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Introduction 

The Betley Balterley and Wrinehill Parish Neighbourhood Plan Questionnaire was developed 

as part of the community engagement strategy to obtain the views of residents in the Parish 

on a number of issues.   The results from the questionnaire will be used in the development 

of the Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

Methodology 

The questionnaire was developed by members of the Neighbourhood plan steering group 

acting on behalf of the Parish Council.  Residents in the parish were informed through the 

Parish magazine, the Neighbourhood Plan website and  posters  located at various locations 

in the village advertising the website. The website stated the questionnaire was being 

developed and would be circulated in March 2017. 

576 questionnaires were delivered by volunteers to all residences in the Parish commencing 

11th March 2017. Deliveries were recorded to ensure no properties were missed . The return 

date for completed questionnaires was 31st March 2017. 

In addition to paper questionnaires an online version of the questionnaire was developed 

matching the questions on the paper version. Details on how to access the online version 

were provided in an information letter delivered with the paper questionnaires. 

A final total of 311 completed questionnaires were returned consisting of 57 online 

questionnaires and 254 paper questionnaires. A pre-paid envelope was provided to 

encourage the return of the paper questionnaires. 

The return of 311 questionnaires represents a 53.99% response rate. This provides 

significant numbers and good evidence of community engagement.  

A copy of the paper questionnaire, the information letter, pre-paid envelope and delivery 

envelope are supplied with this report. A full printout of all raw data including all comments is 

also available. The returned paper questionnaires are available for examination. 

Data from all the paper questionnaires was entered into the online computer version of the 

questionnaire to allow for statistics to be generated. 

Question 25 on the questionnaire is for use by the Parish Council only and will not be 

considered in the development of the Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

 



 

 

 

Executive Summary 

 
567 questionnaires were delivered to each household in the Parish from 11th March 2017 for 
a return date at the end of the month.  The 311 questionnaires returned, including 57 
electronic returns, representing a 53.99% response rate, which is deemed statistically 
significant. 
 

The questionnaire, comprising 25 multiple choice and sometimes linked questions, (including 

one on increasing the Parish Precept), was designed to engage every household in the 

Neighbourhood Plan making process, and to elicit their views on the range of topics 

considered to be significant areas for formulating the likely policies and proposals. 

 
On housing issues the majority of responses wanted any new housing to be located within 
Betley Village or an expanded village, but not in the Green Belt, and for the housing to be 
mainly, low cost started homes of 1-2 and 3-4 bedrooms.  Responses opposed 5+ bedroom 
properties and apartments.  Setting up a rural housing trust to deliver dwellings for local 
people was well supported. There is a high percentage that indicated no more housing is 
needed in the Parish. 
 
On housing needs there was a small demand for local housing for immediate family with the 
overwhelming desire for purchase rather than rent. The responses indicated a high 
percentage of residents in the parish over the age of 65, many retired, with 62 responses 
indicating just one person in the household.  
 
When preserving the character of the Parish, almost all respondents (apart from just one!) 

Indicated Betley Parish is a pleasant place to live.  A large majority wished to preserve the 

character of the built and natural environment and the Green Belt. 

 

Business development in itself, either office, retail or small businesses, were supported and 
to be located in existing not new buildings. 
 
On traffic and transport Locations of work, training or study were detailed with the large 
majority travelling by car. However a high percentage indicated they are retired. 
 
People were concern about traffic speed of through the village, parking, the maintenance of 
road surfaces and many additional comments on a variety of other highway matters were 
recorded. 
 
 Local services were highly valued – particularly the school, the doctor's, bus services, the 
shop/post office, broadband and others. 
 

 

 

 



 

Summary Results 

 

Question 1. 

 What do you like about living in the Parish of Betley, Balterley & Wrinehill?  

  Agree Disagree 
Response 

Total 

A Pleasant place to live 
99.7% 
(300) 

0.3% 
(1) 

301 

The rural location & lifestyle 
99.7% 
(299) 

0.3% 
(1) 

300 

Easy access to the countryside 
99.3% 
(284) 

0.7% 
(2) 

288 

Feeling part of the community 
88.7% 
(243) 

11.3% 
(31) 

274 

Ease of access to major roads, rail & airports 
94.1% 
(257) 

5.9% 
(16) 

273 

 

Plus an additional 76 comments 

Question 2. 

 

 

 



Question 3. 

 

 

 

Question 4. Houses to Buy 

 

 

 



Question 5. Houses to Rent 

 

 

Question 6. 

 

6. It may be possible to set up a 'Rural Housing Trust' for the Parish to develop an 
affordable shared ownership housing scheme to enable local residents on modest 
incomes to remain living in the Parish or return to the Parish.  

  Yes No 
Response 

Total 

Would you support this idea? 
77.4% 
(233) 

22.6% 
(68) 

301 

 

Question  7. 

 

7. Do you have any family members who may want or need to move into the Parish  

  Yes No 
Response 

Total 

Family members 
26.1% 
(80) 

73.9% 
(227) 

307 

 

 

 



Question 8. 

 

8. If you or members of your family were thinking of moving within or into the Parish, 
would you/they prefer to rent or buy?  

  Rent Buy 
Response 

Total 

 
8.5% 
(21) 

91.5% 
(226) 

247 

 

Question 9. 

 

9. Do you think the special architectural and historic character of the Parish should be 
preserved?  

  
Agree 

Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

Disagree 
Strongly 

Response 
Total 

 
86.8% 
(263) 

12.2% 
(37) 

0.7% 
(2) 

0.3% 
(1) 

303 

 

Question 10. 

 

10. Do you think that the natural environment of the Parish should be preserved?  

  
Agree 

Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

Disagree 
Strongly 

Response 
Total 

 
85.3% 
(262) 

14.3% 
(44) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.3% 
(1) 

307 

 

 

Question 11. 

 

11. Do you think the current Green Belt within the Parish should be maintained?  

  
Agree 

Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

Disagree 
Strongly 

Response 
Total 

 
78.0% 
(241) 

15.9% 
(49) 

5.5% 
(17) 

0.6% 
(2) 

309 

 



 

Question 12. 

 

12. Should our Neighbourhood Plan encourage economic development and employment 
opportunities?  

  
Agree 

Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

Disagree 
Strongly 

Response 
Total 

 
15.7% 
(47) 

49.3% 
(148) 

21.7% 
(65) 

13.3% 
(40) 

300 

 

Question 13. 

 

13. If local and new businesses were created, what type of development would be 
acceptable?  

  
Agree 

Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

Disagree 
Strongly 

Response 
Total 

Businesses that use existing buildings 
42.6% 
(124) 

52.2% 
(152) 

2.1% 
(6) 

3.1% 
(9) 

291 

Businesses that require new buildings 
4.3% 
(10) 

21.1% 
(51) 

30.7% 
(71) 

42.9% 
(99) 

231 

 

Question 14. 

 

Plus an additional 38 comments 



 

Question 15. 

15. What is your postcode?  

  
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 298 

See  post code document 

 

Question 16. 

16. How many people, including children, normally live in your household?  

  1 2 3 4 5 More 
Response 

Total 

 
20.2% 
(62) 

50.5% 
(154) 

12.7% 
(39) 

12.7% 
(39) 

2.0% 
(6) 

2.0% 
(6) 

307 

 

 

Question 17. 

17. Would you please enter the number of people in your household by age group  

  
Response 

Total 

1 0-16             Total Children = 90 55 

2 17-25           Total people  = 46 34 

3 26-64           Total people  =  321 185 

4 65-84           Total people  = 208 131 

5 85+              Total people  =  16 15 

 

Question 18. 

18. How many years have you lived in the Parish?  

  
1 to 5 
years 

6 to 10 
years 

11 to 19 
years 

Over 20 
years 

Response 
Total 

 
15.6% 
(48) 

11.4% 
(35) 

22.1% 
(68) 

51.0% 
(157) 

308 

 

 



 

Question 19. 

19. Where is your and your family's place of work, training or study? You may click more 
than one box  

  Betley Crewe Newcastle Stoke 
Response 

Total 

 
32.9% 
(71) 

23.1% 
(50) 

29.6% 
(64) 

14.4% 
(31) 

216 

 

Additional comments locations:- Retired(74)  Manchester(10)  Madeley(6)   Nantwich(9)  

London(8) Hanley(3) Sandbach(5)  Northwich(3)   Other local towns and Nationwide 

 

Question 20. 

20. What is your means of transport to work, training or study? You may click more than 
one box  

  Car Bus Bicycle 
Response 

Total 

 
82.1% 
(206) 

15.9% 
(40) 

2.0% 
(5) 

251 

 

60 Additional comments on transport :-  Train(6)  Walk(11), work from home 

Question 21. 

 

21. How important are the following services to you?  

  
Very 

Important 
Important 

Not Very 
Important 

Response 
Total 

Broadband 
81.5% 
(243) 

14.4% 
(43) 

4.0% 
(12) 

298 

Bus Service 
33.6% 
(99) 

43.4% 
(128) 

23.1% 
(68) 

295 

Doctors Surgery 
78.5% 
(238) 

14.2% 
(43) 

7.3% 
(22) 

303 

First Responders 
61.0% 
(180) 

31.5% 
(93) 

7.5% 
(22) 

295 

Mobile Library 
11.7% 
(33) 

33.5% 
(94) 

54.8% 
(154) 

281 

Play Facilities 
19.9% 
(54) 

36.2% 
(98) 

43.9% 
(119) 

271 

Nursery/Pre-School- Facilities 25.7% 28.6% 45.5% 266 



21. How important are the following services to you?  

  
Very 

Important 
Important 

Not Very 
Important 

Response 
Total 

(69) (76) (121) 

Primary School 
46.2% 
(128) 

22.0% 
(61) 

31.8% 
(88) 

279 

Pubs/Restaurants 
50.5% 
(152) 

41.5% 
(125) 

8.0% 
(24) 

301 

Reading Room 
29.5% 
(86) 

39.4% 
(115) 

31.2% 
(91) 

292 

Rural Runabout 
15.3% 
(42) 

37.2% 
(102) 

47.4% 
(130) 

274 

Shop/Post Office 
77.2% 
(237) 

21.8% 
(67) 

1.0% 
(3) 

307 

Veterinary Surgery 
45.5% 
(132) 

30.7% 
(89) 

23.8% 
(69) 

290 

Village Hall 
55.6% 
(165) 

35.4% 
(105) 

9.1% 
(27) 

297 

 

Plus 33 additional comments 

 

Question 22. 

 

 

 



Question 23. 

23. Please give your responses to the following statements  

  
Agree 

Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

Disagree 
Strongly 

Response 
Total 

Parking in the Parish is an issue 
25.1% 
(74) 

35.6% 
(105) 

35.6% 
(105) 

3.7% 
(11) 

295 

Speeding traffic is an issue in the Parish 
57.8% 
(177) 

34.6% 
(106) 

7.5% 
(23) 

0.0% 
(0) 

306 

Parish roads are inadequate for the current 
volume of traffic 

30.7% 
(90) 

31.1% 
(92) 

36.5% 
(108) 

1.7% 
(5) 

296 

Road surfaces in the Parish are poorly 
maintained 

25.1% 
(75) 

37.5% 
(112) 

36.5% 
(109) 

1.0% 
(3) 

299 

Pavements in the Parish are poorly 
maintained 

40.5% 
(120) 

28.7% 
(85) 

29.7% 
(88) 

1.0% 
(3) 

296 

The bus service though the Parish is not 
sufficient 

6.7% 
(17) 

32.5% 
(82) 

56.0% 
(141) 

4.8% 
(12) 

252 

 

Question 24. 

24. Are there any other road traffic or transport improvements that you think the Parish 
Council should encourage?  

  
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question   with 150 comments 100.00% 150 

 

Question 25. 

25. Which of the following options would you support?  

  Agree Disagree 
Response 

Total 

Maintaining the current Parish Precept, meaning services would 
have to be cut. 

20.2% 
(35) 

79.8% 
(138) 

173 

An average increase of £5 per household, per year to maintain 
current service levels 

77.0% 
(171) 

23.0% 
(51) 

222 

An average increase of £10 per household, per year allowing 
services to be enhanced 

64.6% 
(153) 

35.4% 
(84) 

237 

 

Please use this space to add any further comments  

  
Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 

1 Open-Ended Question    84 Additional comments 100.00% 84 

 



Living in Betley Parish  

 

The results for question one are extremely positive. A pleasant place to live 99.7%, the rural 

location and lifestyle 99.7%, feeling part of the community 88.6% and access to major roads, 

rail and airports. 

An additional 74 positive comments were returned with question one. Many comments can 

be summarised and describe a friendly and safe village, peaceful and quiet. Good facilities 

and many activities. Close to family. “Brilliant” primary school and village church. Village Hall 

community centre with activities. The historical character of Betley village.” 

Comments include: 

“ Rural feel, but close to work, business and towns. Good local amenities. Local GP, reading 

room, many clubs and societies, three pubs. Very welcoming and helpful people” 

” Facilities in the village e.g. an active place of worship ( St Margaret's) .Village shop and 

Post Office, a local surgery, good places to eat out, watering holes, a regular bus Service, all 

utilities ( gas, electricity, broadband) a well maintained Village Hall , the Reading Room, 

tennis, bowls, football & cricket, no sign of anti-social behaviour, I could go on..” 

“This is a rural community surrounded by countryside and farmland. There is a lot of history 

and beautiful historic buildings. It is reasonably unspoilt. It is peaceful with stunning views, 

lovely country walks and farm animals. No urban disturbance or sprawl.” 

“The community feel is brilliant. I already know most of my son's future school class & he 

isn't even two!” 

“Because it is peaceful and I feel safe here and its one of the few remaining villages that still 

operates as a village and remains rural. So many villages are now being turned into housing 

estates when there is so much 'brown field' land that could be developed.” 

“One can feel that we belong to a friendly and helpful community supported by our local 

shop and post office plus Dr. Patel and his staff.” 

 

Housing questions 2-8 

When analysing the questionnaire results on housing it is impossible to draw conclusions 

just based on the statistics. When you view the results from question one with the many 

positive comments it is clear that the majority of people are very happy living in Betley Parish 

with the rural village feel together with the facilities and community. They are very happy with 

Betley Parish as it is now and any new housing changes may “change” the character of this 

parish. 

Questions two to eight provide a range of statistics that could influence housing provision. 

Question two makes it clear that the green belt should not be used for housing with an 88% 

disagreement and there is a majority on the side of no more housing 56%.  The location for 



new housing in Betley village envelope only, is split with disagree on 51% and expanding the 

village envelope 53% disagree. 

Question three results indicate no large or medium developments. Small scale development 

is split but very positive on small infill development with 80% agreement. No housing is split 

with 51% supporting no housing. 

Question four housing to buy. Low cost starter homes 64%, 1-2 bed houses 67% and 3-4 

bed houses are supported with agreement but 5+ bed houses are not. Question five houses 

to rent. Low cost starter homes 59% and 1-2 bed houses 56% are supported. 

Question six clearly indicates there is a high majority support for a “Rural Housing Trust” to 

provide housing for families in the village with a positive agreement of 77%. 

Question seven shows 25% of respondents do have family members who may want to stay 

in the Parish  and  Question 8 shows 91% of respondents family members would prefer to 

buy. 

The results from this group of questions is conflicting. There is support for no new housing 

but the strong support for a “Rural Housing Trust” with a high number of family members 

indicating they would prefer to buy in the Parish would indicate there is support for some 

new housing. Small infill developments with low cost starter homes, 1-2 bed and 3-4 bed 

homes preferred. The location for new housing is not conclusive but the majority are 

opposed to using the green belt.  

 

Business, Economic and Employment opportunities 

Question 12  Indicates there is positive support for the development of economic and 

employment opportunities through the neighbourhood plan with an overall 65% agreement.  

Question 13 supports local and new businesses being created but in existing buildings with 

94.8% positive agreement.  The use of new buildings is not supported with 73.8% disagreement.   

The question 14 chart indicates the business type supported is offices 60%, retail business 68% 

and small business 71% in agreement.  There is disagreement for Light industrial 77 % and 

transport/ warehousing 96% and they are not supported. 

38 additional comments are attached to question 14. Comments are mainly positive but a small 

number would not like any business development in the parish.  The comments can be 

summarized as positive for agriculture, a café, grocery shop, farm shop, garden centre and 

equestrian. 

Comments include: 

“We are fundamentally an agricultural village. Agriculture should be encouraged where 

possible” 

“Agricultural, rural crafts, farm food” 



“HiTech businesses or highly skilled services. The village is well placed to support this kind 

of business/services in conjunction with Keele University and Manchester Met University, 

Crewe Campus.” 

“We think small workshops and coffee/farm shops are acceptable” 

“Model Farm needs careful consideration if the owner wants to use the building once it has 

been fully renovated. Holiday lets would create jobs, Other ideas could be considered, craft 

type workshops, drama studio, Something where vehicles would not be on full display to 

spoil the aspect of the wonderful building.” 

 

Architectural, Historic Character and Natural environment 

The results to questions 9,10 and 11 provide an extremely high positive percentage  in 

agreement with the questions.  

Question 9  the special architectural and historic character of the Parish should be preserved 

99% of respondents agreed.  

Question 10 that the natural environment of the Parish should be preserved 99.6% agreed. 

Question 11. The current Green Belt within the Parish should be maintained 93.9% agreed 

with 77.9% agreeing strongly. 

Question 22. Also askes, which of the following uses would you feel might be appropriate 

within the Green Belt?   There is strong evidence that respondents agree the green belt 

should be protected. 

 In question 22,  75.7% of respondents are against housing in the green belt.  The positive 

items on the list include the use of allotments with 69% agreement, equestrian uses 79.2 % 

agreement and  play sites 71% and picnic sites 67% are both supported.  There is very 

strong support for Nature reserves 90.97%. 

There is negative support for Caravan sites 87.7% ,Camping sites 77.5%, Fracking 89.4%, 

Mineral extraction 93%, Solar farms 68.9%  and wind turbines 69% all in disagreement. 

                                        

Public Realm 

576 questionnaires were delivered in the parish. 311 questionnaires were returned. 

An analysis of postcodes returned in question 15 listed 298 completed post codes, Out of 

the 311 questionnaires, 13 post codes were left blank. A further 8 responses only displayed 

a partial post code making it impossible to determine the location leaving a total of 290. A 

number of post codes on the paper questionnaires were difficult to read and may have be 

recorded incorrectly, therefore the following figures cannot be taken as exact and should 

used as guide only. 



Post codes listed indicate returns from: Balterley  40, Betley  179, Wrinehill 61, with 8 

unknown. 

In question 17 the calculation of the number of people in each age group has been totalled 

from the data but the results cannot be taken as an exact figure. If more than one 

questionnaire was returned from the same household the number of people may have been 

doubled. However this may have occurred in a very small number of cases in the online 

questionnaire as additional paper questionnaires were not requested by households.  

 

0-16     age  group      Total Children = 90      13% of the total people 

17-25                          Total people  = 46          6.75%  of the total 

26-64                          Total people  =  321      47% of the total 

65-84                          Total people  = 208        30.54% of the total 

85+                             Total people  =  16         2.3% of the total 

 

The  results indicate that there is a high percentage (33%) of people over the age of 65 

including 16 people over 85 in the Parish. The total of 46  people in the age group 17-25 

represents just 6.8% of the total.   

In question 16,  50.5% of respondents indicated two people per household. 20% of the total 

62 responses have just one person in the household. Question 18 shows 51% of people 

have lived in the Parish for over 20 Years with 22% living in the Parish between 11 and 19 

years. 

For question 19 there are an additional 165 comments  attached to the wok location. It is 

clear that there should have been an additional option listed on the question as retired. 72 

people were listed as retired. 71 respondents work in Betley, 50 in Crewe,64 in Newcastle 

and 31 in Stoke. From the additional comments  respondents work in a number of local 

towns including Nantwich, Madeley, Sandbach, Northwich, but also in more distant locations 

including Manchester 10, London 8 and Nationwide. 

In question 20 it is clear that the majority 82.1 % use the car to travel to a place of work. 40 

people use the bus service and in the additional comments a small number use the train and 

walk to work. A number do work from home and therefore do not need transport. 

Question 21 asks which of the following services listed are important. It is clear that virtually 

all the services listed are very important or important to the residents in the Parish. The 

exception being the mobile library and to some extent the rural runabout, the nursery/pre 

school and play facilities. High on the list is the Shop/Post office, Broadband, Doctors 

surgery, First Responders, Pubs/restaurants, Village hall, and Veterinary surgery. All put 

together  support the positive response to question 1. Betley Parish is a pleasant place to 

live.  33 additional comments are listed with this question and 13 respondents state the 

importance of  the Church. Other comments include the Cricket  and Football clubs. 

 



 

Access and Transport 

Question 23  Indicates there are issues in the Parish with Parking, Speeding traffic, roads 

and pavements. These issues are discussed in more detail through the 150 comments 

returned in question 24.  

For the results parking in the Parish is an issue,  60.7% are in agreement.  There is a high 

agreement with: speeding in the Parish is an issue with  92.4% in overall agreement. There 

is a 61.8% agreement the Parish roads are inadequate for the current volume of traffic.  62% 

agree road surface are poorly maintained  and  69.2% agree pavements are poorly 

maintained. It is noted that further to the issue of the questionnaire maintenance work on 

pavements in Betley village have been carried out.  68% disagreed with the bus service 

through the parish is not sufficient. 

Question 24 states  “Are there any other road traffic or transport improvements that you think 

the Parish Council should encourage?” 

The answers from those residents that responded to this question mainly fell into the 

following 5 categories and are summarised as follows: 

Speeding cars, lorries and agricultural vehicles through the Village: 

The issue of speeding vehicles was remarked upon many times in response to this question. 

Out of the 150 respondents to this question 55 (37%) of them complained about the 

excessive speed by vehicles through the village. 

 A number of suggestions to resolve the problem were mentioned, there were many 

comments in favour of installing permanent speed cameras and speed information signs. 

Some residents wanted HGV’s to be banned from passing through the village, unless 

delivering goods. Other residents were concerned about the speed of agricultural vehicles 

travelling through the village.  In particular one resident’s comments were representative of 

many, they said: “electronic speed warnings PERMANENTLY placed either end of the 

village and one in the middle in the Wilderness by Betley Court, long straight”.  

 Other residents said: “No HGV through the village. Fine all speeding heavy agricultural 

vehicles”  

A number of residents said that there should be a pedestrian/zebra crossing in the middle of 

Betley, a possible site near the Village Shop was suggested. 

There were also a number of suggestions for a By-pass, such as “The tiny village of Keele 

had a by-pass many years ago - why has it never occurred to the Parish Council to 

campaign for a by-pass for Betley and Wrinehill, given that the A531 forms a big loop 

through the villages and could be rerouted through open farmland to the east?” 

 Another resident said "If there is going to be housing a better road system needs to be 

encouraged e.g. ring road/bypass otherwise the feel of the village will deteriorate and it will 

seem like a busy town with town traffic”. 



 A resident said “As the volume of traffic through the village is so great would it be possible 

to consider a by-pass?” 

Extending the 30 mph limit after leaving Betley: 

A number of residents (11 in total) were concerned about the speed of vehicles as they 

leave Betley and travel in the direction of Crewe and Nantwich. The 30 mph speed limit ends 

at that end of the village and the national speed limit of 60 mph applies.    

One resident said “The 30 mph derestriction signs, on the Crewe side of the village, should 

be moved to the bend by Doddlespool Hall old folks home. There are more than 20 houses 

from Doddlespool Hall to the existing 30 mph signs in Betley. These signs should indicate 

your speed (as in Weston).  

The speed of traffic leaving Betley in the direction of Crewe is EXCESSIVE” Another resident 

said, “I believe that a reduced speed limit should be in place leaving Betley to Doddlespool 

Hall. This section of road is not lit at night, has narrow pavements and is dangerous with 

traffic travelling at up to 60 mph”. “ The 30 mph derestriction causes overtaking due to the 

straight rd ahead. In my opinion it should be moved nearer to Doddlespool creating a bend 

to curb the excessive speeding”. 

Parking on pavements in the Village and around the School: 

27 residents stated that parking, particularly around and near Betley School, was a real 

concern for them. A number of residents said that “Parking is a major issue; more and more 

cars are parking on pavements”.  “CHURCH LANE around the school especially”. "Parking, 

Congestion, Speed are all issues. There are safety issues. These affect residents and other 

users. LADY GATES at school times”. 

 Other residents suggested that we should “Discourage or prevent parking on pavements 

where that blocks the way for pushchairs and wheelchairs.” “Maybe consider a residents 

only parking scheme”.  Parking by school is a problem and dangerous. “Parking outside 

school and Church. Zig Zags complete waste of money as people park on them, walking and 

driving down Church Lane dangerous at school and church times.” "Parking outside the 

Hand & Trumpet on the main road is a major problem that has caused road accidents in the 

past. Needs stopping by small signs along the pavements stating no parking” "Only allow 

planning permission for new homes where there is adequate parking provision ( 2 parking 

spaces/property + room for visitors) Police parking on pavements on main road to ensure 

pavements are kept free of obstructions” 

The poor state of repair of some pavements and blocked rainwater drains: 

28 residents said that there were problems caused by people parking on the pavements and 

making it difficult for other residents to pass vehicles parked there. The following comments 

are typical of the majority of views of some residents "State of pavements & blocked drains 

appalling and have been for many years despite complaints” "Clear blocked drains so 

pedestrians do not get soaked by passing cars. Remove debris from pavements to enable 

walkers to walk side by side especially with children, reference to the wilderness.” “Gully 

emptying” “The pavements are so bad they can barely be used and need serious 

investment”.  



Traffic calming measures: 

Rethink the traffic calming/parking bay end kerbside protrusion near the vet's surgery. It 

protrudes onto the inside of a bend but large vehicles travelling south, often going well over 

30, cut the bend without even realising the 'protrusion' is there. This means cars driving 

north suddely find their road space unexpectedly narrowed and risk getting sideswiped as 

the back of a large vehicle cuts onto their northbound side of the road. The calming needs to 

be on the southbound side of the road to slow vehicles BEFORE the village centre.  “Traffic 

calming bollards means 2 large vehicles can’t pass”   

As mentioned above most of the additional comments residents made to this question have 

been summarised above, however a few residents mentioned a Pelican crossing near the 

village shop and while a few residents wanted speed humps to be installed in the village, to 

deter speeding motorists and heavy goods vehicles, others clearly were against this 

suggestion. Some residents wanted more speed signage while others thought there was 

sufficient signage and just required enforcement. A few residents suggested cycle lanes in 

the village. A number of residents wanted a decorative Village Sign to inform visitors that 

they were entering the historic village of Betley and Wrinehill.  

 

Neighbourhood Plan Questionnaire Additional Comments 

Overview. 

The comments box at the end of the questionnaire allowed respondents to add anything they 

felt was important but was not covered by the questions in the main body of the 

questionnaire. 

By its very nature it allowed free reign to comment on a range of issues.  Many of the issues 

raised therefore lay outside the remit of the Neighbourhood Plan – for example issues 

relating to roads and pavements or parking.  However the analysis of key themes allow us to 

see concerns that are ‘bubbling under’ in the community – many of which we might hope to 

address either head-on or tangentially in the Neighbourhood Plan document. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Breakdown of Additional Comments by Theme 

 

 

 

The key themes emerging in the Additional Comments need to be taken with care.  Only 83 

or the respondents (around 25%) chose to make additional comments presumably because 

most respondents felt that he questionnaire had covered most of their concerns.   

Themes such as parking, roads, traffic and pavements lie outside the direct remit of the Plan 

but it is interesting to note them. 

Themes like Village Character, Development, Quality of Life and  Housing all elicited a 

strong response (born out by questions earlier in the questionnaire).  The Blue Bell 

development was commented on (invariably negatively) by 11% of the respondents – many 

concerned it is out of character and the wrong kind of housing. 

Comments include: 

Village Character  

“We live in a beautiful village. Let’s keep it as a village and not add until we have a small 

town.” 

“We are very fortunate to live in such a fantastic rural parish. We must protect our green and 

open spaces for the benefit of future generations.” 

 

Housing and Planning issues 

“No one wants new development or change on their doorstep. 

We need to be careful that our NP is not a no development document. We need to work with 



the council and developers to allocate land we want to come forwards rather than being 

faced with appeals that are overruled. 

It will be clear that I am a developer/land promoter and have seen first hand that digging 

heals in with a not in my back yard standing won't assist our NP and protecting out green 

space/green belt. 

There is a need for housing, but better for it to be what we want” 

“The village rural lifestyle and its environments have been enjoyed and treasured by the 

residents for many generations, and so these values must have the highest priority in the 

future planning. 

Although we are aware of the economic pressures in terms of job creation, housing 

development etc., the village life and its values must be preserved for our next generations. 

We therefore strongly urge the NP steering group to be highly selective with critical appraisal 

of any future projects to be incorporated into the planning. Bearing in mind that bad projects 

can do more harm than no projects.” 

“I think there needs to be a balance. people want to live in a nice quiet village BUT with the 

ageing population and no housing that is affordable or appropriate to younger members of 

the community they will have to move away. The resulting top heavy community will then tail 

off and die (literally). 

No-one wants anything "next door to them" but development must go somewhere!” 

“We have such a rich and diverse wildlife population and this must be preserved. Brownfield 

sites, although more expensive to develop must always be a first choice for new build 

because often the infrastructure is already in place. 

I feel very strongly that any new build should be affordable housing for young local people 

rather than large expensive houses that only the wealthy can afford. It should be possible for 

local people to be able to buy in their home area. 

We are so fortunate to live in a true rural village community with fantastic access to the 

surrounding countryside. The wildlife population is diverse and thriving and currently there is 

a balance that should be maintained at all costs. 

It is heartbreaking to see how development is being approached in Cheshire with vast 

housing and industrial estates being built on green belt in areas that do not have sufficient 

infrastructure to support so that has to built as well destroying more green belt. 

I agree that there is a need for additional housing but here is an opportunity to approach it in 

a considered manner so that the essence of Betley, its character and  

 

“I am firmly of the opinion that the country and this village have more than enough family 

homes. The problem is that many are under occupied and suitable alternative properties are 

not available to allow residents in smaller households to downsize into something more 

relevant, thus freeing family houses for use by families.  

As a for instance, of the 27 houses (all 4 bed family homes) in Ladygates nearly 20% were, 

until recently, occupied by single owner occupiers, 60% by retired couples and just 15% by 

younger families for whom the houses were designed. Whilst not all the single owners or 

older couples would want to move out, a significant proportion would, providing suitable 

properties were available at suitable prices. 

Given the health issues and ages of the residents in question, such suitable housing should 



be single storey, between 100 and 120m2 floorspace (120 to 140m2 with garage). The 

properties should no be allowed to be extended as another issue is that current housing 

stock is gradually being increased in size, removing smaller housing from the market.” 

“I am very unhappy with the overdevelopment of the bluebell site and the fact that the 

application for low cost housing was altered to these very large houses. I hope that this will 

not be repeated on the site of the garage opposite. This site needs to be tidied as it is an 

eyesore on the approach to the village.” 

“The development almost completed on the outskirts of Wrinehill is a total eyesore. It is 

totally out-of-keeping and massively over developed. If this is the sort of development that 

would happen in Betley then we are very strongly against. We also believe that it will cause 

congestion from not enough parking and in turn cause traffic hazards especially from 

Checkley Lane.” 

“The reason we have chosen no further housing is not Nimbyism. As an example the Blue 

Bell site in Wrinehill was planed and passed by NBC and looked OK for a village setting. 

However what have we ended up with? Large houses crammed into the site, dwarfing 

everthing around it. anything less village like is hard to imagine. 

It was a perfect opportunity to enhance the village- All very disappointing. 

What hope for the future?” 

“I live in Wrinehill close tp "Bluebell court" I am disgusted at houses that have been built - too 

many dwellings brick totally out of character for an old village” 

“The development of the former Bluebell site is an absolute disgrace. How was this ever 

passed as suitable beggars belief. Go and have a look at what a crowded very inappropriate 

eyesore has been created.” 

 


