Questionnaire Responses to Adel Neighbourhood Plan
Pre-Submission Document September 2016
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34 responses received from residents plus 2 from consultants representing

developers.
Responses from residents overwhelmingly agreed with the policies
Exceptions were:

Natural and Built Heritage - 2 disagreed because they opposed any
development opposite Adel Church

(  Housing Policy- 6 disagreed; 3 with H2: land South of Dunstarn lane. 1 with H3:

Housing mix. Others unspécific
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‘I Community Facilities and Green Space - 2 disagreed; 1 with CFGS3 & 6 ( ?
incorrectly ticked) and 1 unspecified

“L Retail & Business Policies - 2 disagreed; 1 unspecified, 1 disagreed with RB2
( hot food takeaways)

.+ Highways and Traffic — 3 disagreed with HT1 ( congestion) and 1 also disagreed
with HT3 ( improved cycling and pedestrian provision- arguing that these
should be much more pro-active) . | . A fte o, veyfo b d SNy
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Priority Projects were ranked:

1 Tree planting
2 £ Young people facilities
“{ # Regulated pedestrian crossing Church Lane/Otley Road

— & Creation & improvement of paths/cycleways to Golden Acre &

PaulsPond

V{S Childrens play area

6 More diverse leisure/recreation activities



7= 5Adel Business centre
=;3'idy up retail frontages

(p
.9 Secure bicycle parking

G
19 Nature trail
11 “Improvements to footpaths and key access points
“12  Public Transport improvements-East adel/Horsforth/airport

( NB a number of comments were made re the methodology of this part of the
questionnaire)



