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1. Introduction 

Titley Group Parish Council is preparing a Neighbourhood Development Plan for the area covered by 

the constituent parishes. A Neighbourhood Area was designated in July 2016 and a Steering Group 

was established to carry out the work.  

To help inform the Plan, a residents’ questionnaire survey was undertaken in July 2017 to seek views 

on a range of matters including housing, the economy, the local environment and community 

services.  The questionnaire took account of discussions and issues raised at two “drop in” events 

held at Staunton-on-Arrow and Titley in May 2017.      

This report sets out the results of the survey. The report:  

• Includes a summary of the main findings (section 2). 

• outlines the survey methodology, describes the overall response to the survey, and how the 

results have been presented in this report (section 3). 

• sets out on a question-by-question basis the response to the questionnaire, dealing with the 

following topics:  

o a vision for Titley Group of parishes - question 1  

o housing – questions 2 to 8 

o traffic, transport and access - questions 9 and 10 

o jobs and the local economy - questions 11 to 15 

o protecting our environment - questions 16 to 20  

o community services - questions 21 and 22 

o information provided about the respondents to the survey - questions 22 to 27. 

o have we missed anything? - a final chance to comment on anything not covered in the 

questions.   

A copy of the questionnaire is available separately.  

This report has been independently prepared for the Neighbourhood Development Plan Steering 

Group by Dr. D.J. Nicholson. 

 

September 2017  
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2. Summary of results 

The survey was undertaken in July 2017 and achieved a response rate of 61.4%.   

A Vision for Titley Group   

• Most responses were in agreement with the draft vision. 

• Comments on community stressed the need for affordable housing to meet local needs, linked 

to jobs and infrastructure such as broadband. 

• For the economy, a balance was needed between large-scale agri-business and the 

environment. 

• Protection and enhancement of the environment was sought, with sustainability considered 

as an over-arching requirement.  

Housing  

• The preference was for new housing to be provided as single dwellings, followed by smaller 

schemes each of several dwellings.  A larger development of more than 10 houses was not 

favoured.    

• Most respondents wanted to see new housing provided as 2 or 3 bedroom homes, rather than 

as larger houses. 

• Live/work and self-build new homes were supported, as were dwellings with high 

environmental standards. 

• Comments suggested various locations as suitable for new housing, as well as places where 

housing should not be built, notably Stagg Meadow at Titley.  Generally, the preference was 

for development to be directed to the existing villages of Titley and Staunton-on-Arrow.  

• A rural exception housing scheme was supported as a way of providing affordable housing. 

• In other comments, there was a recognition that more affordable housing was needed to help 

meet the needs of those young people and families who wished to stay in the area.         

Traffic, transport and access 

• Top priority for improvement was road, hedge, ditch and drain maintenance.  

• Road safety for all users was also an area for improvement, with support for schemes to 

“calm” traffic and reduce speed.   

• Comments emphasised issues around road maintenance, with many references to potholes.  

There were concerns also over traffic speeds and the use made of the rural roads by heavy 

goods vehicles, tractors and farm equipment.   

Jobs and the local economy 

• Favoured types of employment were agriculture and forestry, closely followed by tourism, 

leisure and crafts, reflecting the nature of the area.  Intensive livestock units and polytunnels 

were not favoured. 
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• In providing for jobs, replies supported broadband improvements, home working, live/work 

premises, extending existing businesses and converting rural buildings. 

• There was support for further provision for walkers and to a lesser extent for farm 

diversification, cyclists and horse riders. 

• Comments on employment generally supported small-scale, traditional enterprises such as 

woodworking, with larger-scale businesses such as intensive livestock units not favoured.  

Others referred to the role of agriculture in providing jobs. 

• Other comments sought to promote the local economy, to provide jobs for young people and 

to support small businesses.  

Protecting our environment 

• Almost all wanted to see traffic from new development to be compatible with local roads, to 

be in keeping with its surroundings and to avoid noise and light pollution.  

• The most important ways to protect the local environment were to protect the character of 

the landscape, followed by protecting local green spaces.  

• Many landscape and wildlife features and attributes were identified for protection, notably 

Wapley Hill, Flintsham and Titley Pools, Eywood Park, Stagg Meadow and Mowley Hill. 

• Solar panels, provision in new buildings and ground/air source heat pumps were favoured as 

acceptable ways of generating renewable energy over wind and solar farms, biomass and 

anaerobic digesters.   

• Comments generally re-iterated the opposition to larger-scale forms of energy generation.  

Community Services 

• Broadband was seen as the most important community service, followed by mobile phone 

reception and the village halls; the parish churches were the least important. 

• Comments on the need for additional leisure and recreational facilities referred to making 

best and wider use of the village halls, and to other forms of community provision, including 

the non-worship use of the churches.   A requirement for play facilities in various forms was 

also highlighted.   

• Others saw no need for additional facilities, reflecting the likely limited viability and the 

nearby existing provision in Kington and Presteigne.    

Information about you 

• Compared to 2011 Census data for the Neighbourhood Area, females were slightly over-

represented in responses.   

• Younger age groups up to and including the 25-44’s were under-represented in responses 

against the 2011 Census.  

• Most respondents had lived in the Area for 10 years or longer. 
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3. Survey method, response and presentation of results 

Method and response  

The Steering Group developed the questionnaire to give a basis for the further preparation of the 

Plan, taking account of issues raised at the two “drop in” events.  Key themes were identified for the 

survey around housing, including rural exception housing; traffic, transport and access; jobs and the 

local economy; the environment; and community services.  The questionnaire included a mix of 

open and closed questions on these topics.      

The questionnaire pack included a covering letter, ‘frequently asked questions’ explaining the 

background to the survey and to the Neighbourhood Plan process more generally, a map of the 

Neighbourhood Area, and the questionnaire.  Completion and return instructions were included as 

part of the questionnaire.        

A total of 350 copies of the questionnaire were hand-delivered by volunteers to households within 

the Area in July 2017.  All residents aged 16 and over were invited to participate in the survey.  

Completed questionnaires were hand-collected (with return visits being made as necessary) or could 

be returned by residents to their volunteer.  Overall, 221 completed questionnaires were collected 

or returned, a response rate of 61.4%.     

Presentation of the results 

This report analyses the responses to each of the questions.  A variety of open and closed questions 

were used in the questionnaire.  For the latter, the responses for each of the option categories are 

given, with percentages based on the number of completed questionnaires (221).  This aids 

comparison of results overall and across questions by utilising a consistent base.  Each table confirms 

the percentage base.  Percentages are rounded to whole numbers.  Table rows are presented in the 

same order as in the questions.  Note that respondents did not necessarily give answers to all the 

options which were available to them in the closed questions.      

The free-write comments given in response to the open questions have been summarised 

thematically to identify the key topics raised.  Since individual responses may raise more than one 

topic, the total number of comments made to an open question may exceed the number of 

respondents to that question.  A full set of all the comments made is also available (see separate 

Comment Listings report).  
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A Vision for Titley Group   

The draft vision was to provide for the future of the area by protecting and enhancing its essential 

qualities, features and facilities whilst allowing careful and limited change:   

• A home for thriving and distinct local communities, where the needs of all ages for housing 
and other local services are met;  

• A location which supports successful farming enterprises and other small businesses, 
providing local employment; and  

• A sustainable rural environment whose landscape, wildlife and historic heritage are 
protected and enhanced, providing an attractive and peaceful countryside for all to enjoy.  

 
Q1: Do you have any comments on this vision for the future of our parishes? This is your chance to 

tell us.  

 

• There were 91 responses to this free-write question (41% of all respondents). 

• Many responses were in agreement with the draft vision (this includes qualified support 

raising issues referred to below). 

• Comments on community aspects focussed on housing to meet local needs, including for 

affordable homes, linked to job opportunities: “there needs to be a particular focus on 

encouraging young people with local employment to be able to live in the area”.  

Infrastructure of all kinds - broadband, transport, health, local services - should be made 

available to support new development.    

• On economy, several comments suggested there was a conflict between supporting larger-

scale agribusiness and protecting the environment: “faming and businesses should only be 

supported if it can be shown to be environmentally sustainable”.  

• Comments on the environment supported its overall protection and enhancement, with new 

development in keeping with local character.  There were suggestions that sustainability 

should form an over-arching separate point, to include reference to balancing competing 

economic and environmental interests.    

24
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Housing 

Q2: How would you prefer to see new homes provided? Please tick one box in each row.  

 Yes No 
 

No opinion 

As individual houses on “infill” 
plots between existing dwellings 
  

175 79% 16 7% 17 8% 

On smaller sites in or adjacent to 
existing homes, each for several 
new dwellings 

123 56% 62 28% 12 5% 

As a larger development of more 
than 10 new houses – this could 
include some affordable housing 

43 19% 146 66% 10 5% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 215 respondents (97%). 

• The most favoured option was for individual new homes to be provided on infill plots between 

existing dwellings (79% in support), with little opposition.  The development of several houses 

on a site close to existing dwellings was supported by 56%, but opposed by 28%.  

• Less popular was the option of a larger housing development of more than 10 new houses.  

The questionnaire explained that such a scheme could include some affordable housing, but 

66% of respondents were against such an approach and less than one-fifth, 19%, were in 

favour. 

 

  



 

 
Titley Group NDP · Questionnaire survey results 

 
8 

Q3: What type of new homes would you like to see? Please tick one box in each row.  

 Yes No 
 

No opinion 

Smaller homes (2 bedrooms) 
 

158 71% 24 11% 28 13% 

Family homes (3 bedrooms) 
 

184 83% 9 4% 19 9% 

Larger family homes (4 or more 
bedrooms) 

59 27% 115 52% 26 12% 

Adaptable or easy access homes, 
such as bungalows 

135 61% 31 14% 40 18% 

Supported/sheltered 
accommodation for older people 

107 48% 47 21% 43 19% 

Opportunities for self-build 
 

151 68% 26 12% 29 13% 

Live/work – homes with 
workshops 

153 69% 25 11% 26 12% 

Dwellings built to high 
environmental standards 

159 72% 15 7% 33 15% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 219 respondents (99%).   

• Most respondents favoured the provision of houses with 3 bedrooms (83%), with only limited 

numbers against this format (4%) and few with no opinion (9%). 

• Homes with 2 bedrooms were the next most-favoured size of new dwelling, being supported 

by 71% of respondents. 

• In notable contrast, larger homes of 4 or more bedrooms were supported by only 27%, with a 

majority being expressly opposed (52%).   

• Dwellings built to high environmental standards, to enable live/work or as self-build were all 

favoured by over two-thirds of respondents.  

• Homes designed to be adaptable or enabling easy access, such as bungalows, were favoured 

by 61% of respondents. 
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Q4: Are there any specific locations in or adjacent to the villages of Titley or Staunton-on-Arrow 

that you think are suitable for new homes? If so, where, and why? 

 

• There were 86 responses to this free-write question (39% of all respondents). 

• Comments in relation to Titley named a number of possible locations for new homes, 

including opposite the village hall, opposite the Stagg Inn, and Stagg Meadow.  There were 

five comments in respect of the latter – see also responses to Q5, below.  There was a view to 

“keep housing development in Titley where they have already been started”.  

• More limited potential was identified at Staunton-on-Arrow, with an emphasis on infill 

development.  

• Opportunities elsewhere included Broadford, Horseway Head, Stansbatch, Staunton Green, 

Nash and Flintsham.   

• Other comments generally expressed the view that new development should be linked to the 

villages rather than dispersed throughout the Area: “keep community together by not 

spreading out too much”; “new development in or around existing villages, hamlets rather 

than isolated pockets”; “no specific sites but in favour of extending the villages rather than 

using rural locations”.  

• Where development was to take place, in line with the responses to Q2 the preference was 

for “infill plots between current housing … in keeping”.  This would mean “mix the new with 

the old with some subtlety – not a housing estate, not all the same next to each other”.  
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Q5: Are there any specific locations where houses should not be built? If so, where, and why? 

 

• There were 106 responses to this free-write question (48% of all respondents). 

• Almost half of responses answered this question in general terms.  The main concern 

identified (11 comments) was that development should be linked to the existing villages, such 

as Titley and Staunton-on-Arrow: “new homes should be built within the boundaries of the 

existing village and not extend out into the countryside”, with more isolated development in 

the wider countryside avoided.  Loss of productive farmland, or new homes sited too close to 

existing agricultural operations, should also be avoided, whilst existing residential amenity and 

village character should be protected (both 7 comments).  There were also references to 

preserving the natural beauty of the countryside and to considering foul drainage, flood risk, 

highway capacity and landscape in locating new housing.  

• Stagg Meadow was identified as the principal location where houses should not be developed: 

“should never be built on as it is the ideal location for any celebration requiring space being 

close to the hall”; “location for annual Titley fete – important local community event”; “this 

area should be considered for a community village green”.  

• Other comments referred to Eywood Park/Lane, pointing to the significance of the registered 

historic park and garden and the limited capacity of the Lane.    

• For Staunton-on-Arrow, there were comments made on the lack of infrastructure to support 

more housing, which should be limited to infill and avoid locations close to the existing 

digester for amenity and safety reasons.   

• A number of other locations were identified where houses should not be built, including: land 

at Balance Farm, Horseway Head, near The Mound, Nash Quarry, Lower Mowley; and 

opposite the Stagg Inn.   
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Q6:  Would you support the provision of affordable housing through the development of a small 

site for rural exception housing, if this could be shown to be necessary to help meet local needs? 

Please tick one box. 

 

Yes, I would support a rural exception housing scheme  
 

155 70% 

No, I would not support such a proposal 
 

42 19% 

No opinion  
 

22 10% 

  
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 219 respondents (99%).   

• Questions 6 and 7 asked for views about rural exception housing, defined in the National 

Planning Policy Framework as follows: “Small sites used for affordable housing in perpetuity 

where sites would not normally be used for housing. Rural exception sites seek to address the 

needs of the local community by accommodating households who are either current residents 

or have an existing family or employment connection. Small numbers of market homes may 

be allowed at the local authority’s discretion, for example where essential to enable the 

delivery of affordable units without grant funding”.  

• A rural exception housing scheme would be supported by a clear majority of respondents 

(70%), with less than a fifth opposed (19%).  

Q7:  Would you support a rural exception housing scheme if it included a small number of houses for 

sale on the open market, to be viable?  Please tick one box. 

Yes, I would support including a small number of houses for sale on the 
open market, if needed to ensure the viability of the scheme 
 

127 57% 

No, I would not support a rural exception housing scheme on this basis 
 

70 32% 

No opinion  
 

19 9% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 216 respondents (98%).   

• The possibility of including some open market housing within a rural exception scheme, if 

necessary to ensure financial viability, shifted the balance of opinion.  A majority would still 

support a scheme on this basis (57%, down from 70% in Q6).  However, levels of opposition 

rose from 19% to 32%.     

• Similar levels of no opinion were expressed to Q6 and Q7.     
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Q8: Do you have any other comments on housing, including housing need?  This is your chance to 

tell us.  

 

• There were 85 responses to this free-write question (38% of all respondents). 

• Many comments expressed the view that “housing for local families – keeping young people 

and their children – is vital to keep our community alive.  We need to provide affordable 

accommodation”.  The emphasis should be on providing affordable homes to help meet the 

housing needs of the young, or those with young families, who live or were brought up in the 

villages and wished to stay.    

• The need to seek a better balance of provision, with smaller properties directed at local needs 

and the younger generation, underpinned such views as “the village does not need more 

retired people” and “every community needs a good ‘mix’ of people”.  Several respondents 

saw a need to curb short-term holiday lets or second homes.   

• There was a need to link new housing to services and infrastructure, particularly transport.  If 

this could not be achieved, the lack of local facilities and limited bus services would militate 

against significant new building.  Similarly, a lack of local employment would require travel to 

work outside the immediate area, typically by car.   

• There were a range of comments on the scale, form and specification of development.  New 

homes should be of a design, character and materials to fit in their context and the landscape: 

“Staunton-on-Arrow and Titley are small rural villages and new houses should be strictly 

limited and carefully sited and built to specifications that blend in with the existing dwellings – 

no lego or noddy homes”.  Homes should be provided as single infills or on small sites (of 2 or 

3 houses) within or close to the existing villages, rather than as large schemes; and with a 

preference for self-build and environmentally-friendly housing.   

• Other comments covered such issues as a role for the local authority in providing social rented 

housing, and for a Community Land Trust as a means of establishing community-led, 

affordable housing.   
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Traffic, transport and access 

Q9: How important to you are improvements to the following?  Please tick one box in each row.   

 Not 
important 

Fairly 
unimportant 

Fairly 
important 

Very 
important 

Road safety, for all users  
 

2 1% 3 1% 35 16% 174 79% 

Schemes to “calm” traffic 
including speed reduction 

13 6% 28 13% 65 29% 110 50% 

Facilities for walkers 
 

27 12% 32 14% 70 32% 82 37% 

Facilities for cyclists 
 

40 18% 30 14% 71 32% 75 34% 

Facilities for horse riders 
 

40 18% 42 19% 68 31% 68 31% 

Road maintenance  
 

1 1% 3 1% 20 9% 185 84% 

Maintenance of hedges, ditches 
and drains  

1 1% 0 - 51 23% 163 74% 

Footpath and bridleway 
maintenance 

11 5% 27 12% 76 34% 100 45% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 218 respondents (99%).   

• Improvements to road maintenance were sought by most respondents.  This option had the 

highest very important rating (84%) and a combined very/fairly important score of 93%.   

• The maintenance of hedges, ditches and drains was also ranked highly, with the highest 

combined very/fairly important score (97%).   

• In contrast, the upkeep of footpaths and bridleways was deemed less significant, being very 

important to under half of respondents. Some 12% thought this fairly unimportant. 

• Improvements to road safety for all users were rated highly.  This option had the second 

highest very important score (79%).  Reflecting this, interventions in the form of traffic 

calming schemes or speed reduction (usually associated with increasing safety) were seen as 

very or fairly important by over three-quarters of respondents.    

• Least important were improvements to facilities for walkers, cyclists and horse riders.  These 

options were generally very important to only around a third or less of respondents, and had 

the highest not important ratings of between 12 to 18%.   
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Q10: Do you have any other comments on traffic, transport and access?  This is your chance to tell 

us.  

 

• There were 106 responses to this free-write question (48% of all respondents). 

• Many comments were made on road maintenance, particularly on potholes where a theme 

was the need for permanent repairs rather than short-lived patching: “do the job right and 

you only have to do it once”.  Better maintenance would aid road safety and encourage 

walking and cycling. Other maintenance issues were cited around hedge trimming, including 

to ensure the visibility of road signs, and drain clearing.   

• There were many concerns over traffic speeds, which should be reduced through the 

introduction/adjustment of speed limits, or traffic calming measures.     

• References were made to issues associated with heavy goods vehicles, tractors and farm 

machinery.  These included damage to road surfaces, kerbs and drainage ditches, as well as 

concerns over speed: “tractors could do with slowing down, such large vehicles are 

intimidating on these lanes”.     

• Comments on walkers, cyclists and horse riders included suggestions on ways of promoting 

these modes, such as constructing footpaths, ensuring accessibility by better maintenance, 

and managing the speed of other traffic to address safety concerns. There were two 

suggestions to use disused railway lines in the area to provide safe pedestrian and cycle 

routes, away from the roads, so as to improve access, health and well-being.     

• The capacity of the highway network to accommodate extra traffic from new development 

was raised in some comments.  

• Comments on public transport pointed out its sparsity and that it was especially important to 

those without a car, disproportionately affecting the elderly and the young.  

•  Other comments sought: better signage, to aid road safety; alternatively, a reduction in 

signage; improvements to the Eywood Lane junction; and a bypass for Pembridge.    
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Jobs and the local economy 

Q11: What types of economic development should the Plan encourage? Please tick one box in 

each row.    

 Yes No 
 

No opinion 

Agriculture and farming-related 
 

176 80% 15 7% 22 10% 

Intensive livestock units / 
polytunnels 

28 13% 166 75% 24 11% 

Food and drink processing and 
production 

82 37% 81 37% 52 24% 

Forestry and related activities 
 

164 74% 22 10% 29 13% 

Livery and stabling 
 

122 55% 32 14% 55 25% 

Tourism, leisure and crafts 
 

154 70% 22 10% 33 15% 

Offices/small businesses 
 

133 60% 37 17% 35 16% 

Small-scale storage and 
distribution 

56 25% 98 44% 61 28% 

Light industry and manufacturing 
 

83 38% 96 43% 37 17% 

 

Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 219 respondents (99%).  

• The most favoured types of employment to be encouraged in the Plan were agriculture and 

forestry, closely followed by tourism, leisure and crafts.  This reflects the rural nature of the 

Area.  

• Over half of respondents also supported offices and small businesses, along with livery and 

stabling.  

• Opinion was more split in respect of food and drink processing and production, light industry 

and manufacturing, and storage and distribution.  For these types of employment, the 

numbers who were opposed either equalled or exceeded those in favour.    

• Intensive livestock units and polytunnels received the lowest level of support (13%), with 

three-quarters opposed.      
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Q12: How should the Plan provide for jobs and the local economy?  Please tick one box in each 

row.   

 Yes No 
 

No opinion 

Supporting the extension of 
existing businesses 

160 72% 18 8% 26 12% 

Supporting the conversion of 
rural buildings for business 

144 65% 41 19% 26 12% 

Encouraging home-working  
 

190 86% 10 5% 16 7% 

Supporting the development of 
live/work premises 

169 76% 12 5% 27 12% 

Supporting improvements to 
broadband 

193 87% 8 4% 8 4% 

Protecting employment sites 
from changes of use 

115 52% 32 14% 63 29% 

Identifying new land for small 
scale employment development 

108 49% 55 25% 48 22% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 216 respondents (98%).    

• Most thought that the Plan should support improvements to the provision of broadband, no 

doubt recognising its importance to business development generally (87% of respondents).   

• Other popular options in providing for the local economy were home-working (86%); 

live/work premises (76%); the extension of existing business premises (72%); and the 

conversion of rural buildings for business purposes (65%, although 19% were opposed).   

• There was less support for the protection of existing employment sites from changes of use 

(52%).  Least favoured was the identification of new employment land (49%, with 25% 

opposed).  Around a quarter of respondents had no opinion on both these options.   
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Q13: Would you like to see improved or additional provision of facilities for tourists? Please tick 

one box in each row.  

 Yes No 
 

No opinion 

Facilities for walkers e.g. more 
promotion of the Herefordshire 
and Mortimer Trails, local 
circular walks or better signed 
footpaths 

161 73% 20 9% 27 12% 

Facilities for cyclists 
 

114 52% 48 22% 44 20% 

Farm diversification schemes 
 

136 62% 18 8% 56 25% 

Facilities for horse riders 
 

113 51% 42 19% 56 25% 

Camping sites 
 

98 44% 72 33% 44 20% 

Use of property for short-term 
holiday letting 

109 49% 54 24% 38 17% 

 

Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 214 respondents (97%).  

• The clear favourite was for further provision for walkers – with 73% in support and relatively 

low levels of opposition or ‘no opinion’.  

• Farm diversification schemes and better facilities for horse riders and cyclists were supported 

by over half of respondents. However, a notable minority were opposed to further provision 

for cyclists (22%) or horse riders (19%).  This echoes replies to Q9, where improvements for 

cyclists and horse riders were seen as relatively less important.     

• Further short-term holiday lets, which would potentially reduce the local supply of housing 

whilst enabling tourism, would be supported by just under half of respondents but opposed 

by a quarter, reflecting some of the comments made to Q8.   

• The least favoured form of provision was for camping sites, with 44% in favour and the highest 

level of opposition (33%).   
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Q14: Are there any specific locations you think suitable for new, small scale employment 

development? If so, where, and why? 

 

• There were 35 responses to this free-write question (16% of all respondents). 

• This question attracted relatively little comment.  The majority of those who responded were 

unable to identify or suggest any suitable locations for further employment development.   

• The specific locations mentioned were: Nash (2); Eywood, vacant yard; dismantled railway at 

Rodd Hurst; The Rodd and Rodd Farm; and along the B4355 or B4362.  

• Some comments sought new provision to be limited to existing buildings, delivered through 

conversion or change. Others thought that small-scale developments would be acceptable, 

including in the form of a camp/caravan site or otherwise to support walking and cycling 

tourism.  

• There were several suggestions that new employment development should be directed out of 

the Neighbourhood Area, such as to Kington and Presteigne, where communications (roads 

and public transport) were better.   
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Q15: Do you have any other comments on jobs and the local economy? This is your chance to tell 

use.   

 

• There were 64 responses to this free-write question (29% of all respondents). 

• Comments on types of employment supported small-scale, traditional enterprises such as 

woodworking, willow weavers and blacksmiths. Larger-scale businesses such as intensive 

livestock units were not favoured: “chicken farms should be rejected if at all possible – very 

negative impact on surrounding housing”.  However, some pointed out that “agriculture 

needs more support as it is one of the biggest employers in rural areas”.  References were 

made to camping sites as undesirable larger-scale operations bringing noise and disruption.   

• The same number of comments (17) were made in respect of the need to promote the local 

economy, providing more jobs for younger people: “it is essential that people be allowed and 

encouraged to work in the local area where appropriate to help to maintain the local economy 

and to reduce the outflow of young people and stop the area becoming a “grey” ghetto”.  To 

help do this, “ensure existing local businesses are supported and can grow without having to 

relocate, so allowing reasonable … expansion.  Allow small businesses to establish and employ 

people”.   

• On transport and infrastructure, there were references to the need to avoid more heavy 

traffic on unsuitable roads, and to broadband improvements seen to be required to support 

the local economy and schools. 

• Other comments addressed a range of issues including: affordable housing for employees, 

business support, and protecting the peace and tranquillity of the area.    
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Protecting our environment 

Q16: Which of the following ways of ensuring that new development respects the environment 

are important to you?  Please tick one box in each row.  

 Not 
important 

Fairly 
unimportant 

Fairly 
important 

Very 
important 

New development to be in 
keeping with its surroundings  

1 1% 6 3% 40 18% 168 76% 

New development to make use 
of local materials 

9 4% 22 10% 83 38% 100 45% 

New development to exceed 
Government energy efficiency 
standards 

10 5% 27 12% 90 41% 84 38% 

New development to avoid noise 
and light pollution 

2 1% 7 3% 47 21% 159 72% 

New development to include 
provisions for wildlife   

6 3% 16 7% 50 23% 142 64% 

Traffic from new development to 
be compatible with the local 
roads 

3 1% 4 2% 22 10% 186 84% 

 
Percentage base = xxx (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 215 respondents (97%).   

• Almost all wanted to see traffic from new development to be compatible with local roads, 

with 94% of respondents regarding this as very or fairly important.  This option had the 

highest very important score at 84%.   

• Similar priority was given to new development being in keeping with its surroundings and to 

avoiding noise and light pollution - 94% and 93% of respondents respectively saw these as 

very or fairly important.  

• Making use of local materials, and including wildlife provisions, were very or fairly important 

to 83% and 87% respectively. 

• The least favoured option was for energy efficiency ratings to be sought in exceedance of 

current requirements; this option was very or fairly important to 79%, but very important to 

only 38%, the lowest such rating.  This option also had the highest scores for not important 

and fairly unimportant.  
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Q17: Which of the following ways of protecting and enhancing the local environment are 

important to you?  Please tick one box in each row.  

 Not 
important 

Fairly 
unimportant 

Fairly 
important 

Very 
important 

Protecting local green spaces  
 

1 1% 5 2% 41 19% 165 75% 

Protecting the character of the 
landscape  

0 - 2 1% 41 19% 170 77% 

Identifying landscape features 
for protection, such as woodland 
and copses   

2 1% 11 5% 39 18% 161 73% 

Identifying wildlife habitats for 
protection, such as ponds and 
traditional orchards 

3 1% 11 5% 33 15% 166 75% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 213 respondents (96%).  

• All the options canvassed were judged to be important, with little variation recorded, with 

scores of between 90% and 96% for the combined very and fairly important categories.   

• Protecting the character of the landscape was the most favoured.  This recorded the highest 

very important score at 77%; 96% of respondents found it to be very or fairly important.  

• Protecting local green spaces was the next most-favoured option, being very or fairly 

important to 94%.  

• Identifying landscape features and wildlife habitats for protection were very or fairly 

important to 91% and 90%.   
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Q18: If there are any local features, views or habitat areas that you think should be protected, 

please describe them below.  

  

• There were 86 responses to this free-write question (39% of all respondents).   

• Some respondents replied in general terms, referring to a wide range of landscape features 

and habitats as meriting protection: woodland, ancient trees, copses, hedgerows, ponds, 

meadow grassland and traditional orchards, as well as floodplains, watercourses and public 

footpaths.  Several respondents thought that “all aspects of landscape should be protected 

and preserved”, including all “open spaces” and “green spaces”.   

• Many comments referred to specific locations, sites and areas as meriting protection.  Those 

attracting five and above comments were:  

o Wapley Hill (20 comments) 

o Flintsham and Titley Pools, many referring to its SSSI status and value for nature 

conservation (18) 

o Eywood Park, reflecting its registered historic park and garden status (11)   

o Stagg Meadow (9) 

o Mowley Hill (8) 

o Staunton mound (5). 

• Several other comments referred to the need to protect local watercourses from the effects of 

agricultural run-off, linked to increased phosphate levels.  Others echoed this by calling for 

more emphasis to be placed on environmentally friendly farming practices and reduced 

pesticide use.       
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Q19: Which of the following ways of producing local renewable energy should the Plan 

encourage? These could be undertaken on a commercial basis, by private individuals, or operated 

as community projects.  Please tick one box in each row.  

 

 Yes No 
 

No opinion 

Requiring provision to be made 
in new buildings 

143 65% 22 10% 38 17% 

Individual wind turbines 
 

98 44% 82 37% 33 15% 

Wind farms 
 

41 19% 144 65% 19 9% 

Solar panels  
  

170 77% 16 7% 26 12% 

Solar farms 
 

57 26% 119 54% 29 13% 

Ground source heat pumps 
 

150 68% 18 8% 40 18% 

Air source heat pumps 
 

120 54% 23 10% 65 29% 

Biomass units 
 

60 27% 100 45% 48 22% 

Anaerobic digesters (using waste 
gas) 

56 25% 97 44% 57 26% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 216 respondents (98%).  

• The most favoured means of producing renewable energy was via solar panels (77% in 

favour), followed by provision in new buildings (65%), and ground and air source heat pumps 

(68% and 54% in favour respectively).    

• In contrast to the support for solar panels, just over a quarter of respondents favoured larger-

scale solar farms, with over half (54%) opposed.  This reflects the emphasis placed on 

protecting the character of the landscape in Q17.  

• Individual wind turbines were supported by 44% of respondents, although 37% were opposed.  

There was much less support for larger-scale wind farms (19%), with 65% opposed – the 

highest such score.  Again, this is in line with respondent views elsewhere on landscape 

protection.  

• Around a quarter of respondents supported biomass units and anaerobic digesters, but with 

notable levels of opposition (45% and 44%).   

  



 

 
Titley Group NDP · Questionnaire survey results 

 
24 

Q20: Do you have any other comments on the local environment? This is your opportunity to tell 

us your views on conserving and improving the local environment.  

  

• There were 71 responses to this free-write question (32% of all respondents).   

• Many of the comments on anaerobic digesters and biomass referred to the existing digester in 

Staunton-on-Arrow and its impacts in terms of noise, odour and associated traffic movements.  

A typical comment referred to “local nuisance (smells, noise, excessive mud on the roads as 

crops are harvested, road traffic safety is compromised by contractors driving the large trailer 

tractor combinations at inappropriate speeds on narrow roads)”.  

• Other comments on larger-scale means of producing renewable energy were also generally 

opposed, for instance to solar farms and wind turbines, with concerns over light pollution and 

landscape impacts.  Several comments stressed that medium or large-scale facilities should be 

to the benefit of the local community: “any plan for commercial energy production should 

benefit the local community by providing subsidised energy for all or public buildings”.  

• Other comments on renewable energy referred to:  

o Provision in new and existing buildings to be encouraged, but needs to be affordable  

o Affordable housing should not be hampered by renewable energy requirements 

o Promote energy conservation  

• Away from renewable energy, general comments on the local environment included:   

o Local maintenance of hedges, by farmers not contractors 

o Reduction in heavy haulage vehicles 

o Be more frugal - repair, re-use and recycle 

o Retain natural habitats 

o Protect the natural beauty, peace and character of the area 

o Improve management of surface water run-off from new development and farmland 

o Provide more local community facilities such as children’s play area on Stagg Meadow, 

or use of the churches for cultural events.   
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Community Services 

Q21: How important do you think the following facilities, services and amenities are in meeting 

the current and future needs of the local community?  Please tick one box in each row.  

 Not 
important 

Fairly 
unimportant 

Fairly 
important 

Very 
important 

Public transport  
  

6 3% 18 8% 62 28% 132 60% 

Local shop  
 

12 5% 25 11% 73 33% 105 48% 

Local pubs and cafes 
 

9 4% 17 8% 73 33% 113 51% 

Village halls 
 

0 - 9 4% 66 30% 141 64% 

Parish churches 
 

22 10% 30 14% 60 27% 102 46% 

Mobile phone reception 
 

5 2% 6 3% 36 16% 169 76% 

Broadband 
 

1 1% 3 1% 22 10% 189 86% 

Bus services 
 

6 3% 11 5% 60 27% 135 61% 

 
Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

• This question was answered by 218 respondents (99%).  

• Broadband was judged the most important of the services listed, being very or fairly important 

to almost all respondents (96%). It also recorded the highest very important score (86%).  

• Mobile phone reception and village halls followed this, with combined very/fairly important 

scores of 92% and 94% respectively.  No respondents thought village halls to be not 

important.  

• Public transport/bus services, local pubs and cafes, and a local shop had combined very and 

fairly important scores of between 81% and 88%.   

• The parish churches were seen as least important, with the lowest very important score (46%) 

and the highest scores in both the not important and fairly unimportant categories.    
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Q22: Do you think that more leisure and recreational facilities are needed?  Please tell us how and 

where this could be achieved.  Are there any other community services you would like to see 

provided, if possible?  

 

• There were 79 responses to this free-write question (36% of all respondents).   

• Most comments referred to the village halls and other forms of community use, including 

making wider (non-worship) use of the churches.  Many emphasised the need to cherish and 

make best use of the village halls: “Titley Village Hall is a perfect example of the way in which 

it can draw together the community – more facilities in villages to bring people together 

regularly”.  Uses referred to for the village halls were cinema facilities/Flix in the Sticks, 

workshops and courses, as a drop-in centre and occasional café/meeting place.  Other 

comments referred to the community use of private facilities, where this could be agreed; a 

walking club for the elderly; local community wheels; country club; community larder; and 

home care services provided by the third sector for the disabled and elderly.  An underlying 

theme was to promote a means of combating social isolation: “need somewhere where the 

older persons can meet up as most live on their own or [are] looking after [an] older person”. 

• Comments on recreation referred to walking and the better upkeep of footpaths; cycle paths; 

provision for football, tennis, basketball and cricket; a children’s play area/playground; gym; 

and village green.  Most often mentioned was a children’s play area (10 comments), such as 

next to Titley Village Hall.  

• A local shop and other forms of provision including banking, mobile library and post office 

services were sought in 14 comments. 

• A significant number of respondents (19) thought that no further provision was needed, just 

the preservation and maintenance of existing facilities particularly footpaths and cycle routes, 

referring to nearby Kington and Presteigne as having suitable provision.  

• Other comments reflected issues of viability: “although local services are important their long-

term viability is always going to be limited by the sparse and dispersed nature of the area’s 

population and the ease of travelling to services out of the area for many people.  The real 

problem is for non-car drivers”.    
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Information about you 

Q23: Are you male or female?  

 Male Female 
 

Questionnaire responses1  
 

108 49% 108 49% 

Census 2011 Titley Group, all usual residents2 

 

225 54% 195 46% 

 
1. Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

2. Percentage base = all usual residents aged 16 and over (420) 

• This question was answered by 216 respondents (98%).  

• Compared to the Census 2011 figures for all usual residents aged 16 and over (the target 

population for the survey), females were slightly over-represented in responses. 

 

Q24: How old are you? 

 16-17 18-24 25-44 45-64 65-84 85 and 
over 

Questionnaire 
responses1 

3 1% 10 5% 34 15% 96 43% 65 29% 7 3% 

Census 2011 
Titley Group, all 
usual residents2 

18 4% 30 7% 91 22% 172 41% 97 23% 12 3% 

 

1. Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

2. Percentage base = all usual residents aged 16 and over (420) 

• This question was answered by 215 respondents (97%).  

• The younger age groups up to and including 25-44 were under-represented in terms of level of 

response, compared against the Census distribution of population amongst these groups.  This 

was most notable with the 25-44 age group. 

• The 45-64 and 65-85 age groups were over-represented.   
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Q25: How long have you lived in the Titley Group of parishes?  

  

 

Q26: Which parish do you live in?  

 Questionnaire 
responses1  

 

Census 2011, all usual 
residents aged 16 and 
over2 

 

Titley 
 

86 39% 226 54% 

Rodd, Nash and Little Brampton 
 

14 6% 

Knill 
 

14 6% 

Staunton-on-Arrow 
 

101 46% 194 46% 

 
1. Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

2. Percentage base = all usual residents aged 16 and over (420). Note separate Census 2011 figures for Titley, Rodd, 

Nash and Little Brampton and Knill parishes not available.   

• This question was answered by 215 respondents (97%).  

• The pattern of responses closely matched the distribution of the population aged 16 and over 

as recorded in the Census 2011.  
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Q27: Employment status   

 Questionnaire 
responses1 

Census 2011, Titley 
Group, economic 

activity2 
 

Employed full-time  
 

46 21% 103 27% 

Employed part-time 
 

16 7% 41 11% 

Self-employed 
 

65 29% 104 27% 

Unemployed and available for work 
 

1 1% 9 2% 

In full-time education   
 

7 1% 8 2% 

Retired 
 

77 35% 71 19% 

Looking after home/family 
  

8 4% 19 5% 

Long-term sick/disabled 
 

7 3% 7 2% 

Other 
 

8 4% 4 1% 

 

1. Percentage base = 221 (all respondents) 

2. Percentage base = all usual residents aged 16 to 74 Census 2011 (381) 

• This question was answered by 215 respondents (97%).  Note the question allowed for more 

than one category per respondent to be selected.  
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Have we missed anything? 

There were 24 responses (11% of all respondents) to this free-write opportunity to address issues 

additional to those dealt with in the questionnaire.   

Respondents took this opportunity to expand on the various issues which had been broached in 

earlier questions and on their responses to them.    

• Encourage young people and families to live in area, with affordable rent or to buy housing, 

transport and jobs 

• Rural areas need same level of services as urban, including broadband for private and business 

users 

• Heavy farm traffic on unsuitable rural roads in Staunton-on-Arrow 

• “Modernisation, adding to our parish’s roots by encompassing it with technology, to create a 

parish that respects wildlife and tradition but is not afraid of the future”.  

• Lack of affordable homes and for local needs; supporting first home buyers, encouraging self-

build and live/work units 

• Villages are being exploited by new developments: “the character of our village is changing 

rather than being enhanced, the emphasis being on money making rather than on need or 

environmental sensitivity”.  

• Provide/expand education in tandem with new housing 

• Care in the community needed for older population 

• Affordable housing needs to be approached outside open market – see Community Land Trust 

• Keep the dark skies – no street lighting 

• Look at demographic change in the future and growing areas of need, age care, sheltered 

accommodation for independent but ageing population 

• Not informed about open meetings 

• Comprehensive questionnaire – well done 

• “Excellent questionnaire – thanks you for giving us the chance to voice our opinions and 

frustrations. I know it won’t be easy to meet everyone’s wishes – good luck”.  

• Thank you for undertaking the survey. 

 

 


