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1. [bookmark: _Toc353454860]Introduction

The Working Group of Bulmer Parish Council commissioned Pickersgill Consultancy & Planning Ltd (PCP) to conduct a survey of residents of the Parish to aid the development of a Neighbourhood Plan. 
This report summarises the results from the research and the main conclusions drawn.
2. [bookmark: _Toc353454862]Methodology 

A questionnaire was drawn up by members of the Working Group in consultation with PCP. The final version agreed is shown as Appendix One.
A letter from Bulmer Parish Council was distributed by members of the Working Group to all households in the Parish over the weekend of 29th - 30th October. The letter, shown as Appendix Two, explained the purpose of the research and the appointment of PCP as an independent research agency to ensure that all responses to the survey were treated in strict confidence. The letter included a link to the survey and residents over the age of 18 were invited to visit this link and to complete the questionnaire online before the deadline of 30th November. All adult residents within a household were encouraged to take part, to allow for the possibility that different members of a household may have different views on some of the topics raised. Unless otherwise, all percentages in the report are based on the 69 individuals completing and submitting a questionnaire.
A reminder letter was delivered to all households over the weekend of 18th – 19th November.
It was important to ensure that all 84 households in the Parish received a copy of the letter so that no-one could say that they had not had an opportunity to contribute their views. The list of addresses of all households in the village was drawn up by the Working Group.
A PCP FREEPHONE number was also provided in the letter:
· To help residents with any queries;
 
· To provide an option for them to complete the survey over the phone;
 
· To allow them to request a hard copy of the questionnaire to be mailed to them for self- completion and return by pre-paid post.  
Each address was assigned a random 3-digit number between 100 and 999. This number was included in the invitation letter and was required to start the survey. This ensured both anonymity of responses and also that only residents of the Parish could participate. It also allowed the number of responses per household to be tracked and so ensure that an excessive number of responses were not submitted from the same household. The numbers were allocated randomly so that a resident would not know which had been allocated to another household and so would not have been able to submit a response on their behalf.  

3. Executive Summary 

[bookmark: _Toc353454863]3.1 A good response to the survey was achieved, with 64% of all households in the Parish completing at least one questionnaire. This allows us to state with reasonable confidence that the results can be assumed to be representative of all households in the Parish.

3.2 Rather more disappointingly, however, the majority of households completed only one questionnaire. It is likely that those household members not completing a questionnaire believed that their views had been captured by the member who did, but this cannot of course be assumed.

3.3 The population of the Parish is rather elderly and almost three quarters of the respondents were aged 55 or over. Only 7% were aged under the age of 35. 78% of respondents had no children under 18 living with them on a permanent basis.

3.4 One quarter of respondents lived alone and most of the remainder lived with one other adult. The average size of household was 1.9 adults and 0.2 children.

3.5 Two thirds of the respondents were home owners. 29% rented their property.

3.6 All households taking part in the survey owned at least one vehicle. Probably reflecting the availability of a vehicle to them, respondents’ use of public transport was relatively limited. A more frequent bus service through the village would appear unlikely to increase greatly the frequency of use of this service. Only 10% of respondents stated that they would use the bus service ‘much more’ if it ran more frequently. 

3.7 The majority of respondents were long-term residents of the Parish, with 61% having lived there for at least 10 years. Very few have any definite intention to move from the Parish in the next 10 years. It is clear that the great majority of residents like the Parish the way it is and have very little appetite for more than minor changes.

3.8 The three aspects of living in Bulmer most likely to be picked out spontaneously for positive mention were the friendly community feel, its quietness and its location surrounded by countryside. All these aspects were mentioned spontaneously by around half of the respondents. 

3.9 The only dislikes about living in the Parish mentioned spontaneously by more than 10% of respondents were the lack of a village shop and the speeding vehicles through the village. Both these aspects were mentioned by 20% of respondents. 

3.10 When prompted with a list of aspects of living in Bulmer Parish and asked to rate each on a scale from ‘very good’ to ‘very poor’, satisfaction was very high. Three quarters or more of respondents rated as very good the attractiveness of the local countryside (96%), the amount of green space (86%), the size of the village (80%), the wildlife (77%) and the availability of local walks (75%).
3.11 The only aspects attracting significant numbers of ratings of ‘quite poor’ or ‘very poor’ were the facilities for children and those for adults. Of the 15 respondents with children in the household, only 7% rated the facilities for children as ‘very good’ and 27% as ‘quite good’, but 33% rated them ‘quite poor’ and another 33% as ‘very poor’. If the Parish is hoping to attract more families with children into the area, facilities would seem to be in need of improvement.

3.12 When respondents were presented with a list of possible changes, additions or improvements and asked which they would see as priority items, Speed Control Measures (rated a priority item by 51% of respondents), improved mobile phone connection (42%), maintenance and signage of footpaths (38%) and reduction in dog fouling (35%) were most likely to be selected.

3.13 Respondents generally favoured at most only limited development in the Parish. No respondent preferred more than a maximum of 20 additional houses. Indeed, a quarter (26%) preferred no additional houses at all and 77% wanted none or up to 10 at most. 
3.14 Over two thirds of those respondents prepared to consider at least some housing development would see either two bedroom starter homes or three bedroom family homes as appropriate. Single storey homes or bungalows would be seen as appropriate by almost half of them.

3.15 There was almost universal rejection of new homes not conforming to the style of the conservation area, but either conservation of existing buildings or new builds conforming to the style of the conservation would be approved by the great majority of those willing to consider some development.
3.16 The preferred site for any development would be either in-fill development where the opportunity allowed (73% favoured this option) or on the eastern edge of the village (53%). Development on the western edge or elsewhere was less favoured.
3.17 Respondents had strong views on the importance of many features if housing development were to take place. Around three quarters or more of all respondents rated as ‘very important’ sustainable drainage systems (84%), appropriate design / architecture (78%), adequate off-street parking (75%) and adequate access (e.g. no parking on sharp corners or narrow lanes) (74%). No more than 3% of respondents saw any of these four features as ‘not very’ or ‘not at all’ important.
3.18 The only features for any housing development seen as ‘not very’ or ‘not at all’ important by the majority of respondents were Commercial Development (78% felt this was ‘not very’ or ‘not at all’ important), Leisure Facilities (66%) and Allotments (64%).
3.19 Respondents expressed great concerns about many aspects of housing development in the Parish. Indeed, more than half of all respondents expressed ‘major’ concern with all but one of nine prompted statements provided to them. Aspects of greatest concern were excessive parking on roads (75% saw this as of major concern), loss of character, appearance or feel (74%) and speeding vehicles (70%). 
3.20 Over two fifths of respondents (41%) felt that there would be no benefits to housing development at all. The two benefits most likely to be mentioned (but by only around one fifth of all respondents) were that development would bring children to the village through affordable family homes and that it would broaden the spread of ages in the village.
3.21 29% of respondents claimed to know someone who would like to live in the Parish. Reasons why respondents felt that these people were unable to live in the Parish mostly centred on high house prices, high rental costs or the lack of Affordable Housing.
3.22 A strong majority (64%) favoured the allocation of some sites for Affordable Housing, but 26% strongly disagreed. As might be expected, most of those disagreeing were those preferring that there should be no development in the Parish.
3.23 12 of the 20 tenants completing the survey stated that they would like to buy a house in Bulmer. All these tenants stated that the high prices of houses in Bulmer Parish were preventing them from doing so. 

3.24 The village newsletter and word of mouth / grapevine were both rated ‘very useful’ as sources of community news and information by over 50% of those completing the survey and as ‘quite’ or ‘very’ useful by over 85%. Parish noticeboards were seen as ‘quite’ or ‘very’ useful by 87% of respondents and the Parish website and local newspapers by around half the respondents. Facebook, Twitter / X and local radio were less likely to be seen as useful.

3.25 An overwhelming majority (80% or more) of respondents felt that the landscape generally, trees / groups of trees, woodland, hedgerows, views and wildlife were ‘very important’ to the character of Bulmer Parish. Virtually all those who did not feel these features were ‘very important’ felt they were ‘quite important’. 



4. Detailed Findings 

4.1 Response Rate

A total of 69 responses were received from 54 different households. Thus 64% of the 84 households in the Parish completed at least one copy of the questionnaire. This can be seen as an encouraging response rate, allowing the views expressed to be put forward with reasonable confidence as representing the views of all households in the Parish.
Based on the answers given to a question in the survey, the 54 households completing a questionnaire contained 102 adult members. This implies that only 68% (69 out of 102) adults in these households completed a questionnaire and this is a rather more disappointing finding. It is likely that many of the households submitting only one response did so on the basis that their fellow resident(s) felt the same way, but this cannot of course be assumed.  
Assuming the same number of adults per household in households not completing the survey, it can be estimated that there are 159 adults living in the Parish. In that case, the response rate for individuals would be estimated at 43%. However, this is likely to be an underestimate as the calculation makes no allowance for empty houses. 
45 households and 58 individuals completed the survey online. 8 households and 10 individuals completed it on paper and 1 household, 1 individual completed it over the telephone.













4.2 Profile of Respondents
4.2.1 Age
The chart below shows the age distribution of respondents. Only 1% chose to answer ‘prefer not to say’ so a clear picture of the age profile can be seen. Almost three quarters of the respondents were aged 55 or over, reflecting the relatively elderly population of the Parish. Only 7% were aged under 35.
[image: ]

4.2.2 Gender
Slightly more responses were received from females than from males. The majority of households containing only one adult (69%) were occupied by a female. Amongst households with two or more adult members, half the responses were from males and half from females.
[image: ]
4.2.3 Number of Adults in Household
One quarter of respondents lived on their own and over half lived with one other adult. The average number of adults per household was 1.9. 
[image: ]
4.2.4 Presence of Children under Age of 18 in Household
Almost four fifths of respondents had no children aged under 18 living at the address on a permanent basis. 19% had one child under the age of 18 living with them and 3% had two. No respondents had more than two children living with them. 
The average number of children per household was therefore 0.2 and the average number of people (adults and children) was 2.1.
The chart below shows  the percentage of respondents with children of different ages living with them. 10% had a child aged 12-15 and 6% had one aged 4 and under.[image: ]




4.2.5 Time in Parish
The chart below shows that 61% of respondents have lived in the Parish for more than 10 years, so would be considered long-term residents. One third (32%) have lived in the Parish for five years or less.
[image: ]

82% of respondents said they would be “quite likely” or “very likely” to remain in the Parish for at least the next 10 years and most of the remainder answered ‘Don’t know’. Only 5% stated that they were ‘not very’ or ‘not at all’ likely to remain. 
[image: ]
4.2.6 Housing Tenure
Around two-thirds of respondents own their home, with most of the remainder occupying as tenants. This is a higher level of tenant occupancy than for Welburn, where only 13% of those responding to the survey rented from a housing association or private landlord. 
[image: ]

4.2.7 Vehicle Ownership
All respondents owned at least one vehicle and the majority owned two or more.
[image: ]

4.2.8 Use of Public Transport
Public transport is relatively little used by residents of Bulmer. 80% and 78% of respondents claimed to ‘rarely or never use’ the buses running through the village or the A64 Coastliner bus respectively. No respondents used the buses through the village more than once a month and only 3% used the Coastliner bus with that frequency. 
Trains from Malton were slightly more likely to be used by respondents but again most of those doing so used them less than once a month.  Three quarters of respondents (74%) ‘rarely or never’ used a taxi or mini cab.
Given the low level of usage of any of these forms of public transport, it is perhaps not surprising that all respondents owned at least one vehicle.  

[image: ]


4.2.9 Use of Bus Service if Frequency Increased
The majority of respondents (71%) said either that an increase in the frequency of the bus service through the village would not increase their usage or that they did not know whether it would. Only 10% said they would use the service ‘much more’ in these circumstances.[image: ]

The 20 residents saying they would use the local bus service more if it ran more frequently were asked how frequently it would have to run before they used it more. Six said it would have to run every hour or eight times a day, three said every two hours, three said four times a day and two said once a day. Four said an evening service was more important and two asked for a frequent weekend service. 


4.3 Attitudes to Living in Bulmer Parish
4.3.1 Spontaneous Likes and Dislikes
Respondents were asked separate unprompted questions about what they particularly liked and disliked about living in the Parish. The likes far outweighed the dislikes and it is clear that most residents are extremely happy with their choice of location. 
The three aspects of living in the Parish most likely to be picked out for positive mention were the friendly community feel, its quietness and its location surrounded by countryside (all these aspects were mentioned by around half of the respondents, with a further 26% stating that Bulmer was an attractive place to live).[image: ]
By contrast, 42% of respondents found nothing to dislike about living in the Parish. The only two dislikes mentioned by 10% or more of respondents were the lack of a village shop and the speeding traffic through the village; even these points were raised by only one fifth of all respondents. The lack of a pub was mentioned by 7% of respondents.
[image: ]
4.3.2 Prompted Ratings of Aspects of living in Bulmer Parish
Respondents were next presented with a prompted list of aspects of living in the Parish and asked to rate each on a scale from ‘very good’ to ‘very poor’. Again, it was very clear how satisfied the great majority of residents are with their choice of location. At least three quarters of respondents rated as ‘very good’ the attractiveness of the local countryside (96% rated it ‘very good’), the amount of green space (86%), the size of the village (80%), the wildlife (77%) and the availability of local walks (75%).
Many respondents did not feel able to comment on the access to schools, the church activities or the facilities for children. However, the 15 respondents with children in the household mostly rated access to schools as good (53% rated access as very good, 27% as quite good, only 13% as quite poor and 7% had no opinion).
Most of those who did not rate an aspect as ‘very good’ rated it as ‘quite good’ and the only aspects attracting significant ratings of ‘quite poor’ or ‘very poor’ were the facilities for children and those for adults. Of the 15 respondents with children in the household, only 7% rated the facilities for children as ‘very good’ and 27% as ‘quite good’, but 33% rated them as ‘quite poor’ and another 33% as ‘very poor’. If the Parish is hoping to attract more families with children into the area, facilities would seem to be in need of improvement. [image: ]
[image: ]
4.3.3 Desired Changes, Additions or Improvements to the Facilities
4.3.3.1 Spontaneous Comments
When respondents were asked what changes, additions or improvements they would like to see to the facilities in the village, 28% answered that nothing was required. 
A village shop would be welcomed by 16% of respondents and a Post Office by a further 6% (the lack of a shop had earlier been mentioned as one of the few dislikes about living in the Parish). 15% requested more events or activities in the Village Hall. Speeding traffic had also been mentioned as one of the dislikes of living in the Parish and this was reflected in a request by 9% of respondents for speed limits to be enforced. Other desired changes expressed by a minority were for a park / playing field or anything to encourage young families to live in the Parish. 

[image: ]


4.3.3.2 Prompted Reactions
Respondents were next prompted with a list of possible changes, additions or improvements and asked which they would see as a ‘priority item’, which would be ‘desirable but not essential’ and which would be ‘not important’. Results are shown in the chart below.
[bookmark: _Hlk153474345]The items most likely to be seen as a priority were Speed Control Measures (rated a priority item by 51% of respondents), improved mobile phone connection (42%), maintenance and signage of footpaths (38%) and reduction in dog fouling (35%). Respondents aged 65 or over were particularly likely to regard speed control measures as a priority item (63% did so).
The items most likely to be seen as ‘not important’ were more available housing (55% rated this as ‘not important’), allotment / community orchard (46%) and community green space (38%). It should be noted, however, that, with the exception of more available housing, more respondents rated these items as ‘desirable’ or a ‘priority’ than as ‘not important’.  
[image: ]
[image: ]
4.4 Attitude to Housing Development in the Parish
4.4.1 Desired Level of Housing Development 
The next section of the questionnaire asked respondents about their preference for different levels of housing development in the Parish within the next 20 years.
No respondent preferred more than a maximum of 20 additional houses. Indeed, a quarter (26%) preferred no additional houses at all and 77% wanted none or no more than 10. 
[image: ]
Perhaps surprisingly, older respondents aged 65 or over were slightly more inclined to accept development than younger respondents, though the small sample sizes for these age breaks should be noted. 

[image: ]
4.4.2 Type of Home Appropriate for any Development in the Parish
Those willing to consider at least some housing development in the Parish were asked what type of home they felt would be appropriate. They were allowed to choose more than one option if they wished and many respondents did so.
The chart below shows that over two thirds of these respondents would see either two- bedroom starter homes or three-bedroom family homes as appropriate. Single storey homes or bungalows would be seen as appropriate by almost half of these respondents. 
[image: ]
4.4.3 Style of Home Appropriate for any Development in the Parish
Respondents willing to consider some level of development in the Parish were next asked what style of home they thought would be appropriate. There was almost universal rejection of new homes not conforming to the style of the conservation area, but either conservation of existing buildings or new builds conforming to the style of the conservation would be approved by the great majority.
[image: ]
4.4.4 Desired Location for any Development in the Parish
[bookmark: _Hlk153475029]Those willing to consider some level of development in the Parish would favour it being sited as in-fill development where the opportunity allowed (73% favoured this option) or on the eastern edge of the village (53%). Development on the western edge or elsewhere was less favoured.
[image: ]
Preferences for the location of any development differed by gender. Females were more inclined to favour in-fill development, whereas males preferred development on the eastern edge. 
[image: ]


4.4.5 Importance of Features if Housing Development were to take Place
All respondents (irrespective of whether or not they had indicated willingness to see any housing development in the Parish) were asked for their views on the importance of features if development were to take place. The two charts below summarise the views at total sample level. 
Many of the features were seen as ‘very important’. Around three quarters or more of all respondents rated as ‘very important’ sustainable drainage systems (84%), appropriate design / architecture (78%), adequate off-street parking (75%) and adequate access (e.g. no parking on sharp corners or narrow lanes) (74%). No more than 3% of respondents saw any of these four features as ‘not very’ or ‘not at all’ important. 
Other features rated ‘quite’ or ‘very’ important by at least 60% of all respondents were incorporated gardens for each new dwelling (90%), green energy (74%), and better Broadband (61%). 67% of respondents with children in the household rated play areas for children as ‘very’ or ‘quite’ important compared with 39% of those without children in the household.

[bookmark: _Hlk153475296]Features seen as ‘not very’ or ‘not at all’ important by the majority of respondents were Commercial Development (78% felt ‘not very’ or ‘not at all’ important), Leisure Facilities (66%) and Allotments (64%).
[image: ]
[image: ]


4.4.6 Perceived Benefits and Concerns towards future Development 
4.4.6.1 Spontaneous Comments
All respondents were asked for their spontaneous thoughts on the benefits future development would bring to the Parish and for any concerns they might have.
Over two fifths of respondents (41%) felt that there would be no benefits at all. This ranged from 100% of those preferring no development at all to 29% of those preferring 1-5 additional houses and even 15% of those preferring 16-20 additional houses. The two benefits most likely to be mentioned (but by only around one fifth of all respondents) were that it would bring children to the village through affordable family homes and that it would broaden the spread of ages within the village.
[image: ]

The main concerns expressed spontaneously were that development would bring increased traffic, that it would change the character of the village and that the current infrastructure could not cope with the expansion. The concern about an increase in traffic was particularly strong amongst those wishing no additional housing or no more than 5 additional houses (54% of these respondents mentioned it as a concern compared with only 15% of those preferring 6-20 additional houses).
[image: ]


4.4.6.2 Prompted Concerns
Respondents were next prompted with a list of concerns “which some people have expressed” and asked which they saw as a major concern, which as a minor concern, which as not of concern at all and which depended on the scale of the development. It was stressed that other people did not see some of the issues as a problem, so as not to lead the respondents too much.
As the chart below confirms, respondents expressed major concerns in many respects. Indeed, more than half of all respondents expressed major concern with all but one of the nine prompted statements. Aspects of greatest concern were excessive parking on roads (75% saw this as of major concern), loss of character, appearance or feel (74%) and speeding vehicles (70%). Even the statement to which less than half the respondents expressed major concern (pressure on local footpaths / bridleways) was of minor or major concern to 71%.  [image: ]

Many of these concerns were shared even by those preferring development of 6-20 additional houses. For example, 64% of these respondents expressed major concern about excessive parking, 55% about loss of character, appearance or appeal and 48% about speeding vehicles. It is clear, therefore, that even those willing to consider some development would need much reassurance that their concerns would be addressed.


4.5 Barriers to living in Bulmer Parish
29% of respondents claimed to know someone who would like to live in the Parish. This is equivalent to at least 20 people known to a respondent. It is possible that there may have been some double counting as a few of these people may have been in the mind of more than one respondent (particularly those living in the same household) but there would still appear to be quite significant unfulfilled demand.
Reasons why respondents felt that these people were unable to live in the Parish mostly centred on high house prices / rental costs or the lack of Affordable Housing. A definition of Affordable Housing was provided as “social rented, affordable rented and intermediate housing, provided to eligible households whose needs are not met by the market”.
[image: ]

4.6 Views on Affordable Housing
Respondents were asked how strongly they agreed or disagreed that the Parish's Neighbourhood Plan should allocate sites for Affordable Housing to meet local need.
Whilst almost two thirds of all respondents agreed ‘slightly’ or ‘strongly’ that the Plan should allocate some sites in this way, 26% strongly disagreed. As might be expected, most of those disagreeing were the respondents wishing there to be no development in the Parish. 72% of this group strongly disagreed with the statement.[image: ]


4.7 Tenants’ Desire to Buy a House in Bulmer
[bookmark: _Hlk153475962]20 of the 69 respondents completing the survey were renting a property. 12 of these tenants stated that they would like to buy a house in the Parish. All these 12 tenants stated that the high prices of houses in Bulmer Parish were preventing them from doing so. 


4.8 Sources of Community News and Information
Respondents were asked to rate the usefulness of different sources of community news and information to them.

The village newsletter and word of mouth / grapevine were both rated as ‘very useful’ by over 50% of those completing the survey and as ‘quite’ or ‘very’ useful by over 85%. Parish noticeboards were seen as ‘quite’ or ‘very’ useful by 87% of respondents and the Parish website and local newspapers by around half the respondents. Facebook, Twitter / X and local radio were less likely to be seen as useful, partly because many respondents felt unable to express an opinion about them.
[image: ]
Sources used to find out about events, activities and developments in Bulmer Parish other than those listed above included door leaflet drops (16% used this source), The Howardian (14%), the Bulmer Village What’s App Group (13%) and email (1%).


4.9 Importance of Features to the Character of Bulmer Parish
An overwhelming majority of respondents felt that all the stated features shown on the chart below were ‘very important’ to the character of Bulmer Parish. Virtually all those who did not feel the feature was ‘very important’ felt it was ‘quite important’. 
[image: ] 

4.10 Final Comments
As a final question, respondents were asked whether they would like to raise any other points which had not been mentioned and which they thought should be included in the Neighbourhood Plan.
Over half of the respondents (52%) made no further comments or felt that everything had been covered. Most of those that did comment tended to re-iterate or elaborate upon their earlier comments about housing development (10%), the importance of maintaining the beauty and character of the Parish (7%), speeding issues / the need for traffic calming (4%) or Affordable Housing (3%). No specific suggestions for issues not already raised in the questionnaire were made by more than one respondent. 
We suggest that the Plan can therefore be developed on the basis of the issues raised in the questionnaire.
A full list of all verbatim comments provided in answer to this final question can be made available if required.





[bookmark: _GoBack]
27
image2.png
Respondent Profile: Age
35

30 29
28
25
20
15
15 13
10
7
6
0 I I

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75+ Prefer not to say

% of Respondents

(3}

Q3 And which of these age bands do you fit into? Base: All respondents (69)




image3.svg
              1     6     7     13    28    15    29    1  0  5  10  15  20  25  30  35  18-24  25-34  35-44  45-54  55-64  65-74  75+  Prefer not to say  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile: Age Base: All respondents (69) Q3 And which of these age bands do you fit into?


image3.png
Respondent Profile: Gender

60

54

50

I
o

w
o

% of Respondents

N
o

10

2
I 48

Male Female Other Prefer not to say

Q2 What is your gender? Base: All respondents (69)




image5.svg
              45     54    0    2  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  Male  Female  Other  Prefer not to say  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile: Gender Base: All respondents (69) Q2 What is your gender?


image4.png
Respondent Profile: Number of Adults in Household
60

50
40

30

J I l B

Just myself

% of Respondents

Q4 Including yourself, how many adults aged 18 or

over live at your address on a permanent basis? Base: All respondents (69)




image7.svg
              25     55    12    9  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  Just myself  2  3  4  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile:  Number of Adults in Household Base: All respondents (69) Q 4 Including yourself, how many adults aged 18 or over live at your address on a permanent basis?


image5.png
o0 Respondent Profile: Age of Children in Household

90
80
70
60
50

40

% of Respondents

30

20

10

No children in Child 0-4 in Child 5-8 Child 9-11 Child 12-15 Child 16-17
household household

Q5 Andhowmanychildrenaged under 18ive at your address on a
permanent basis?
Q6 How old are the children living at your address? Base: All respondents (69)




image9.svg
              78     6    1    3    10    3  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  No children in  household  Child 0-4 in  household  Child 5-8  Child 9-11  Child 12-15  Child 16-17  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile:  Age of Children in Household Base: All respondents (69) Q 5 And how many children aged under 18 live at your address on a permanent basis? Q6 How old are the children living at your address?


image6.png
Respondent Profile: Time in Parish
45

41

N N w w B
o (O, o wu o

% of Respondents

[any
u1

10

[any
o

Less than 1 year Between 1-5 years Between 6-10 years Between 11-20 years More than 20 years

Q12 How many years have you lived in Bulmer Parish? Base: All respondents (69)




image11.svg
              10    22    7    20    41  0  5  10  15  20  25  30  35  40  45  Less than 1 year  Between 1-5 years  Between 6-10 years  Between 11-20 years  More than 20 years  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile: Time in Parish Base: All respondents (69) Q12 How many years have you lived in Bulmer Parish?


image7.png
Respondent Profile: Future in Parish
60

54

50

N
o

% of Respondents
w
o

N
o

15

10

Very likely Quite likely Not very likely Not at all likely Don't know

Q13 And how likely would you say you are to continue to live in Bulmer Parish for at least the next 10 years? Base: All respondents (69)




image13.svg
              54    28    2    3    15  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  Very likely  Quite likely  Not very likely  Not at all likely  Don't know  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile: Future in Parish Base: All respondents (69) Q13 And how likely would you say you are to continue to live in Bulmer Parish for at least the next 10 years?


image8.png
Respondent Profile: Housing Tenure
80

Ul o) ~
o o o

% of Respondents
N
o

30
20
10
2 2
0 —— e 000
Home owner Tenant Living with family Other

Q7 What is your housing status? Base: All respondents (69)




image15.svg
              68    29    2    2  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  Home owner  Tenant  Living with family  Other  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile: Housing Tenure Base: All respondents (69) Q7 What is your housing status?


image9.png
Respondent Profile: No of Vehicles in Household
50

45

w w B
o %] o

% of Respondents
N
(6]

20
15
10
5
0
0
None 1 2 3 or more

Q8. How many vehicles do you or other members of your household own? Base: All respondents (69)




image17.svg
              0    38    38    25  0  5  10  15  20  25  30  35  40  45  50  None  1  2  3 or more  % of Respondents  Respondent Profile: No of Vehicles in Household Base: All respondents (69) Q8. How many vehicles do you or other members of your household own?


image10.png
Current Use of Public Transport

100
m Rarely or never
80
Less often than
42 once a month
[}
2 60
8_ m About once a
3 month
<
Y
o
=
ot 40 m About once a
fortnight
20 25 MW At least once a
16
13 week
15
e . [ o | -
Buses running through Bulmer village Coastliner bus (A64) Trains from Malton Taxis / mini cabs

Q9. How often do you use each of the following forms of
public transport? Base: All respondents (69)




image19.svg
                     3    2  3  6  6  6  7  15  13  25  16  80  78  68  74  0  20  40  60  80  100  Buses running through Bulmer village  Coastliner bus (A64)  Trains from Malton  Taxis / mini cabs  % of Respondents  Current Use of Public Transport    Rarely or never    Less often than  once a month    About once a  month    About once a  fortnight    At least once a  week Base: All respondents (69) Q9. How often do you use each of the following forms of public transport?


image11.png
Use of Bus Service if Frequency Increased
100

90

61
19
10 10
i J -—
0

Yes, much more Yes, a little more No, would make no difference Don't know

% of Respondents
w H (€] [ep) ~ [0e]
o o o o o o

N
o

Q10. If there were a more frequent bus service through the village, would you
use it more? Base: All respondents (69)




image21.svg
              10    19    61    10  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  Yes, much more  Yes, a little more  No, would make no difference  Don't know  % of Respondents  Use of Bus Service if Frequency Increased Base: All respondents (69) Q10. If there were a more frequent bus service through the village, would you use it more?


image12.png
Bulmer Village: Likes (Leading Mentions)

100
90
80
70
[%]
c
() 60
9 55
S
4 50 48 48
[%]
Q
o
G
5 40
S
30 26
20 19
20 15
9
) . 6
0 H m=
Community feel / Quiet Surrounded by Attractive Nice walks Low light/sound  Within easy reach  Having a historical ~ Proximity to local
Friendly countryside pollution of church facilities
York/Malton/Castle
Howard

Q14. What, if anything, do you particularly like about living in Bulmer Parish?
Base: All respondents (69)




image23.svg
              55    48    48    26    20    19    15    9    6  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  Community feel /  Friendly  Quiet  Surrounded by  countryside  Attractive  Nice walks  Low light/sound  pollution  Within easy reach  of  York/Malton/Castle  Howard  Having a historical  church  Proximity to local  facilities  % of Respondents  Bulmer Village: Likes (Leading Mentions) Base: All respondents (69) Q14. What, if anything, do you particularly like about living in Bulmer Parish?


image13.png
Bulmer Village: Dislikes (Leading Mentions)

100

90

80

70
£

by 60
T

S 50

> 42

Q

o 40
G
(@]

X 30

20 20
20
10 . . 7
0 B
Nothing No village shop Vehicles speeding through the No pub
village

Q15. And what, if anything, do you particularly dislike about living in Bulmer
Parish? Base: All respondents (69)




image25.svg
              42    20    20    7  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  Nothing  No village shop  Vehicles speeding through the  village  No pub  % of Respondents  Bulmer Village: Dislikes (Leading Mentions) Base: All respondents (69) Q15. And what, if anything, do you particularly dislike about living in Bulmer Parish?


image14.png
Rating Aspects of Living in Bulmer Parish (1)

100 m Don't know / no
- I . - opinion

28 | Very poor

80
36
i
c 39 ;
m Quite poor
2 60 Q p
[
o
o
§ Quite good
« 40
o
X
° m Very good
20
0
Access to Access to  Size of village Church Village Hall Community Attractiveness Access to
doctors schools activities activities spirit of local other local
countryside areas

Q16. Please rate the following aspects of living in Bulmer
Parish from very good to very poor Base: All respondents (69)




image27.svg
                        57    23    80    30    29    46    96    67  36  33  19  23  48  39  3  28  7  3  9  7  4  3  2  41  2  46  12  6  2  2  0  20  40  60  80  100  Access to  doctors  Access to  schools  Size of village  Church  activities  Village Hall  activities  Community  spirit  Attractiveness  of local  countryside  Access to  other local  areas  % of Respondents  Rating Aspects of Living in Bulmer Parish (1)    Don't know / no  opinion    Very poor    Quite poor    Quite good    Very good Base: All respondents (69) Q16. Please rate the following aspects of living in Bulmer Parish from very good to very poor


image15.png
Rating Aspects of Living in Bulmer Parish (2)

19

100 _ ey — — - m Don't know / no
| Very poor

13 opinion
20
80
42 33
m Quite poor
Quite good
30 | Very good
20
0 o

Facilities for Facilities for ~ Availability of Amount of Wildlife Conservation of  Safety and
adults children local walks green space nature security

D
o

% of Respondents
»
o

Q16. Please rate the following aspects of living in Bulmer
Parish from very good to very poor Base: All respondents (69)




image29.svg
                      13  2  75  86  77  52  57  30  13  20  13  19  42  33  29  25  3  2  3  3  3  7  20  2  4  20  41  2  2  2  3  0  20  40  60  80  100  Facilities for  adults  Facilities for  children  Availability of  local walks  Amount of  green space  Wildlife  Conservation of  nature  Safety and  security  % of Respondents  Rating Aspects of Living in Bulmer Parish (2)    Don't know / no  opinion    Very poor    Quite poor    Quite good    Very good Base: All respondents (69) Q16. Please rate the following aspects of living in Bulmer Parish from very good to very poor


image16.png
Changes, Additions or Improvements to Facilities (Leading Mentions)

100

90

80

70
[%2]
c
o 60
ge}
g 50
Q
(%]
Q
o 40
Y
(o]
R 30 28

20 16 15

. . . 9 9 7 6 6

: H EH = = =
Nothing A village shop More Enforcing speed A park/playing Anything to A post office Better
events/activities limits field encourage young maintenance of
in the Village Hall families into the public rights of
village way

Q17. What changes, additions or improvements to facilities, if any, would you
like to see in the Parish? Base: All respondents (69)




image31.svg
              28    16    15    9    9    7    6    6  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  Nothing  A village shop  More  events/activities  in the Village Hall  Enforcing speed  limits  A park/playing  field  Anything to  encourage young  families into the  village  A post office  Better  maintenance of  public rights of  way  % of Respondents  Changes, Additions or Improvements to Facilities (Leading Mentions) Base: All respondents (69) Q17. What changes, additions or improvements to facilities, if any, would you like to see in the Parish?


image17.png
Rating Changes, Additions or Improvements to Facilities (1)

100
. m Don't know / no
80 opinion
33 W Not important
60
54
46

i
[
[}
ke
c
o
o
g .
E 40 39 36 Desirable, Put
o) not essential
R a4 38 44
20 I I I M Priority item
) 0 1 s l
Avillage shop Community  Children's Speed control Allotment/ Wildlife Off-road  Green power
/ community green space play area measures  community friendly area parking areas supply
shop orchard

Q18. These are some changes, additions or improvements which could be made. Bearing in mind that budgets
would allow only a limited number to be made, please state whether you feel each of the following should be

T : - - Base: All respondents (69)
treated as a priority item, as desirable but not essential or as not important




image33.svg
                   22    10    10    51    6    22    20    25  54  44  38  33  44  46  39  36  23  38  30  15  46  26  33  25  2  9  22  2  4  6  7  15  0  20  40  60  80  100  A village shop  / community  shop  Community  green space  Children's  play area  Speed control  measures  Allotment /  community  orchard  Wildlife  friendly area  Off-road  parking areas  Green power  supply  % of Respondents  Rating Changes, Additions or Improvements to Facilities (1)    Don't know / no  opinion    Not important    Desirable, but  not essential    Priority item Base: All respondents (69) Q18. These are some changes, additions or improvements which could be made. Bearing in mind that budgets would allow only a limited number to be made, please state whether you feel each of the following should be treated as a priority item, as desirable but not essential or as not important


image18.png
Rating Changes, Additions or Improvements to Facilities (2)

100 e 4 4 T wa Il
. mDon't
80 know /no
opinion
m Not
36
38
49 =

i
[
o 60 important
ke
c 36
o
o 61 Desirabl
L 40 a8 42 esirable,
s but not
e 22 essential
20 M Priority
0

Maintenance More public More Improved wi- Improved More Recycling Reduction of Reduction in

and signage transport available ficonnection  mobile community point litter dog fouling

of footpaths housing phone activities

or connection
bridleways

Q18. These are some changes, additions or improvements which could be made. Bearing in mind that budgets
would allow only a limited number to be made, please state whether you feel each of the following should be

T : - - Base: All respondents (69)
treated as a priority item, as desirable but not essential or as not important




image35.svg
                   38    16    17    25    42    16    15    20    35  38  49  22  38  36  61  48  42  36  22  25  55  26  17  19  30  33  22  3  10  6  12  4  4  7  4  7  0  20  40  60  80  100  Maintenance  and signage  of footpaths  or  bridleways  More public  transport  More  available  housing  Improved wi-  fi connection  Improved  mobile  phone  connection  More  community  activities  Recycling  point  Reduction of  litter  Reduction in  dog fouling  % of Respondents  Rating Changes, Additions or Improvements to Facilities (2)    Don't  know / no  opinion    Not  important    Desirable,  but not  essential    Priority  item Base: All respondents (69) Q18. These are some changes, additions or improvements which could be made. Bearing in mind that budgets would allow only a limited number to be made, please state whether you feel each of the following should be treated as a priority item, as desirable but not essential or as not important


image19.png
Desired Level of Development in the Parish

30
26 26
25
22 22
/ |

o 20
c
)
©
S

o 15
[%]
Q
o
G
(o]

X 10

5

3
H | :
0 \ I
No additional Single plot 2-5 additional 6-10 additional 11-20 additional More than20  Don't know / no
houses houses houses houses additional houses opinion

Q19 What would be your preference on the size of possible development

within the Parish in the next 20 years? Base: All respondents (69




image37.svg
                          26   3   22   26   22   0   2  0  5  10  15  20  25  30  No additional  houses  Single plot  2-5 additional  houses  6-10 additional  houses  11-20 additional  houses  More than 20  additional houses  Don't know / no  opinion  % of Respondents  Desired Level of Development in  the Parish Base: All respondents (69) Q19 What would be your preference on the size of possible development within the Parish in the next 20 years?


image20.png
Desired Level of Development in the Parish by Age Range

10
- = pont know / no
opinion
“ 2 More than 20

% of Respondents.
B

@

18-04

Q19 What woukt beyourpreference on the sizeof possible
development within the Parishinthe next 20 years?

m .

4500

Q3 Andwhichofthese age
bands doyoufit into?

aditionalhouses

#1120 aadtionl
houses

610 addtons!
houses

2.5 additonsl
= houses

o5

Base: All espondents 1844 (10}, 45-64 28), 65+ (30)

= single plot

o addiional houses





image21.png
Type of Home Appropriate for any Development in the Parish

100
90
71

70
2
0:) 60
©
c
o
2 50 45
Q
o
5 40
X

30

20
20
10
\ I
0 L
Starter homes (2 Family homes (3  Larger family homes Single storey homes /  Houses for rent Other
bedrooms) bedrooms) (4+ bedrooms) bungalows

Q20. What type of home do you think would be appropriate for any Base: Those who are not against any additio

development that takes place in the Parish? houses (51)




image40.svg
                 71   75   10   45   20   2  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  Starter homes (2  bedrooms)  Family homes (3  bedrooms)  Larger family homes  (4+ bedrooms)  Single storey homes /  bungalows  Houses for rent  Other  % of Respondents  Type  of Home Appropriate for any Development in  the Parish Base: Those who are not against any additional houses (51) Q20. What type of home do you think would be appropriate for any development that takes place in the Parish?


image22.png
Style of Home Appropriate for any Development in the Parish
100

920

90

80

70

60

50

40

% of Respondents

30

20

10
2

\
I

Conservation of existing New builds conforming to the  New builds not conforming to Other
buildings eg agricultural / conservation area style the conservation area style
historical

Q21. And what building style do you think would be appropriate for any Base: Those who are not against any additio
development that takes place in the Parish? houses (51)




image42.svg
                 75  90   2  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  Conservation of existing  buildings eg agricultural /  historical  New builds conforming to the  conservation area style  New builds not conforming to  the conservation area style  Other  % of Respondents  Style  of Home Appropriate for any Development in  the Parish Base: Those who are not against any additional houses (51) Q21. And what building style do you think would be appropriate for any development that takes place in the Parish?


image23.png
Desired Location for any Development in the Parish

73
53
22
I 6

80

70

60

% of Respondents
N
o

30
20
10
0
Small in-fill development where On the eastern edge of village On the western edge of the Elsewhere within the Parish
opportunity allows village
Q22. Where do you think any development should be sited? Base: Those who are not against any additio

houses (51)




image44.svg
               73  53   22   6  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  Small in-fill development where  opportunity allows  On the eastern edge of village  On the western edge of the  village  Elsewhere within the Parish  % of Respondents  Desired Location for any Development in the Parish Base: Those who are not against any additional houses (51) Q22. Where do you think any development should be sited?


image24.png
Desired Location for any Development in the Parish
by Gender

® Male ™ Female

100
%) 85
i)
[
_g 80
S 71
o 63
3]
2 60
G
o]
X 35
40
25
19
20
.
0

Small in-fill development where On the eastern edge of village  On the western edge of the village Elsewhere within the Parish
opportunity allows

22 Wh d hink d | hould be siGAMWhat i der? Base: Those who are not against any additional hot
Q22. ere do you think any development shou e site@dWhat is your gender? Male (24), Female (26)




image46.svg
               63    71    25     8  85  35  19   4  0  20  40  60  80  100  Small in-fill development where  opportunity allows  On the eastern edge of village  On the western edge of the village  Elsewhere within the Parish  % of Respondents  Desired Location for any Development in  the Parish  by Gender    Male    Female Base: Those who are not against any additional houses Male (24), Female (26) Q22. Where do you think any development should be sited? Q2 What is your gender?


image25.png
Importance of Features if Housing Development Took Place (1)

100

- 9 - - m Don't know / no
13 opinion
80 13 16 P
" 32 H Not at all
= important
3 60 26
S m Not very
o .
2 important
& 40 o
o Quite important
xX
20 W Very important
0
Adequate access Appropriate design Sustainable Green energy (eg  Adequate off- Incorporated
eg no buildingon  / architecture drainage systems solar panels, heat  street parking gardens for each
sharp corners or pumps, enhanced new dwelling
narrow lanes insulation)

Q23. How important do you think each of the following would be if housing development were to take plac@&2se: All respondents (69)




image48.svg
                     74    78    84    48    75    58  13  13  9  26  16  32  2  9  2  3  2  4  10  9  7  13  7  7  0  20  40  60  80  100  Adequate access  eg no building on  sharp corners or  narrow lanes  Appropriate design  / architecture  Sustainable  drainage systems  Green energy (eg  solar panels, heat  pumps, enhanced  insulation)  Adequate off-  street parking  Incorporated  gardens for each  new dwelling  % of Respondents  Importance of Features if Housing Development Took Place (1)    Don't know / no  opinion    Not at all  important    Not very  important    Quite important    Very important Base: All respondents (69) Q23. How important do you think each of the following would be if housing development were to take place?


image26.png
Importance of Features if Housing Development Took Place (2)

100
m Don't know / no
opinion
80 P
H Not at all
important
60
m Not very
35 important
40
Quite important
29
20 MW Very important
20 17
6
g L

% of Respondents

0 g
Commercial Allotments Better Broadband Leisure facilities Play areas for children
development (retail,
offices etc)

Q23. How important do you think each of the following would be if housing development were to take plac&se: All respondents (69)




image50.svg
                   3  3  26  3  16  6  20  35  17  29  23  35  13  30  16  55  29  12  36  17  13  13  15  13  22  0  20  40  60  80  100  Commercial  development (retail,  offices etc)  Allotments  Better Broadband  Leisure facilities  Play areas for children  % of Respondents  Importance of Features if Housing Development Took Place (2)    Don't know / no  opinion    Not at all  important    Not very  important    Quite important    Very important Base: All respondents (69) Q23. How important do you think each of the following would be if housing development were to take place?


image27.png
Spontaneous Benefits to Any Future Development in Bulmer (Leading

Mentions)
50

45
40

35

20

% of Respondents
N N
o (6]

[any
(2}

10

: ﬁ
None Affordable family A spread of ages  Improved community A spread of incomes Don't know / Depends

homes bringing within the village spirit within the village on size of
children to the village development

Q24. What benefits, if any, do you think there would be if future

development were to take place within the Parish? Base: All respondents (69)




image52.svg
                  41  22   20   10  6   6  0  5  10  15  20  25  30  35  40  45  50  None  Affordable family  homes bringing  children to the village  A spread of ages  within the village  Improved community  spirit  A spread of incomes  within the village  Don't know / Depends  on size of  development  % of Respondents  Spontaneous Benefits to Any Future Development in Bulmer (Leading  Mentions) Base: All respondents (69) Q24. What benefits, if any, do you think there would be if future development were to take place within the Parish?


image28.png
Spontaneous Concerns Towards Any Future Development in Bulmer
(Leading Mentions)

B b U
o o

% of Respondents
P FERPNNWW
oOuvuouioutowuw

35 32

o @ < & & N 2 o Q
&L &0 & & S & & S g ° & &
\‘é N & N & '\\5’9 oé' *@ & 0\\\s o“e "\\06\
) e S e K\ X § N <&
NG & R N S 2 N > & N & N
O > X & & 2 @ \ S &
X S & S 2 N & & & o @ N\
40 & & Q N o o AN & P J <
& & &t 2 o = < S & & o
5 & R N > o 4 « & &
> & § o & x§ A & &
@ Q X & 9 N 0 ') 2
& e ) R & S o & o
X O D &ga & & & o
o ¥ 3 X
& ) & o S & &
& & <« & & @ 8
& S B © N &
¥ & o &
2 N & N
N N N2
< R
@ & &
N < <
© N
& N
& &
L )
\1\(\ 60
& S
C)( &8

Q25. And what concerns, if any, would you have if development were to

take place within the Parish? Base: All respondents (69)




image54.svg
                  35  32   20   12  10   9  9   7   7   6  6  6  0  5  10  15  20  25  30  35  40  45  50  Increase in vehicles/traffic  Changes to the character of the village  Current infrastructure (roads, drains) cannot cope with expansion  Destroying the beauty of the village  Destroy wildlife  Increase in street lighting  No real concerns  Would not want to live here anymore  There are not enough facilities/amenities  Increase in pollution  If it is done within keeping of the local surrounding - no concerns  People using the new housing as holiday homes  % of Respondents  Spontaneous Concerns Towards Any Future Development in Bulmer  (Leading Mentions) Base: All respondents (69) Q25. And what concerns, if any, would you have if development were to take place within the Parish?


image29.png
Prompted Concerns Towards Any Future Development in Bulmer

m Don't know / no

100 e
T 9 T _;_ _;_ ? opinion
80 Depends on
scale of
development
s 60 Not a concern
b= at all
)
2 40 m Minor concern
8
O
o 20 W Major concern
G
o
X 0
Speeding Excessive Road Demand for Light Noise Increased Pressure on Loss of
vehicles parking on maintenancelocal services pollution pollution litter / local Character,
roads (doctors, rubbish  footpaths / appearance,
schools etc) bridleways or appeal

Q26. These are concerns which some people have expressed if development were to take place within the
Parish. Others, however, do not see them as a problem. For each, please state whether it would be a major
concern to you, a minor concern or not a concern at all. Base: All respondents (69)




image56.svg
                   70  75  52  54  57  58  55  35  74  25  19  35  29  28  26  32  36  12  2  2  7  7  7  7  4  19  7  4  4  2  9  6  7  7  6  7  4  2  3  2  2  4  0  20  40  60  80  100  Speeding  vehicles  Excessive  parking on  roads  Road  maintenance  Demand for  local services  (doctors,  schools etc)  Light  pollution  Noise  pollution  Increased  litter /  rubbish  Pressure on  local  footpaths /  bridleways  Loss of  Character,  appearance,  or appeal  % of Respondents  Prompted Concerns Towards Any Future Development in Bulmer    Don't know / no  opinion    Depends on  scale of  development    Not a concern  at all    Minor concern    Major concern Base: All respondents (69) Q26. These are concerns which some people have expressed if development were to take place within the Parish. Others, however, do not see them as a problem. For each, please state whether it would be a major concern to you, a minor concern or not a concern at all.


image30.png
100 Reasons for Being Unable to Live in Bulmer Parish

20
90
80
i
e 70
S
2 60
o 50
o 50
n
[}
E 40
o) 30 30
S
20
10
0
House prices too high Lack of Affordable Rental costs too high Houses too big Lack of good rental Other
Housing (that is social housing
rented, affordable
rented and
intermediate housing,
provided to eligible
households whose
needs are not met by
the market)
Q28. What is the reason they are unable to live in the Parish? Base: Those who know people who would |

to live in Bulmer but are unable to (20)




image58.svg
             90  50  35  30   30   20  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80  90  100  House prices too high  Lack of Affordable  Housing (that is social  rented, affordable  rented and  intermediate housing,  provided to eligible  households whose  needs are not met by  the market)  Rental costs too high  Houses too big  Lack of good rental  housing  Other  % of Respondents  Reasons for  B  eing Unable to  Liv  e  in Bulmer Parish Base: Those who know people who would like to live in Bulmer but are unable to (20) Q28. What is the reason they are unable to live in the Parish?


image31.png
Views on Affordable Housing

32 32
I 6
a4
O L]

Strongly agree Slightly agree Slightly disagree Strongly disagree Don't know / no opinion

Q29. How strongly do you agree or disagree that the Parish's Neighbourhood Plan should
allocate sites for Affordable Housing to meet local need? Affordable Housing is social rented,
affordable rented and intermediate housing, provided to eligible households whose needs Base: All respondents (69)
are not met by the market.

60

50

% of Respondents
w sy
o o

N
o

10

0




image60.svg
             32  32   4   26  6  0  10  20  30  40  50  60  Strongly agree  Slightly agree  Slightly disagree  Strongly disagree  Don't know / no opinion  % of Respondents  Views on Affordable Housing Base: All respondents (69) Q29. How strongly do you agree or disagree that the Parish's Neighbourhood Plan should allocate sites for Affordable Housing to meet local need? Affordable Housing is social rented, affordable rented and intermediate housing, provided to eligible households whose needs are not met by the market.
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Q32. How would you rate the following as a source of community news and information?
Base: All respondents (69)
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Q34. How important do you feel the following features are to the character of Bulmer Parish?
Base: All respondents (69)
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