PART 4 - Development and Planning

D1. Do you think that more housing should be built in the Parish?

Frequency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham yes 120 21.8 24.7 24.7
Village no 306 55.6 63.1 87.8
don't know 59 10.7 12.2 100.0
Total 485 88.2 100.0
Missing 65 11.8
Total 550 100.0
Badgers yes 416 15.7 17.9 17.9
Mount no 182 62.1 708 887
don't know 29 9.9 11.3 100.0
Total 257 87.7 100.0
Missing 36 12.3
Total 293 100.0
Twitton yes 2 25.0 25.0 25.0
no 6 75.0 75.0 100.0
Total 8 100.0 100.0
Well Hill yes 15 16.1 20.3 20.3
no 56 60.2 75.7 95.9
don't know 3 3.2 4.1 100.0
Total 74 79.6 100.0
Missing 19 20.4
Total 93 100.0
East Hill yes 15 25.0 319 319
no 27 45.0 574 894
don't know 5 8.3 10.6 100.0
Total 47 78.3 100.0
Missing 13 217
Total 60 100.0
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D2. If the answer to question D1 was YES, what types of housing do you think

areneeded in the parish?

D2.1. Housing for young people

Frequency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham yes 97 17.6 100.0 100.0
Village Missing 453 82.4
Total 550 100.0
Badgers yes 38 13.0 100.0 100.0
Mount Missing 255 87.0
Total 293 100.0
Twitton yes 1 125 100.0 100.0
Missing 7 875
Total 8 100.0
Well Hill yes 12 12.9 100.0 100.0
Missing 81 87.1
Total 93 100.0
East Hill yes 15 250 100.0 100.0
Missing 45 75.0
Total 60 100.0
D2.2. Housing for older people
Frequency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham yes 46 8.4 100.0 100.0
Village Missing 504 91.6
Total 550 100.0
Badgers yes 14 4.8 100.0 100.0
Mount Missing 279 95.2
Total 293 100.0
Twitton Missing 8 100.0
Well Hill yes 6 6.5 100.0 100.0
Missing 87 935
Total 93 100.0
East Hill yes 7 11.7 100.0 100.0
Missing 53 88.3
Total 60 100.0
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D2.3. Housing for people with disabilities

Frequency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham yes A 6.2 100.0 100.0
Village Missing 516 93.8
Total 550 100.0
Badgers yes 9 3.1 100.0 100.0
Mount Missing 284 96.9
Total 293 100.0
Twitton yes 1 125 100.0 100.0
Missing 7 875
Total 8 100.0
Well Hill yes 5 54 100.0 100.0
Missing 88 94.6
Total 93 100.0
East Hill yes 6 10.0 100.0 100.0
Missing 4 90.0
Total 60 100.0
D2.4. Family housing
Frequency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham yes 76 13.8 100.0 100.0
Village Missing 474 86.2
Total 550 100.0
Badgers yes 13 44 100.0 100.0
Mount Missing 280 95.6
Total 293 100.0
Twitton yes 2 250 100.0 100.0
Missing 6 75.0
Total 8 100.0
Well Hill yes 10 10.8 100.0 100.0
Missing 83 89.2
Total 93 100.0
East Hill yes 8 133 100.0 100.0
Missing 52 86.7
Total 60 100.0
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D2.5. Housing for sale

Freguency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham yes 33 6.9 100.0 100.0
Village Missing 512 93.1
Total 550 100.0
Badgers yes 15 5.1 100.0 100.0
Mount Missing 278 94.9
Total 293 100.0
Twitton yes 1 125 100.0 100.0
Missing 7 875
Total 8 100.0
Well Hill yes 8 8.6 100.0 100.0
Missing 85 914
Total 93 100.0
East Hill yes 6 10.0 100.0 100.0
Missing 4 90.0
Total 60 100.0
D2.6. Housing for rent
Frequency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham yes 67 12.2 100.0 100.0
Village Missing 483 87.8
Total 550 100.0
Badgers yes 7 2.4 100.0 100.0
Mount Missing 286 97.6
Total 293 100.0
Twitton yes 1 125 100.0 100.0
Missing 7 875
Total 8 100.0
Well Hill yes 6 6.5 100.0 100.0
Missing 87 935
Total 93 100.0
East Hill yes 5 8.3 100.0 100.0
Missing 55 91.7
Total 60 100.0
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D3. Areyou satisfied with the way planning matters are handled by the Parish

Council?
Freguency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham | very satisfied 39 7.1 109 10.9
Village fairly satisfied 105 19.1 29.4 403
moderately satisfied 162 295 454 85.7
dissatisfied 36 6.5 10.1 95.8
very dissatisfied 15 2.7 4.2 100.0
Total 357 64.9 100.0
Missing 193 35.1
Total 550 100.0
Badgers very satisfied 17 5.8 8.1 8.1
Mount fairly satisfied 49 16.7 23.2 313
moderately satisfied 89 30.4 22 735
dissatisfied 25 8.5 118 85.3
very dissatisfied 31 10.6 14.7 100.0
Total 211 72.0 100.0
Missing 82 280
Total 293 100.0
Twitton very satisfied 2 25.0 333 333
fairly satisfied 2 25.0 333 66.7
moderately satisfied 1 125 16.7 83.3
dissatisfied 1 125 16.7 100.0
Total 6 75.0 100.0
Missing 2 250
Total 8 100.0
Well Hill very satisfied 7 7.5 11.9 11.9
fairly satisfied 1 11.8 18.6 30.5
moderately satisfied 23 24.7 39.0 69.5
dissatisfied 12 129 20.3 89.8
very dissatisfied 6 6.5 10.2 100.0
Total 59 63.4 100.0
Missing A 36.6
Total 93 100.0
East Hill fairly satisfied 12 20.0 429 429
moderately satisfied 14 23.3 50.0 92.9
dissatisfied 1 17 3.6 96.4
very dissatisfied 1 17 3.6 100.0
Total 28 46.7 100.0
Missing 32 53.3
Total 60 100.0
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D3.Areyou satisfied with the way planning matters are handled?

D3.1. By the District Council

Frequency Per cent Valid Cumulative
Per cent Per cent
Shoreham | very satisfied 21 3.8 6.2 6.2
Village fairly satisfied 77 14.0 226 28.7
moderately satisfied 156 284 457 745
dissatisfied 48 8.7 141 88.6
very dissatisfied 39 7.1 114 100.0
Total 341 62.0 100.0
Missing 209 38.0
Total 550 100.0
Badgers very satisfied 7 24 3.2 3.2
Mount fairly satisfied 35 119 16.2 19.4
moderately satisfied 67 229 31.0 50.5
dissatisfied 33 11.3 153 65.7
very dissatisfied 74 253 343 100.0
Total 216 73.7 100.0
Missing 7 26.3
Total 293 100.0
Twitton fairly satisfied 2 25.0 25.0 25.0
moderately satisfied 3 375 375 62.5
dissatisfied 1 125 125 75.0
very dissatisfied 2 25.0 25.0 100.0
Total 8 100.0 100.0
Well Hill very satisfied 4 4.3 7.1 7.1
fairly satisfied 6 6.5 10.7 17.9
moderately satisfied 17 18.3 304 48.2
dissatisfied 11 11.8 19.6 67.9
very dissatisfied 18 194 321 100.0
Total 56 60.2 100.0
Missing 37 39.8
Total 93 100.0
East Hill fairly satisfied 5 8.3 179 17.9
moderately satisfied 16 26.7 57.1 75.0
dissatisfied 5 8.3 179 92.9
very dissatisfied 2 3.3 7.1 100.0
Total 28 46.7 100.0
Missing 32 53.3
Total 60 100.0
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DA4. If you answered 4 or 5 to question D3 please give reasons

Comment categories Frequency
Shoreham more professional/efficient 52
Village planning permissions & inappropriate devel opment concerns 19
lack of cooperation between PC& DC 14
lack of communi cation/informing people 10
need to consider effect on neighbours 3
outdated thinking 1
more regard to public & local opinion 9
variousdisagreements 2
bad financial management/unfair for different areas 2
Badgers more professional/efficient 26
M ount planning permissions & inappropriate development concerns 30
lack of cooperation between PC & DC 11
lack of communi cation/informing people 15
moreregard to public & local opinion 33
variousdisagreements 8
Twitton more professional/efficient
lack of cooperation between PC & DC 2
more regard to public & local opinion 1
Well Hill more professional/efficient 11

planning permissions & inappropriate devel opment concerns

Outdated thinking

more regard to public & local opinion

variousdisagreements

East Hill more professional/efficient

planning permissions & inappropriate devel opment concerns

lack of cooperation between PC & DC

variousdisagreements
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bad financial management/unfair for different areas
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