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All the parties who collaborated at the DS

EiP stage made presentations to the EbD. From

these the following key themes emerged:

* Sherford should constitute an exemplar
sustainable community

e Sherford should function as a gateway into
Plymouth

» Sherford should be seen as an urban exten
sion, not a stand-alone development and
should be able to accommodate growth be
yond 2016

e urban form should respect the natural to
pography of the site

e the development should accommodate a
sizeable element of communal open space
that would also serve a role in structurally
de ning an absolute eastern growth bound
ary for Plymouth

e Sherford should deliver a quality public
transport system, improving both local
connectivity and also routes to and from

Plymouth, all aimed at maximising non-car
use

e in association, early construction of a roads theme was strongly endorsed by the EbDFigure 2

link from Deep Lane to the A379 was reparticipants.

quired

Walkable Neighbourhood
(ODPM)

» Sherford should provide new and accessible consensus opinion was that the new cem
employment opportunities for existing andmunity at Sherford should embody the follow

future residents

e Sherford should deliver a range of aerd ¢
able housing opportunities

» facilities and opportunities at Sherford
should enhance, where possible, and cer
tainly not undermine existing communi
ties

e Sherford should deliver appropriate com e
munity facilities, including schools, shop
ping, leisure, cultural and health services.
ese should be well integrated within the o
development and delivered as early as pos
sible

Most of the key participants agreed that poli
cy and design principles should drive forward
a solution rather than considerations of land
ownership.

TPF promoted ‘walkable neighbourhoods’

as fundamental to the creation of sustainable
communities, where the majority of daily needs
are available within an approximate 400metre
walkable distance of every home. See Figure 2.

ing:

accessibility to most daily needs within 5
minutes (400 metres) walking distance of
each home

a compact pedestrian-friendly urban form
and street network, with its own ‘heart, pro
viding a focus for community life

a variety of dwelling types, prices and-ten
ures to accommodate a traditional mixed
community

properly mixed-use, including commercial
and employment uses that may be clustered
towards neighbourhood hearts but may not
be zoned in single-use car dependent-loca
tions

interconnected public streets, squares,
greens and parks providing continuous and
varied public realm, overlooked by build
ings providing natural surveillance from
those living and working inside

clear distinction between public and private
spaces, particularly within residential areas,
in order to facilitate the essential balance
between community and need for privacy



