Market Overton Neighbourhood Plan
Survey response 2017
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| am very pleased to be able to share with you the results from the survey that was
carried out by the neighbourhood plan committee between March and April 2017.

The purpose of the survey was to gather the views of the village across 9 key areas
from housing to Tourism.

The results of the survey feed into the neighbourhood plan which is used to inform
Rutland County Council of the views, preferences and needs of the village from now
until 2030.

The response to the survey was fantastic. We collected over 202 adult
guestionnaires which is a 48% response rate. Compared to other villages this is
very high and shows that the residents of Market Overton have a real interest in the

way the village evolves in the future.

All the data has been analysed by an independent statistician and summarised in
the following pages.

We hope that you find the results of interest and we welcome any feedback or
input that you may have.

Can | thank everyone for their participation and we look forward to your continued
commitment as the neighbour plan is developed.

Yours

The Market Overton Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group

(more information on the neighbourhood plan process can be found at
www.rutland.gov.uk/_resources/assets/attachment/full/0/49294.pdf)



Housing

55% of the responses favoured
smaller family homes and more
specialist housing for older residents
(bungalows/sheltered housing)

By 2035, bungalows were seen as
the most needed type of housing

m Retirement homes
» Detached houses 4/5 bed
= Affordable rented S.0O.

m Starter homes 2/3 beds
= Bungalows
» Semi-detached/terraced 3/4 beds

There was strong preference for new

housing to be grouped rather than
scattered across the village

79% of responses saw a need for
less than 30 new properties in the
village.
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What type of

7% — housmg would
your like to see in
the village today ?
9% - ' - 18%

10% —
—17%

® Single occupancy
m Sheltered housing
m Self-build homes
n Flats

15% ——

Would you prefer

new housing to
be grouped or
scattered ?

m Grouped = Scattered = Mix of both = No preference given = Skipped question

Other, 7%

Thoughts about

style and
construction

/ 'materials?

Traditional / local
stone / brick, 29%

~ No preference,

. 1%
Environmentally

friendly/eco-
friendly, 5%

_ In-keeping with

village , 37%

Modern materials
/ style, 5%

In-keeping with
adjacent houses, —
12%

Maintaining the village look came

out very strongly with over 75% of
responses saying the building
environment was important or very
important (4 or 5 out of 5) and that
buildings should be in keeping with
the existing street scape and use
traditional building materials



Respondents were asked to rank 4 locations that had been
put forward for potential development

Areas A and D were considered the
most suitable for any potential
AreaD,73% | AreaA,65% deve/opment in the future

This question generated a high number of
responses (202)which are broken down
below

Area A Area B Area C Area D

oNoNoNo

B Suitable B Unsuitable W Unsure/Skipped

Each area received the same number of responses (202)
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The Vlllage Enwronme{\t e

Traffic control ,
6%
Upgrade (e.g. Village
Hall facade, remove
overhead wires), 19%

Parking, 12%

Other, 13%

More '
trees/plants/flowers,

14% Conserve grass
verges, 17%

Littering , 18%
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Public transport , parking and through traffic were highlighted at the
main concerns in the survey.

64% of respondents rated public transport as important or very

important in the future ( 4 or 5 out of 5) but only 6% use the current
service daily or weekly. The frequency of the services was highlighted as

an area for improvement by 43% of respondents with 50% saying they
would use a more frequent service.

Parking attracted a wide Other views, 11%

Future developments
range Of responses and need to incorporate
| parking, 24%

is clearly a concern No concern, 12% __
Desjgnated parking fOf Parkingissueswill More parking
increase in __spaces/areas are

new developments was future, 8% needed , 10%
a strong theme with 2  people should be
spaces per pl’OpE’I’ty encouraged to
bein su €St€d There are current park more

g 99 parkingissues, 31% considerately, 4%

70% felt that road safety could be improved in the Village and 55%

of respondents were in favour of traffic calming measures. Improved
visibility at junctions was highlighted as a need by a number of
respondents.

The use of roads within the village as “cut throughs” was also a
concern. Weight limits and improved signage were suggested to avoid
heavy vehicles using unsuitable roads.
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Age distribution

35%
30%
25%

20%

15%
10%
5% I
0% I

18-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-64 65-75 75+

Years lived in the Village

30%
25%
20%

15%

10%
N I I I I
0% - =u I

0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51+

Occupation/employment

Not disclosed,
15%

Self-employed,
5%

Student/unemployed,
9%

_ Retired, 71%

202 responses were collected



