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1.  Introduction 

1.1  Background and purpose 

Following the decision of the Parish Council in October 2012 to prepare a 
Neighbourhood Development Plan (NP) for the Parish, it was agreed that a 
questionnaire should be prepared to invite all parish residents of voting age to 
provide their views on the future shape of the Parish, both the village and Taylorôs 
Farm (TF). 
 

The questionnaire was designed to provide documented evidence of residentsô views 
on existing features and characteristics of the Parish and on potential developments, 
new homes and additional facilities. The paper questionnaire was delivered with the 
March 2014 edition of the Loddon Valley Link (an online version was also available) 
and results were collected throughout March. 
 
Although a single questionnaire was produced, results have been analysed 
separately for the village and TF. This document presents the full findings of the 
questionnaire which are also available online at: www.sherfieldonloddon-
pc.gov.uk/Council/Neighbourhood_Plan.aspx and from mid-September paper copies 
of it will be available to read at: House Twenty8, Hair Affair, The Salon, Four 
Horseshoes, White Hart, Sherfield Park Community Centre and the Chineham 
Library. Personal copies are available on request. 

1.2  Questionnaire Response  

400 completed questionnaires were submitted from all sources: 
 

Å 70 paper questionnaires were collected from the Sherfield Park 

Community Centre 

Å 205 paper questionnaires were submitted from SoL village 

Å 125 questionnaires were completed online: 28 by SoL villagers, 67 by TF 

residents and 30 origin unknown (no postcode). 

That is about a 16% response from those of voting age in the Parish and is 
considered to be a good response for surveys of this type. 

1.3  Document Structure 

This report is divided into 3 sections as follows: 
 

Section 1 contains an introduction to the questionnaire and its analysis, a 
summary of the number of responses received, a description of the structure 
of the document and a Glossary of abbreviations. 

http://www.sherfieldonloddon-pc.gov.uk/Council/Neighbourhood_Plan.aspx
http://www.sherfieldonloddon-pc.gov.uk/Council/Neighbourhood_Plan.aspx
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Section 2 deals with the analysis and results of those questions that were 
answered using a tick or a number in one of a range of boxes, i.e. the tick box 
results. 
Section 3 deals with the results of those questions that were answered by 
writing a text answer. 
The detailed results are presented in the 3 Appendices: 

Appendix A: Tick box charts presented separately for the village and 
TF. 
Appendix B: Text response results for the village. 
Appendix C: Text response results for TF. 
Appendix D: The Questionnaire itself. 

1.4  Glossary 

The following terms and abbreviations are used in the document: 
 

Abbreviation/ 
Term 

Explanation 

LVL Loddon Valley Link ï Parish monthly newsletter distributed 
at the beginning of the month. 

NP Neighbourhood Plan or Neighbourhood Development Plan 

PC Sherfield on Loddon Parish Council 

SoL Sherfield on Loddon 

TF Taylorôs Farm 
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2.  Tick box analysis 

This section deals with the analysis and results of those questions requiring a tick or 
number in one of a range of boxes. There is a brief description of the analysis 
process and a summary of the initial conclusions drawn from the responses. 

2.1  Approach to analysis 

Details from every questionnaire were manually entered into an Access database 
designed for this analysis. The data entry used Access forms for each question and 

the data from every questionnaire was stored in a set of Access tables. Every record 
in the database has a unique Identification number and that number was recorded at 
the top of every questionnaire so that it would always be possible, if necessary, to 
verify a record in the database with the source questionnaire. However, each 
questionnaire is anonymous apart from the age range & gender of the person 
completing the questionnaire and also their post code so that the questionnaires 
could be identified as from the village or TF. Two separate but identical Access 
databases were used, one for the data from village respondents and one for TF 
respondents. Finally a set of Access Queries were used to summarise the results of 
each question and an Excel Spread sheet was used to produce the histogram 
visualisation charts for each question. 

2.2  Results 

In Appendix A the results of questions 1, 2a, 4, 5, & 6 are presented as histogram 
charts (bar charts) showing the total number of ticks recorded against each of the 
options (e.g. Not Important, Of Little Importance, Of Some Importance, Important, 
Very Important). For each question separate bar charts are presented for responses 
from the village and TF. Additionally, the bar charts for questions 4, 5 & 6 are 
presented in 2 parts because of the space needed to cover all the options. The 
questions are presented before each bar chart as a reminder and to put the charts 
into context. 
 
In Question 2b respondents were asked to indicate their first and second 
preferences for the occupants of new houses by inserting 1st and 2nd against the 
appropriate occupant category. The preferences for each type of occupant (e.g. 
Families with school age children, or Single parents or the Elderly) are presented (in 
Appendix A) in 2 bar charts, one for the village and one for TF. 
 
In Question 7 (Do you think that more support and facilities should be provided to 
help small businesses?), there is one tick box to indicate no support for small 
business, but respondents are invited to add remarks of their own. The results are 
presented in Section 3, Appendix B (village) and Appendix C (TF). 
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Question 8 has a number of parts and is seeking to learn more about the 
respondents and their households to help judge the extent to which the 
questionnaire represents the views of a representative cross section of the members 
of the parish. The questions require putting ticks or numbers in the appropriate 
boxes; the results are presented as bar charts in Appendix A. 
 
Question 9 asks for ñAdditional viewsò, i.e. for any request or view on the future look 
of the Parish not covered earlier in the questionnaire. This is a totally text response 
question and is covered in Section 3. 
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3.  Text response analysis 

3.1  Approach to analysis 

The approach to analysis is identical to that described for the tick box questions in 
Section 2.1. However, for those questions with text answers, the Access Queries 
extracted the text so that it could be copied unedited into Word documents. These 
have been merged together to form 2 documents, Appendix B for all village 
comments and Appendix C for TF comments.  

3.2  Results 

In Appendix B and Appendix C, Question 3 asks, ñGreen Spaces:  are there any 
places in the parish which you think we should try and protect as green spaces?ò 
There is space for 2 answers, 3a and 3b, but all text provided is captured. 
 
Questions 4, 5 & 6, all primarily tick box questions, give respondents the option to 
insert 2 additional issues per question by writing them in. All text provided as 
additional issues is captured for analysis. 
 
Question 7 asks, ñIf you would not like to see better business support or facilities, tick 
here.ò The number of boxes ticked is captured together with nil responses to this 
question. However, the question also asks for views and ideas: ñPlease describe the 
type of business and/or support you think would be appropriate.ò All text provided is 
captured for analysis. 
 
Question 9 seeks additional views that have not been captured in the earlier 
questions in the questionnaire. All text provided is captured for analysis. 
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4.  Initial Conclusions 

The responses to each question, both tick box and text, have been extracted and 
totalled to assess the overall views of village and TF residents; initial results are 
summarised below. However, further analysis, particularly of the lengthy text 
responses to Question 9, is ongoing in order to help formulate the Policies for the 
NDP and to extract the evidence to support them. 

4.1  Question 1 

The essential characteristics of Sherfield on Loddon Parish now. The 
questionnaire asked respondents to tick one box for each statement (from Not 
Important to Very Important) to indicate the extent of their agreement. Of the 8 

characteristics of the parish listed, 95% of respondents of SoL village rated 7 of them 
Of Some Importance or Important or Very Important. The eighth characteristic, 
Sherfield Park Community Centre, was rated important by over 75% of respondents. 
Over 90% of the TF respondents rated 5 of the characteristics Of Some Importance 
or Important or Very Important, the remaining 3 characteristics, Conservation, Varied 
& Traditional building styles and SoL Village Hall were so rated by over 85% of 
respondents.  
 

Conclusion: the listed characteristics were rated Of Some Importance or 

higher by the very great majority of residents throughout the Parish. 

 

4.2  Question 2 

Characteristics of new houses - Question 2a. Respondents were asked to tick 
one box for each statement to indicate the extent of their agreement with the types of 
housing in the list. There is strong support throughout the parish for houses on 
Brown Field Sites and for Smaller Developments rather than on a Single Estate. 
There is generally poor support for Flats and Three Storey houses, while Single 

Storey and Two Storey houses seem acceptable to most. There is a difference of 
opinion for Mixed Styles where just under half of villagers support Mixed Styles, but 

85% of TF respondents support such houses. 
 

Conclusion: Smaller developments on brownfield sites, in keeping with the 
current characteristics of the village, are favoured. 

 
Preferred occupants - Question 2b. The question asked respondents to insert ñ1stò 
and ñ2ndò choices in 2 boxes to indicate who they thought should be the top 2 priority 
occupants of any new homes. The results from SoL villagers and those from TF 
were surprisingly similar. Both groups identified Families with School Age Children 
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as their most popular first choice for new homes; the Elderly was the second most 
popular first choice. Singles or Couples with No Children was equally popular in the 

parish as a popular second choice although the top second choice was homes for 
the Elderly voted by SoL villagers. 
 

Conclusion: Priority for new housing should be given to families with school 
age children. 

 

4.3  Question 3 

 

Green Spaces - Questions 3a & 3b.  The questionnaire asked if there are places in 
the parish which we should try to protect as green spaces and asked respondents to 
describe these areas and explain why they think they should be preserved. Village 
respondents provided 164 comments for question 3a and 86 for 3b. These included 
70 votes for the Village Green, 32 for the Common, and 11 for the Strategic Gap. 
There were 21 comments to both 3a and 3b from residents of TF covering similar 
issues to SoL villagers. 
 

Conclusion: All listed green spaces, including the Strategic Gap, should be 
protected (from development). 

 

4.4  Question 4 

Existing Facilities. The question asked respondents to indicate how important to 
them were the 13 existing facilities listed. There was a space for them to write in 2 
additional facilities not in the list that they considered were important. Village support 
for all these existing facilities is very high, all but 2 of the 13 facilities being rated Of 
Some Importance or higher by over 80% of respondents. Even the lowest 2 were so 
rated by 76% (Nursery Groups) and 68% (Allotments). Local shops and the Village 
Green were rated Of Some Importance or higher by 99.6% of respondents. TF 

support for all these existing facilities is not quite as high, perhaps because not many 
of the facilities are located in their community. However, 7 of the facilities earn the 
support of over 80% of respondents. The facilities with the lowest 3 ratings are the 
Cricket Pitch (56.5%), the Tennis Courts (56.5%) and Allotments (39.4%). 
 

About 50 additional facilities were added in answer to questions 4n & 4o, the most 
common being the Village Hall (10 mentions). The full list can be seen in Appendix B 
& C. 
 

Conclusion: A wide range of existing facilities is highly rated. 
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4.5  Question 5 

 
New Facilities. The question asked respondents to indicate which of the list of 14 
shops, services and new amenities they would like in the parish. There was a space 
for them to insert 2 additional facilities not in the list that they considered were 
important. Village support for these new facilities is quite modest with the most 
acceptable new facility, a doctorsô surgery, only having the support of 54% of 
respondents. No other facility had a response over 50% so they were rejected by the 
majority of villagers. However, TF respondents are more supportive of new facilities 
with 8 new facilities having over 50% support. Three facilities were strongly 
supported, a local shop at TF (88.5%), a doctorsô surgery (80.9%) and a pharmacy 
(71.8%). The idea for a care home in the parish was very poorly supported with only 
23.8% of village respondents and 13.1% of TF respondents. About 25 additional new 
facilities were added in answer to questions 5o & 5p; the most common was a 
secondary school with 4 mentions. 
 

Conclusion: There is limited support for new facilities, but stronger support for a 
doctors' surgery, and, at TF, a local shop and pharmacy. 

 
 Question 6 
Transport Issues: The question asked respondents to indicate how strongly they 
believed that changes are needed to a list of 11 transport/traffic issues. There was a 
space for them to insert 2 additional issues not in the list that they considered were 
important. Seven of the transport issues received the support from over 50% of 
village respondents with road maintenance (80% in agreement) having the strongest 
support for change. Footpaths, bus routing and car parking did not generate strong 
views for a change with only 48% to 31% of respondents indicating change. The 
need for change is stronger with TF residents with 9 of the 11 issues being 
supported by over 50% of respondents. About 55 additional traffic issues were 
added in answer to questions 6l & 6m with comments on the A33 being most 
common. 
 

Conclusion: Road maintenance is a high priority as are traffic issues of speed and 
congestion. 

 

4.6  Question 7 

Business Support. The question asks whether more support and facilities should 
be provided to help small businesses. There were 52 comments overall of which 
58% were supportive. Of the 52 comments, 11% (all from TF) were related to the 
provision of shops. 
 

Conclusion: There is significant support for helping small businesses. 



Full Results of Questionnaire 
 
 
Reference: - - NDPQuest_Full1 
 Issue: Version 1.0  
 

  

 

 12   

4.7  Question 8 

Age and gender of respondents. While village respondents are in the majority 
above the age of 50, in the 30-39 age group it is TF respondents that are in the 
majority. More females filled out the questionnaire in the village and TF. 
 

Conclusion: 60% of respondents were females, peak age group was 30-39 for TF, 
but over 50 for the village. 

 

4.8  Question 9 

Additional Views. The question asked respondents to write any request or view on 
the future look of the Parish not covered by earlier questions. There were 150 
comments in which A33 congestion, keeping the Strategic Gap, need for TF shop 
and bypass to Cufaude Lane at TF featured strongly. 
 

Conclusion: With so many separate comments there is no simple conclusion. 
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Appendix A.  Tick box results  (for village and TF)  
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нōύ LƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ƻŎŎǳǇŀƴǘǎ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ƘƻƳŜǎΦ tƭŜŀǎŜ ƛƴǎŜǊǘ άмǎǘέ ŀƴŘ άнƴŘέ ƛƴ н 
ōƻȄŜǎ ōŜƭƻǿ ǘƻ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǿƘƻ ȅƻǳ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇ н ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ 
ƻŎŎǳǇŀƴǘǎ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƴŜǿ ƘƻƳŜǎΦ 
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