about issues with flooding. 119 responses were received to this, 
although 28 of these were raising concerns about other infrastructure issues, and a few more were 
anecdotal, addressing non-specific concerns or historic or trivial issues. 
 
20 complain of sewage or foul water overflowing from combined drains, usually after heavy rain. This is 
primarily in the central area, along a line from Green Lane - Windsor Road – Churchill Road – Covert road 
and on down to Hillside Road. The  volume and nature of these responses indicates that this is still a 
serious problem which merits action.  
 
68 of the responses (11.4% of all responses) relate to the flooding of roads by surface water after heavy 
rain. Places most frequently mentioned are:  

• Wangford Road (15)  



• Covert Road / Churchill Road / Nicholas Drive /Jermyns Road . (14)  

• Green Lane / Green Lane Close / Windsor Road (7)  

• Halesworth Road / Keens Lane (5)  

• Nightingale Avenue / Shearwater Way (4)  

• Gorse Lane / Three Marsh Lane / Lakeside Park Drive (4) 

• Cox’s Lane (3)  

• Mount Pleasant (2)  

• Rissemere Lane East (2) 

• Non-specific / general (6)  

• Other locations getting single mentions are: 
o Reydon Corner 
o Old School Drive 
o Loftus Avenue 
o The Crescents 
o School Lane 
o Fairfield Road 

 
14 responses complain of the smell from drains or from the sewage processing plant. 
8 of these are from the lower end of the village, i.e. around or below Halesworth Road, and the remainder 
are evenly spread through the rest of the village.  
 
The 28 responses relating to other infrastructure issues break down as follows: 

• 10 complain of the condition of the footpaths, and lack of clearance of vegetation etc encroaching 
on the footpath and roads. Locations mentioned are Wangford Road, Cox’s Lane, Covert Road and 
Reydon Corner.     

• 6 complain of the volume, size and speed of traffic, especially through Cox’s Lane 

• 3 complain of poor water pressure, especially in the summer 

• 4 complain of poor mobile reception and/or broadband, and interruptions in service 

• 2 complain of  road subsidence, in Wangford Road and Lakeside Park Drive 

• Plus individual complaints of: 
o Poor street lighting at Reydon Corner 
o Youths misbehaving on the Primary School Grounds at night 
o Waste burning in Rissemere Lane East 
o Frequent power cuts in Lakeside Park Drive 
o Dog fouling in Hillfield Court 
o Drinking water tainted / smelly in Mallard Road  

 

(Again, please note that some responses mention more than one problem, so the total number of items 
mentioned exceeds the number of responses (28)) 
 

Around 15 respondents requested advice on housing issues and these were passed on to councillors in 
December for follow-up. 
 
(John Skinner, 8/1/2017) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2013  

150.000 225.000 
175.000 140.000 

380.000 290.000 

167.000 155.000 
215.000 352.000 
180.000 174.000 

575.000 180.000 

350.000 152.500 

380.000 367.000 

240.000        195.500  

290.000 248.000 

  176.000  167.500  
207.000 250.000 

195.000 108.000 
180.000 120.000 

182.000 224.000 

470.000 380.000 

387.000 226.000 

280.000        145.000  

240.000 499.500 
244.000 260.000 

167.500 450.000 

297.500 173.700 

185.000  

430.000  

  136.000   

430.000  

245.000  

 

2014  

350.000 340.000 

215.000 400.000 

249.000 285.000 

235.000 407.500 

       580.000  250.000 

250.000 177.000 

238.000 272.500 

230.000 165.000 
250.000 365.000 

186.000 200.000 

550.000 65.000 

265.000 370.000 

       119.000  176.000  

161.000 200.000 
275.000 330.000 

       183.500  215.000 

147.500 120.000 
133.000 155.000 

375.000 115.000 
240.000 225.000 

375.000 185.000 

500.000 123.000 

247.500 202.500 

195.000        190.000  

242.500 200.000 

332.500 350.000 

       183.500   

257.500  

Below 200k 

 

2015  

124.240 285.000 
166.250 286.000 
315.000 410.000 

197.000 250.000 
180.000 318.000 

346.000 525.000 

675.000 291.000 

200.000 300.000 

385.000 320.000 

460.000 210.000 

320.000        163.000  

390.000 310.000 

302.500        148.000  

230.000 285.000 
300.000 255.000 

238.000 172.500 

185.000 270.000 

155.000 395.000 
180.000 230.000 

240.000 150.000 

375.000 350.000 

  14.000   

270.000  

  22.000   

170.000  

223.000  

379.900  

  99.000   

 

2016  

245.000 315.000 

335.200 300.000 

246.000 204.000 

       175.000  375.000 

480.000 227.000 

       160.000  242.500 
260.000 231.000 

625.000 230.000 

270.000 185.000 
265.000 158.000 
135.000 320.000 

205.000 170.000 
430.000 362.500 

190.100 285.500 
197.500 379.000 

375.000 445.000 

  97.500  285.000 

260.000 293.000 
495.000 250.000 
230.000 235.000 

465.000 115.000 

275.000 128.500 
290.000 155.000 

255.000 205.000 

220.000 237.000 

425.000  

205.000  

265.000  

Above 500k 

 

2017  2018  

230.000 315.000 372,500   500,000  

250.000 467.000 375,000 306,000 
225.000 285.000 275,000 222,500 

258.500 495.000 155,000 310,000 

148.000 365.000 273,798 185,000 

203.000 120.000 369,950 250,000 

170.000 355.000 700,000 220,000 

290.000 223.000 447,500 400,000 

270.000 193.000 285,000   500,000  

188.800 365.000 405,000 220,000 

280.000 325.000 425,000 375,000 

327.500 320.000 380,000 405,000 

350.000 330.000 270,000 350,000 
       590.000  270.000 295,000   190,000  
366.000 300.000 320,000 210,000 

345.000 135.000 197,500 485,000 

250.000 199.500 280,000 235,000 

220.000 252.500 780,000 299,000 

240.000  305,000 340,000 

       155.000          122,500  260,000 
435.000  535,000  

282.750  410,000  

201.500  365,000  

475.000         500,000   

284.500  275,000  

265.000  395,000  

       135.000   340,000  

475.000  357,500  

 

% increase each year 
% increase on 2014 

 

-1.12% 
-1.12% 

 

5.49% 
4.31% 

 

1.96% 
6.36% 

 

5.75% 
12.48% 

 

19.37% 
34.26% 

 
From National Statics for East of Englan All dwellings 

2013 2014  

Q1 253,000 Q1 267,000 

Q2 252,000 Q2 277,000 

Q3 263,000 Q3 290,000 

Q4 265,000 Q4 285,000 

Average 258,000 280,000 

% increase each year 8.39% 
% increase on 2014 8.39% 

 

2017  2018 

Q1 326,000 Q1 338,000 

Q2 334,000 Q2 336,000 

Q3 343,000 Q3 343,000 

Q4 337,000 Q4  

 335,000  339,000 
 2.65%  1.11% 
 29.86%  31.30% 

 

1 bed 2 beds 

APPENDIX 7 
 

House prices of those sold in Reydon in last five years 
 

From www.rightmove.co.uk/house-prices/detail.html?country=england&locationIdentifier=REGION%5E20739&searchLocation=Reydon&referrer=landingPage     51 properties 

Average £ 255,622 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Note the surge in house prices during the Spring and Summer of 

years 2015, 2016, 2017 and 2018 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Current asking prices in Reydon 

 

-      £296,000 

-3 

 

54 properties  

Average £ 252,759 

 

49 Properties  

Average £ 266,641 

 

53 Properties  

Average £ 271,874 

 

46 Properties  48 Properti to 19/11/18 
Average £ 287,512 Average £ 343,203 

 

2015 

Q1 295,000 

Q2 295,000 

Q3 317,000 

Q4 317,000 
 306,000 
 9.39% 
 18.57% 

 

2016 

Q1 330,000 

Q2 310,000 

Q3 332,000 

Q4 333,000 
 326,000 
 6.69% 
 26.51% 

 

 Property type 

Houses 

 

3 beds 4 beds 

£467,000 £528,333 

-5 -3 

 

  5 beds  

£685,000 

-1 

 

https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/property/1-bedroom/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/property/2-bedrooms/reydon/
http://www.rightmove.co.uk/house-prices/detail.html?country=england&amp;locationIdentifier=REGION%5E20739&amp;searchLocation=Reydon&amp;referrer=landingPage
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/houses/2-bedrooms/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/houses/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/property/3-bedrooms/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/property/4-bedrooms/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/houses/3-bedrooms/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/houses/4-bedrooms/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/property/5-bedrooms/reydon/
https://www.zoopla.co.uk/for-sale/houses/5-bedrooms/reydon/


 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


