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Report of 2019 Survey of Stinsford Residents

1. Background to the survey
The survey of residents forms part of the process of gathering evidence on which to base the
Stinsford Neighbourhod Plan (SNP). A separate survey of businesses, farmers and landowners in
Stinsford parish was carried out in May 2019.
By the early summer of 2019 the SNP steering group had drafted the potential scope, aims and
objectives of the plan and carried out preliminary assessments of the main topics which the plan
could cover. In late summer of 2019 the steering group felt ready to invite all the residents of the
parish to contribute comments on the emerging topics and ideas in the plan, so that the results could
guide the next step, the development of draft policies, which would in due course be submitted to
further public scrutiny.

2. Purpose of the survey
The aims of the survey were defined as:








To obtain up-to-date demographic, housing and travel information about Stinsford residents
necessary to inform the Neighbourhood Plan policies and to check we have reached a
reasonable cross-section of the population
To obtain residents' views on the scope of the plan
To gain qualitative information about how residents perceive Stinsford and what is valued or
problematic for them
To identify planning issues, including specific locations, which cause concern to residents
To obtain information to help guide future consultation efforts about the plan (e.g. what
methods would work best, when would meetings or events get the most attendance etc)
To probe attitudes to housing development

3. How the survey was carried out
A pilot survey was carried out with four respondents in August 2019 to test the design of the
questionnaire, and some amendments were made to the survey as a result. The responses from the
pilot survey were discarded before carrying out the main survey.
Advance publicity was issued in August 2019 in the form of an article in The Pilot, the parish
magazine which is delivered to all households, and items were posted on the SNP Facebook page
and the SNP website. The advance publicity asked all households to look out for the survey which
would arrive in September 2019, and encouraged all Stinsford residents aged 13+ to complete the
survey.
The survey was available online and in paper format. The survey questionnaire is shown at
Appendix 1.
Using information from the Electoral Registration Officer at Dorset Council, addresses were
identified for all the residential properties in the parish. There were 165 properties, including 39
'voids' (no electors resident there). The parish had 263 electors, and another 3 who would attain
voting age during 2019.
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The survey was delivered by hand to all properties in the parish between Saturday 31st August and
Wednesday 4th September by seven volunteers from SNP steering group. Residents were
encouraged to complete the survey online if possible. Paper questionnaires were provided to those
who preferred them, with a stamped addressed envelope for returning the questionnaire to the parish
clerk. Paper replies were subsequently entered online by SNP volunteers.
The closing date for the survey was set as Monday 16th September. Fifty-eight replies were received
by that date, and the deadline was extended by a week to encourage a higher response rate. A
reminder email was sent to the SNP mailing list, and a further 29 replies were received in the final
week, giving a total of 87 replies.
As well as the completed questionnaires, there were 57 attempts to do the survey online which were
abandoned, incomplete. Twenty of these attempts were repeated successfully, and are counted in the
total of 87 replies, above. Sadly that leaves 37 people who tried to do the survey but did not
manage it, unless they subsequently filled in a paper questionnaire instead.

4. Who replied?
Responses came from 56% of households in the parish, but only 33% of electors.
Table 1 - Responses to the survey
Number in parish

Number responding

%

Households

126

71

56

People of voting age

263

86*

33

* one response was received from someone aged under 18.

Comparing the ages of respondents with the age profile of the parish in the 2011 Census, older
people, especially the over-65s, are over-represented in the survey responses, and younger people
correspondingly under-represented.

Comparing respondents with Census population of Stinsford
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There were 48 female respondents, 38 male, and one who preferred a different gender description.
Female respondents outnumbered males in the younger and middle age groups. The reverse was
true in the oldest age group.

Demographic profile of respondents
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Ethnically, the parish composition was overwhelmingly white British in the 2011 Census, and the
same was true for those who replied to the survey.

Most people who replied to the survey (89%) were from households with no children under 18
present; only 11% of respondents lived in homes with children. In the 2011 Census, 20% of
households in the parish had dependent children at home. The data do not permit a direct
comparison, but it seems likely that households with children were under-represented in the 2019
survey.
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Household size of survey respondents, 2019
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Owner-occupiers are a slightly higher proportion of respondents to the 2019 survey than their share
of households in 2011 (72% compared with 66%). Private rented accommodation is the least
frequent tenure among those who answered the survey. The 'other' category of tenure includes
people in tied accommodation, and those living with their parents, or with their adult children.
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Eighty-six respondents answered question 31, about how long they had lived in the parish. Over
half had lived here for 11 years or longer.

The results
Results are presented under the following headings:
- aims, objectives and topics of the plan (Qs 1, 5 and 34)
- perceptions of Stinsford (Qs 2-4)
- landscape and views (Q7)
- green spaces (Qs 6 and 8)
- housing and development (Qs 9-15, and 28)
- community facilities and utilities (Qs 16, 17 and 33)
- transport and travel (Qs 18-21)
- future contact with the neighbourhood plan (Q 35)

Aims, objectives and topics of the plan (Qs 1, 5 and 34)
Question 1 asked if the plan was focusing on the right topics.
Q1. Work on the Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan is currently focusing on five main issues:
• heritage, landscape and views
• green spaces, including recreation and wildlife
• housing
• community facilities
• roads and traffic, including cycling.
Are these the right topics for the plan to address?

A large majority of respondents (89%) agreed with the focus of the plan on heritage, green spaces,
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housing, communications, roads and traffic including cycling. Ten respondents indicated dissent.
Their comments mainly reflected perceived omissions which were actually covered in the survey
(heritage, community facilities, housing, transport) except two respondents who wanted to stop
development. Two people commented on the importance of employment opportunities in the Parish.
Several comments stressed the importance of addressing climate change and protecting the natural
environment and wildlife. Comments were also made by five respondents who suppported the
plan's focus. All the comments made on Question 1 are shown in Appendix 2.
Table 2 - Responses to Q1
Yes

No

Total responses

77

10

87

89%

11%

100

Q1. Does the plan address the right topics?
100.00%
80.00%
60.00%
40.00%
20.00%
0.00%
Yes

No

Question 5 presented the draft 'Vision', including aims and objectives, for the plan, and asked
whether people were in agreement.
Q5. The Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan will have at its core a Shared Vision for the protection and
development of the parish that reflects and meets the community's values, hopes and needs for the
period to 2036.
Do the following aims and objectives reflect how you want to see the future of Stinsford?
The Aim of the Neighbourhood Plan is to safeguard and enhance the parish's outstanding environment
and heritage, whilst encouraging appropriate development and acknowledging the demands of climate
change, by pursuing the following objectives:
 to maintain, protect and improve the beauty, tranquillity and accessibility of our rural landscape,
together with its diverse wildlife, that residents and visitors value so highly;
 to care for its historic and literary heritage and to welcome appropriate numbers of visitors;
 to respond to the need for a demographically mixed population, a viable economy, and training,
education and employment opportunities within the parish;
 to provide appropriate levels of housing and other facilities to meet the needs of the local community;
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 to uphold principles of sustainable development and good and climate friendly building design;
 to promote good and safe access links for walkers, cyclists and other road users, whilst working to
reduce the reliance on fossil-fuel transport.

The stated aims and objectives of the plan reflected the wishes of 86 % of respondents. Comments
included challenging the achievability of housing and economy objectives as being beyond our
control. There were queries about what is ‘appropriate’ development and an ‘appropriate’ numbers
of visitors plus how would it be possible to limit numbers. There was a wish to protect against
overdevelopment and to avoid destroying landscape.
Table 3 - Responses to Q5
Yes

No

No opinion

Total responses

75

9

3

87

86%

10%

3%

99%*

* less than 100% due to rounding to nearest whole %

Q5. Do you agree with the plan's aims and objectives?
100.00%
90.00%
80.00%
70.00%
60.00%
50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00%
0.00%
Yes

No

No opinion

Sixteen people made additional suggestions, 8 of whom agreed with the plan's aims and objectives
and eight did not. The comments mainly concerned the need to protect from development, or picked
up points about the wording of the objectives. The comments are shown in Appendix 3.
Question 34 was a broad invitation for people to add any other comments that could help create a
better plan.
Q34. Please tell us anything else about your experience of Stinsford, or of neighbourhood planning, that
you think will help towards creating a better plan

Thirty-three respondents provided additional comments to help create a better plan. As regards the
scope of the plan, new topics which were mentioned were light pollution, provision for renewable
energy, and the problem of parts of the parish feeling cut off from the rest of Stinsford by the A35.
There were many comments (c. 14) which emphasised people's wish to protect Stinsford and to
oppose development. Three comments noted aspects of nature which were valued, and four were
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appreciative of particular aspects of life in Stinsford. Also included were comments about the need
for high quality development, if any, and for controlling traffic speeds and the number of visitors.
The individual comments are shown in Appendix 4.

Perceptions of Stinsford (Qs 2 to 4)
Question 2 asked what residents liked about Stinsford.
Q2. Thinking about the area, which three words or phrases describe what you like the most about
Stinsford as a place to live?

Eighty-five chose to answer the question; two skipped it. Of those who answered, 83 took up the
invitation to use three words or phrases, one gave only two and one gave only one answer. Each of
the total of 252 descriptions was summarised into a one-word answer for analysis, and the resulting
frequency is illustrated in Figure 1 below.
As SNP group has found in previous, smaller surveys, there is a strong thread of how much people
value the peace, quiet and unspoiled quality of Stinsford's rural environment. It is clear that people
also value its proximity to Dorchester, summarised in the tag 'convenient'. Heritage aspects are also
frequently mentioned, including the area's history and its association with Thomas Hardy.
Figure 1– Word Cloud of qualities that residents liked about living in Stinsford
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Question 3 focused on their dislikes about living here.
Q3. Thinking about the area, which three words or phrases describe what you dislike the most about
Stinsford as a place to live?

Eighty people gave at least one answer to this question, of whom 66 gave two answers and 55 gave
three, giving a total of 201 comments. Seven skipped the question. Again, each comment was
summarised into a one-word answer for analysis, and the resulting frequency is illustrated in Figure
2 below.
Aspects that residents dislike about living in Stinsford include the threat of development; many
aspects connected with traffic (people mentioned matters such as noise from the A35, problems at
the Kingston Maurward roundabout, and rat-running on narrow lanes); poor maintenance of roads
and rights of way; and the lack of facilitiies (e.g. pub or shop), lack of public transport, and of a hub
or centre to the community.

Figure 2 – Word Cloud of qualities that residents disliked about living in Stinsford
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Question 4 focused on how residents would convey a flavour of Stinsford to people from elsewhere.
Q4. Using just 3 words or short phrases, how would you describe the Stinsford area to a person who has
never visited before?

Eighty-four people answered this question. Eighty-two of them took up the opportunity to give
three descriptive words or phrases, whilst two people gave only one answer. There were therefore
248 descriptive comments altogether. The frequency of the comments is illustrated in Figure 3
below. It is clear that the literary and historic heritage of the parish, and its rural beauty and peace,
are the aspects that residents emphasise.
Figure 3 – Word Cloud of how residents describe Stinsford to non-residents
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Landscape and views (Q7)
Question 7 asked people to identify the views in the parish which they value, and why. A map was
provided to help them identify the locations.
What views of the local area do you specially value in the parish? … What you specially value about this view

77 respondents made inputs to this question, although not all offered 2nd and 3rd choices of their
favourite views. 176 responses were made across 1st, 2nd and 3rd choices of Views, 13 respondents
made no choices, 2 objected to the question, and 2 answers were void (one view lay outside the
parish, and one was unidentifiable).
Table 4 – Replies to Q7, valued views

Responses to Q7 (Views) chimed with those to Q6 & Q8 (Open Spaces & Green Spaces). Together,
they provide relevant detail to identify valued rural landscapes that the SNP might wish to
“maintain, protect, and improve the beauty, tranquility and accessibility of”.
Popular views shaded pink
D=relates to DOR15 area
Fewer votes shaded orange
P=relates to River Path
Discussion
Beauty is in the eye of the beholder, and an assessment of Q7 is also going to be somewhat
subjective; and weightings have not been applied to 1st, 2nd or 3rd choices. The responses
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underscore the obvious beauty and appeal of the landscape throughout the parish, but also reflect, to
a significant degree, three factors:




the distribution of population within the settlements of the parish;
the bond that respondents have with the landscape near to their homes;
the popularity of landscapes that benefit from convenient access (ie from settlements; Rights
of Way, car parks, etc).

Thus, the Frome river path in its entire length across the parish and the associated water meadows
score highly 21 votes as first choice and 58 in total (21/58); similarly the southerly view from the
Roman Road in Thorncombe Wood scores 14/32. Views from less well-trodden paths are no less
deserving of protection just because of their remoteness or lower population - all are frequented by
walkers from outside the parish.
Whilst comments about the proposed development to the north of Dorchester (DOR15) were not
asked for, valued landscape views across land proposed for development under DOR15 were 16 as
first choice and 44 overall.
Views by their very nature start from a viewpoint - views from footpaths vastly increase the extent
of valued landscape. If all favoured views were to be given equal weight, the majority of the parish
would be shaded pink!
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Green Spaces (Qs 6 and 8)
Question 6 asked people to list the open spaces that they value in the parish. Alongside each item in
their list they could say why they valued it.
Q6. What open spaces do you specially value in the parish? (e.g. favourite places to walk, play games,
watch wildlife, sit quietly in nature, etc). Please list them.

84 respondents answered this question; 3 skipped it. Each resident could list up to three green
spaces. 84 listed at least one green space; 81 listed two; 66 listed three. In total therefore residents
mentioned green spaces 231 times. Of these, 4 could not be identified (e.g. 'view from my garden'),
and 10 were outside the parish (all Puddletown Woods or Duddle Heath). The results of the 217
remaining valid choices are in Table 5 below.
Table 5 - Open spaces which residents value
Valued Location
River path
Thorncombe Woods
Kingston Maurward
Water meadows
River Frome
Lower Bockhampton
Waterston Ridge
Blue bridge
Stinsford Church
Hardy Way
Frome Whitfield
Misc areas N of Dorchester
Bhompston area
Higher Kingston
Cokers Frome
Footpaths in general
Countryside in general
Woods (Grey's Wd, unnamed wds)
Villages & hamlets
View W from nr Higher Bockhampton
TOTAL
Table 5, contd.
Unidentifiable
Outside parish (Puddletown Wds, Duddle Heath)

number
43
35
26
18
16
13
10
8
7
7
6
6
5
5
4
2
2
2
1
1
217

%
20
16
12
8
7
6
5
4
3
3
3
3
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
100

4
10

Twenty different areas are shown in Table 5 which residents identified as valuable to them for
outdoor relaxation and recreation. In some cases, people have used different terms for the same
general area. In order to reflect as accurately as possible the balance of public opinion, some
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localities that were mentioned by multiple names have been grouped together in Table 6 below.
Table 6 – Most popular Green Space areas, grouped results
THE RIVER
River path
Water meadows
River Frome
Sub-total

No.
43
18
16
77

%
20
8
7
35

THE AREA NORTH OF DORCHESTER
Water meadows
Waterston Ridge
Blue bridge
Frome Whitfield
Misc areas N of Dorchester
Cokers Frome
Sub-total

No.
18
10
8
6
6
4
52

%
8
5
4
3
3
2
24

WOODS
Thorncombe Woods
Grey's Wood, “woods nearby”
Sub-total

No.
35
2
37

%
16
1
17

These results suggest that important areas for the largest number of residents are the River Frome
and associated paths and water meadows; the area north of Dorchester, again with its associated
paths, landmarks and water meadows; and woodlands especially Thorncombe Woods. Kingston
Maurward College and parkland was another popular area.
Residents commented about what in particular they valued about each Green Space. Extracted
below are a sample of replies (verbatim).

The river
Seeing kingfishers, otters etc.,
beautiful, tranquil, historic
Peaceful walks
Sounds of running water and views
Safe bridleway for local equestrians
Access
Beautiful scenery, quiet.Dog can play in the river
Tranquil
Beautifual walk into town
Proximity to wildlife and greenery, atmosphere
Original water channels and flood gates, open space
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The area north of Dorchester
Mature trees, ancient landscape
(Lovers' Lane) One of the well preserved drove roads in Dorset, most of these lost through
development; invaluable wildlife corridor in the parish: watching wildlife, enjoying with wild
flowers while walking or running; should be protected
360 degree views, very few people.
fabulous views
Historical landscape ie bronze age borrows, medival and celtic field work, etc; undulating
countryside, views

Thorncombe Woods and surrounds
Dragonflies, newts, grass snakes. A destination on walks.
A nice escape away to enjoy the wildlife within the area.
Setting, wildlife, peaceful
Hardy Cottage and cafe

Kingston Maurward
gorgeous gardens and house
Access and parkland
picturesque
lovely flowers
Question 8 invited people to express any concerns they felt about green spaces in the parish.
Q8. Do you have any concerns about the use, condition or protection of local open green spaces?

Fifty-four people expressed concerns about aspects of green space, 13 of whom mentioned more
than one concern. In total 71 issues were raised. The topics raised are shown in Table 7, below.
Table 7 - Summary of concerns about green spaces in Stinsford
Development
Need for stronger protection for green spaces
Nature
Rights of Way, their condition and maintenance
The river path
Hardy's Cottage and Thorncombe Woods
Trees and woods
Kingston Maurward
Flooding
Objective landscape assessment needed in order to do justice to less populated areas
Lower Bockhampton Playing Field
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Dangerous road crossing on Hollow Hill
Restore waterneadows and access to river
Car park near Stinsford church
TOTAL

1
1
1
71

Concerns are listed individually in Appendix 5.

Housing and development (Qs 9-15, and 28)
The questions on housing dealt separately with the 'North Dorchester' development and with the
possible allocation of land for housing in the rest of the parish. (The 'North Dorchester'
development is a proposal for up to 3500 homes north of Dorcheser, largely within Stinsford parish,
which was included by West Dorset District Council in their Local Plan consultation in 2018.)
The SNP survey questionnaire stated that the Neighbourhood Plan could not gainsay the 'North
Dorchester' development if the Council continues to propose it as a strategic development. However
Question 9 asked what attitude the parish should take about affordable housing in the proposal.
Q9. Should the Neighbourhood Plan press for as much affordable housing as possible in any future large
development in Area A?

Table 8 - Responses to Q9
Yes
No
Prefer not to say
Comments

63.4% *
32.9%
3.7%
answered
skipped

52
27
3
47
82
5

* These are the percentages of those who answered the question, not percentages of the total number of people who
replied to the survey.

The majority of people backed the idea of pressing for maximum affordable housing in North
Dorchester (if it goes ahead). There was some scepticism however about affordable housing, both
among supporters and opponents. In particular queries were raised about how it would be defined,
whether it could be effectively delivered, and whether the need, if real, would be better met
elsewhere in the locality. The 47 comments made are shown in Appendix 6.
The remaining questions 10-15 asked people to express their wishes about the potential allocation
of land for housing in the rest of the parish, irrespective of whether 'North Dorchester' was going
ahead.
Question 10 asked whether any housing land should be allocated in the rest of the parish (“Area
B”), and, if so, for what type of housing.
Q10. We also have the option of allowing, or encouraging, some housing elewhere in the parish. Which of
the following options do you support (please tick all that apply):
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No new housing in Area B of Stinsford
A limited amount of new open market housing in Area B of Stinsford
A limited amount of new affordable housing in Area B of Stinsford
Other (please specify)

Responses showed a moderate degree of support for some new housing in the rest of the parish –
more than the number who opposed any new housing here. Affordable housing received more
support than open market housing, but both seemed to receive support. The key word 'limited' was
emphasised in the comments on this question. The 'other' suggestions are shown in Appendix 7.
Table 9 - Responses to Q10
No new housing in Area B of Stinsford
A limited amount of new open market housing in Area B of
Stinsford
A limited amount of new affordable housing in Area B of Stinsford
Other (please specify):

32.1% *

27

39.3%

33

47.6%
16.7%
answered
skipped

40
14
84
3

* as above, these are percentages of those who answered the question. Respondents could tick more than one box, and
so the percentages do not add up to 100%.

Q 10. What type of housing do you support in 'Area B'?
40
30
20
10
0

Number of responses (multiple choices were allowed)

Question 11 asked whether affordable housing should be limited to people with a local connection.
Q11 If you support new affordable housing in Area B of Stinsford, should it be available only to people
with a connection to Stinsford parish?

More people expressed an opinion in this question (59) than the number who had expressed support
in the previous question for building affordable housing (40), see Table 10 below. Therefore the
result, suggesting that the majority do not wish to limit affordable housing to people with local
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connections, should be viewed with caution.
Comments included suggestions about who should be able to access affordable housing, and doubts
about the viability of affordable housing here. The 22 comments on this question are shown in
Appendix 8.
Table 10 - Responses to Q11
Yes
No
Prefer not to say
Comments

44.3% *
52.5%
3.3%
answered
skipped

27
32
2
22
61
26

* these are percentages of those who answered the question, not of all respondents.

Question 12 asked about possible new open-market homes, in particular which sections of the
market should be provided for.
Q12. If you support any new open market housing in Area B of Stinsford, which of the following options do
you support (please tick all that apply):
Increase the number of small / starter homes with 1-2 bedrooms
Increase the number of family homes with 3 bedrooms
Increase the number of larger homes with 4+ bedrooms
Other (please specify)

Again, we have more people answering this question about new open-market houisng (58) than the
number who had previously said they supported it (33). So again, we can't just take the answers at
face value.
However, what appears from these, albeit unsatisfactory, results is that there is very little support
for open market housing of 4+ bedrooms. The relative support for 1-2 bed homes vs 3 bed homes is
something we can't say.
Of the 17 'other' replies, 5 do not support any open market housing; 10 comment about the type or
style of development that they want to see (little consensus). Two comments were not clear enough
to interpret. Comments on Q12 are shown in Appendix 9.
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Table 11 - Responses to Q12
Increase the number of small / starter homes with 1-2 bedrooms
Increase the number of family homes with 3 bedrooms
Increase the number of larger homes with 4+ bedrooms
Other (please specify):

48.3%*
51.7%
8.6%
29.3%
answered
skipped

28
30
5
17
58
29

*Respondents could tick more than one box, and so the percentages do not add up to 100%.

Q12. What type of open-market housing do you support?
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Question 13 asked about where in the parish any new housing (other than 'North Dorchester')
should go.
Q13. If you support any new housing in Area B of Stinsford, whether affordable or open market, do you
have any comments about where it should be?

Only a minority of people who responded to the survey gave a substantive answer to this question :
30 did so. There were 16 other responses to the question, a mixure of re-stating opposition to any
new housing, and other comments on the neighbourhood plan's approach or the design of the
survey. Forty-one people skipped the question altogether. The full text of the replies is shown in
Appendix 10.
Of the 30 who gave a substantive reply, a bare majority (16) favoured locating new housing within
or next to existing settlements. Others put forward suggestions in the form of specific locations (or
locations to avoid), or criteria. The results are shown in the next three tables.
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Table 12 Responses to Question 13
Within or adjoining existing settlements
Suggested a specific location (more details below)
Suggested criteria for choosing sites (more details below)
Opposed development anywhere in the parish
Made other comments, e.g. on design of survey

53 % *
30 %
17 %
n /a
n /a
answered

16
9
5

skipped

41

Table 13 - Locations for development,
suggested under Q 13

10
6
46

* These are percentages of the respondents who gave a substantive answer to the question (30). However they should be
treated with caution as the number of people who answeried the question is low.

Table 13 - Locations for development, suggested under Q 13
Location suggested

No. of replies

In the north of the parish (N of the A35)

2

“limited development … along the western side of the A35 going north from
Kingston Maurward roundabout.”

1

Adjacent the by-pass, near Kingston Maurward entrance.

1

On Kingston Maurword land just abound the village of lower Bockhampton. In
those fields there.

1

Next to science/industril Park at Higher Bockhampton

1

As far away from Area A (the 'North Dorchester' proposaed development area)
as possible.

1

Not within the proximity of Kingston Maurward!

1

It should not be on the South side of L.Bockhampton (otherwise a plot for
students doing landscape design etc)
It should not be on to Church Lane, Stinsford hamlet which would compromise
the approach to St.Michaels Church and create a bottle neck in a cul-de-sac and
neither should Church Lane be widened or subject to further street lighting.

1

Total

9

Of the 9 people who made specific suggestions about the location of new housing, 3 were in the
form of where the development should not go ; see table 13 above.
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Table 14 - Criteria for locating development, suggested under Q 13
in areas with good road access and public transport/cycle routes
Least intrusion to views and wildlife
Developmenrt should not drown or destroy any existing village or hamlet - the same applies to
Area A.
It needs to blend in with existing development.
Small developments
A critical issue for the Neighbourhood Plan is that of how much new housing should be built
(excluding North Dorchester), if any.
The survey asked separate questions (Questions 14 and 15) about how much affordable and how
much open market housing should be built during the plan period, i.e. until 2036. The results are
shown in the charts below and in Appendices 11 and 12.
The most frequent choice was no houses of either type. Among those who wanted some housing
built, the most frequent choices were 15 affordable and 15 open market homes. Details are shown
in the charts below.
A weighted average approach to the replies gives an outcome of 13 affordable and 10 open-market
homes over the plan period. The calculations are shown in Appendix 14. It should be borne in
mind, however, that a substantial number of respondents (although not a majority) wanted no new
houses built at all.

Q14 How many new affordable homes should be built in Stinsford in 2020-2036?
30

Replies 73, skipped question 14, total 87
No. of respondents

25
20
15
10
5
0
Preferred number of new homes

None

Up to 3

Up to 15

Up to 30
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Q 15 How many new open-market homes should be built in Stinsford in 2020-2036?
35

No. of respondents

30

Replies 75, skipped question 12, total 87

25
20
15
10
5
0

Preferred number of homes

None

Up to 3

Up to 15

Up to 30

More than 30

Question 15 also asked about people's perception of housing need in the parish.
Do you have any suggestions or ideas about housing needs in the parish you would like to share with us?

Twenty-five people answered this question. Four voiced a need for social and/ or rented housing to
be provided in the parish, a further three flagged up the needs of elderly people, and two more
spoke up for young people's needs. Seven comments addressed aspects of the volume of housing.
Three of them wanted to keep the number of new homes low, two said that the parish's whole need
should be met in the 'North Dorchester' development, and two mentioned second homes as a
problem. Other comments addressed specific issues, such as overlooking, or challenged the role of
the survey in relation to defining housing need. The full text of the responses is shown in Appendix
13.
Question 28 asked people how they felt about the size of their current accommoation in the parish.
Are there: too few bedrooms / just the right amount / too many bedrooms for your current needs

Table 15 - Replies to Q28, views on current size of home
%
7
83
10

too few bedrooms
just the right amount
too many bedrooms for your current needs
answered
skipped

Number
6
69
8
83
4

The great majority were happy with the size of their accommodation. It is interesting to note
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however that a proportion were living in homes that they felt were either too small or too large for
them. There could be many factors accounting for people remaining in homes they felt were the
wrong size; lack of opportunity to move locally may be one of them.

Community facilities (Qs 16, 17 and 33)
Question 16 asked about if any additional community facilities were needed in Stinsford.
Q16. Are there any community facilities that you think are needed in Stinsford that are not here already?

Table 16 – Whether any community facilities are missing in Stinsford, replies to Q16
%
55
45

Yes
No
answered
skipped

Number
44
36
80
7

Question 17 allowed respondents to describe up to three missing community facilities to be
described. In total there were 75 suggestions.
Hall or Meeting Place
22 responses identified a need for a Community Hall or Meeting Place.
2 additional responses referred to sharing a community resource with Kingston Maurward.
Shop
10 respondents identified a need for a Shop, two of these mentioning a post office.
Transport
7 responses identified a need for a bus service or public transport and 1 response described a
community car service or subsidised taxi fares for elderly / infirm who can't drive. One
response identified a need for a village bus stop for summer and winter.
Foot/cycle/bridle paths
3 responses identified a general need for better footpaths/cycle/ bridle paths, and 3
additional responses specifically raised the need for footpaths each side of B3150 from
Kingston Maurward to A35 and for a footpath crossing of A35 at Stinsford roundabout.
One response required more benches particularly along river path and walking around
parish.
Pub
7 responses identified the need for a pub.
Other needs
The following needs were each raised in 1 response:
adequate broadband; defibrillators in unused phone boxes; adequate mobile coverage; public
toilets; health centre; library van, dog poo bins at Lower Bockhampton; leisure centre;
affordable B&B.
Question 33 asked a separate question about the quality of existing utilities (water, internet and
mobile coverage). 86 of the 87 completed surveys answered this question and the vertical axis is no.
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of replies.
Quality of utilities in Stinsford, in reply to Question 33

It can be seen that there is a significant level of dissatisfaction with the quality of internet and
mobile phone networks in the parish.

Transport and travel (Qs 18-21)
What comes out from the residents’ survey is the dominance of traffic as a negative issue in
Stinsford. It is the most consistently highlighted irritation for residents (73/80 or 91.25%).
Q1 “What do you most dislike about living in Stinsford?”
First choice: 42/80 (52.5%) highlighted traffic as the greatest problem.
Second choice: 16/65 (24.6%)
Third choice: 15/50 (30%)
Total: 73/80 (91.25%)
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Q22 Main form of transport.
85.8% indicated the car as the major form of transport.
Q23 Alternatives to the car.
What comes out repeatedly is the negative impact of traffic and road conditions on parishioners’
ability to use alternatives to the car 26/63 (41%)
The dominance of the car (Q22) partially explains the lack of public transport as an alternative.
Q24” Do you or your family have problems travelling in Stinsford?”
79.5% indicated that they had problems travelling in the parish, echoing the replies to Q1
Q25” What problems do you have travelling in the parish?”
There were 68 responses to this question reinforcing the responses to Q1
These can be divided into issues and sites
Issues
1) Speed
There were 18/68 (26.4%) comments that traffic speed was too high this was both general and
specific
2) Volume
There were 14/68 (20.5%) comments that the general volume of traffic was too high and that during
the holidays, weekend and peak times this problem intensified.
3) Rat-running
10/68 (14.7%) complained that several lanes were used as “rat runs” particularly when the A35 had
problems. The “unofficial northern bypass “had institutionalised this problem
4) Large vehicles
14/68 (20.5%) complained that narrow country lanes were damaged and made unsafe by heavy
traffic and that weight restrictions were ignored (HGVs,school buses,farm vehicles,)
5)Vulnerable Users
Cyclists, walkers and riders were seen as especially vulnerable by 11/68(16.1%)
This led to more journeys by car as it was seen as the safest option
Sites
This list of sites should be read in conjunction with Dorset Explorers map of road collisions and the
summary of road/traffic complaints to the Parish Council over the last 15 years (presented to SNPG
earlier)
1) Stinsford roundabout/A35
This roundabout was ‘improved’ by Highways England for the 2012 Olympics and has been
problematic ever since.
19/68 (28%) criticised this roundabout. A substantial number described it as ‘dangerous’. Excessive
speed; poor visibility; congestion and poor lane discipline were highlighted as its key faults. It was
seen as especially dangerous for cyclists and walkers.
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2) Hollow Hill
9/68 (9%) were critical of travelling on Hollow Hill. Speed, large vehicles, poor visibility, and
traffic taking the middle line all contributed to the lane being seen as dangerous and unpleasant.
Smaller numbers found the following locations dangerous or difficult.
3) Cuckoo Lane.
This is seen as a very narrow lane with poor visibility use as a rat run by high speed traffic coming
of the A35
4) ‘The Northern By-pass’
This route is seen as a problem because of the volume, size, and speed of traffic using it to avoid
going through Dorchester. Originally extra traffic only used this route when there was congestion
but now is used as a route of choice.
5) Lower Bockhampton
Respondents identified rat running, traffic speed, poor visibility and, around the bridge in particular,
a clash between cars and vulnerable users.

Future contact with the neighbourhood plan (Q 35)
Question 35 asked how people would like to keep in touch with the progress of the plan.
Table 17 – Replies to Q35, keeping in touch with the plan
Preferred means of contact
Read about it in The Pilot
Read about it in local newspapers
Join a Facebook group
View the website www.stinsfordnplan.org.uk
Attend public meetings / events in the evening
Attend public meetings / events at the weekend
Receive email updates every 2 months
No further involvement
answered
skipped

Number
56
10
8
36
25
12
26
1
87
0

There is a very clear preference for reading updates in the parish magazine, 'The Pilot', followed by
visiting our website, then receiving email updaates, and attending evening events. Other methods
receive signifcantly less interest.
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APPENDIX 1 - THE QUESTIONNAIRE
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Stinsford Residents' Survey, 2019
Introduction
This survey is for ALL residents in Stinsford parish aged 13 or above. It is your chance to put your
thoughts about living here into the Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan. The Plan will affect the future of
our parish up to 2036. It looks at topics like housing, the countryside, and what makes this a special
place.
Please do the survey yourself by Monday the 16th of September, and encourage other members of
your family who live here to do it too. There is an online survey form at www.smartsurvey.co.uk/
s/StinsfordResidentsSurvey/ if you have internet access. If there are any questions you can't
or don't wish to answer, please skip them and go on to the next question.
Stinsford parish includes Bhompston, Cokers Frome, Frome Whitfield, Higher Kingston, Kingston
Maurward, Lower and Higher Bockhampton, Stinsford itself and Waterston Ridge. You can see a
map of the parish boundary at www.stinsfordnplan.org.uk/the-parish.html. You can also find out
more about the Neighbourhood Plan on our website www.stinsfordnplan.org.uk
1. Work on the Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan is currently focusing on five main
issues:
•
•
•
•
•

heritage, landscape and views
green spaces, including recreation and wildlife
housing
community facilities
roads and traffic, including cycling.

Are these the right topics for the plan to address?

Yes
No
Don't know
If not, what should be changed / added?
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Your opinions on Stinsford
2. Thinking about the area, which three words or phrases describe what you like the most
about Stinsford as a place to live?
1
2
3

3. Thinking about the area, which three words or phrases describe what you
dislike the most about Stinsford as a place to live?

1
2
3

4. Using just 3 words or short phrases, how would you describe the Stinsford
area to a person who has never visited before?

1
2
3
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Aims and objectives
5. The Stinsford Neighbourhood Plan will have at its core a Shared Vision for the protection
and development of the parish that reflects and meets the community's values, hopes and
needs for the period to 2036.
Do the following aims and objectives reflect how you want to see the future of Stinsford?
The Aim of the Neighbourhood Plan is to safeguard and enhance the parish's outstanding
environment and heritage, whilst encouraging appropriate development and acknowledging
the demands of climate change, by pursuing the following objectives:
 to maintain, protect and improve the beauty, tranquillity and accessibility of our rural
landscape, together with its diverse wildlife, that residents and visitors value so highly;
 to care for its historic and literary heritage and to welcome appropriate numbers of
visitors;
 to respond to the need for a demographically mixed population, a viable economy, and,
training, education and employment opportunities within the parish;
 to provide appropriate levels of housing and other facilities to meet the needs of the local
community;
 to uphold principles of sustainable development and good and climate friendly building
design;
 to promote good and safe access links for walkers, cyclists and other road users, whilst
working to reduce the reliance on fossil-fuel transport.
Yes, they reflect my wishes
No, they don't reflect my wishes
Are there any objectives we have missed? If so please tell us what they are.

Landscape, views and green spaces
6. What open spaces do you specially value in the parish? (e.g. favourite places to walk, play
games, watch wildlife, sit quietly in nature, etc). Please list them.
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Where

What you specially value about this place

Location 1
Location 2
Location 3

And on the same topic, are there any green spaces within the parish you would like to see
improved? Please tell us where and why.

7. Looking at the map, what views of the local area do you specially value in the parish? This
may include ones shown or any additional views you value.

Standing where and facing which direction?
My favourite view
A
My favourite view
B
My favourite view
C
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And on the same topic, are there any views within the parish you would like to see improved?
Please tell us where and why.

8. Do you have any concerns about the use, condition or protection of local open green
spaces?

Housing, developments and policy
9. A professional assessment of Stinsford's housing need was done in June 2019. It showed
that there was a severe shortage of affordable rental or starter homes in the parish. We
know that a large development of housing may be proposed North of Dorchester (Area A =
The shaded purple area on the map below). If Dorset Council puts it forward as a 'strategic
proposal', the Neighbourhood Plan cannot stop it going ahead, but we can influence the
layout, design and type of housing.
Should the Neighbourhood Plan press for as much affordable housing as possible in any
future large development in Area A?
Yes
No
Prefer not to say
Comments:
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10. We also have the option of allowing, or encouraging, some housing elewhere in the parish
(Area B = all areas outside the purple area on the map above).Which of the following options
do you support (please tick all that apply):
No new housing in Area B of Stinsford
A limited amount of new open market housing in Area B of Stinsford
A limited amount of new affordable housing in Area B of Stinsford
Other (please specify):

11. If you support new affordable housing in Area B of Stinsford, should it be available only
to people with a connection to Stinsford parish?
Yes
No
Prefer not to say
Comments:

12. If you support any new open market housing in Area B of Stinsford, which of the
following options do you support (please tick all that apply):
Increase the number of small / starter homes with 1-2 bedrooms
Increase the number of family homes with 3 bedrooms
Increase the number of larger homes with 4+ bedrooms
Other (please specify):

13. If you support any new housing in Area B of Stinsford, whether affordable or
open market, do you have any comments about where it should be?
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14. Approximately how many new affordable properties do you think should be built in Area
B of Stinsford between 2020 and 2036?
None
An average of up to 1 per 5-year period (maximum 3 up to 2036
An average of up to 1 per year (maximum 15 up to 2036)
An average of up to 2 per year (maximum 30 up to 2036)
More than 30

15. Approximately how many new open market properties do you think should
be built in Area B of Stinsford between 2020 and 2036?

None
An average of up to 1 per 5-year period (maximum 3 up to 2036)
An average of up to 1 per year (maximum 15 up to 2036)
An average of up to 2 per year (maximum 30 up to 2036)
More than 30

On the same topic, do you have any suggestions or ideas about housing needs in the parish
you would like to share with us?

Community facilities
16. Are there any community facilities that you think are needed in Stinsford that are not here
already?
Yes
No
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17. If you answered yes to the last question, please describe.

1
2
3

Transport and travel
18. Which of the following best describes you
I work from home
I travel to work within the parish
I travel to work up to 10 miles outside the parish
I travel to work further than 10 miles outside the parish
I am a student studying within the parish
I am a student studying outside the parish
I do not work nor do I study
Other (please specify):

19. Which of the following is your most regular method of transport
Car petrol / diesel
Car electric / hybrid
Van
Motorbike
Bicycle
Walking
Public transport
Taxi / private hire
I do not travel
Other (please specify)
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20. If you are a car user, what would most help you to use an alternative, greener form of
transport?
21. Do you or your family experience any problems in Stinsford with roads,
traffic or travelling to places you need to visit? (Please include any comments on
road safety, travel by bicycle, foot and so on).

Yes
No

Please describe below any problems or concerns you have about travelling in the parish or
access to areas beyond.

Finally, some questions about you
In this section we would like to ask you a few questions about yourself. All of your answers are
anonymous and are used purely for statistical analysis. The way we collect and use your data can be
seen
in
our
privacy
policy
at
www.stinsfordnplan.org.uk/privacy-policy.html
22. How do you describe yourself?
Male
Female
In a different way

23. Which of the following age groups relates to you?
13-17
18-25
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66 and over
Prefer not to say
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24. Which of the following ethnic groups best describes how you see yourself.
White British
White Irish
Any other white background
Asian or Asian British - Indian
Asian or Asian British - Pakistani
Asian or Asian British - Bangladeshi
Any other Asian Background
Black or Black British - Caribbean
Black or Black British - African
Any other Black background
Mixed - White and Black Caribbean
Mixed White and Black African
Mixed - White and Asian
Any other mixed background
Chinese
Any other ethnic background
Prefer not to say
25. How many adults live in your household? (including yourself if 18 or over)

1
2
3
4 or more
26. How many children, aged 17 or under, live in your household? (include yourself if
applicable)
1
2
3
4 or more
27. How many bedrooms does your property have?
1
2
3
4
5 or more
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28. And thinking about this, there are,
too few bedrooms
just the right amount
too many bedrooms for your current needs
29. Which of the following best describes your home in Stinsford?
Detached house
Semi detached house
Terraced house
Bungalow
Mobile home
Flat / apartment
Bedsit
College / student accommodation
Room in a shared house/flat
Sheltered / assisted accommodation
Other (please specify):

30. To help us with our analysis can you please tell us which of the following
applies to you? Remember all answers are anonymous and confidential

I / we own my home outright
I / we own my home with a mortgage
I / we rent my home from the council / housing association
I / we rent my home from a private landlord
I / we live in tied accommodation
I live with my parents
I / we live in a shared home
I / we live in sheltered/assisted accommodation
Other (please specify):
31. How many years have you lived in Stinsford?
Less than 1 year
1 to 5 years
6 to 10 years
11 years or more
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32. Please tell us your postcode. This is used purely for data analysis and does
not identify you.

First 3 digits e.g. AA1
Second 3 digits e.g. 2CD
33. Thinking about utilities, please tell us how you rate the ones you use. Consider reliability,
maintenance and supply, but not price.
Good

Average

Poor

Do not use

Water
Internet
Mobile network

34. Please tell us anything else about your experience of Stinsford, or of
neighbourhood planning, that you think will help towards creating a better plan.

35. And finally, if you want more information, how would you like to keep in touch with the
progress of the plan?
Read about it in The Pilot
Read about it in local newspapers
Join a Facebook group
View the website www.stinsfordnplan.org.uk
Attend public meetings / events in the evening
Attend public meetings / events at the weekend
Receive email updates every 2 months
No further involvement
For email updates add your address here. Your data is protected under our privacy policy

Please return this survey by Monday 16th September
either to the person who gave it to you, or by post to
Stinsford Parish Clerk, 57 Louise Road, Dorchester, Dorset DT1 2LU
If you have any questions about the survey please email us at
stinsfordnplan@gmail.com, or phone us on 07794 432 297.
Thank you!
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Appendix 2 - Additional comments on Q1 (topics of the plan)
By those who DISagreed with the topics presented
Add climate change
Provision of employment should be there otherwise it only focused on those who are retired.
Natural environment and wildlife
Public access to green spaces
Agriculture
Education
Trasport: roads, traffic, cycling and walking
Community facilities, arts and leisure
Natural Environment and wildlife
Cultural Heritage (Listed buildings, Conservation Areas, registered parks, archeological
monuments)
Housing
Economy (Agriculture, other economic activities)
Education (Kingston Mauward Agricultural College)
Community Facilities, Arts,& Crafts and Leisure
Transport (travel to work,travel to leisure, travel to shopping, travel to education etc, tourist traffic:
roads (driving), foorpaths (walking), cycling,
Climate emergency and what should be being done in the Parish to accommodate / reduce it
Roads for traffic,cycling,horse riders & walkers.
Community housing for the elderly
Agree with all of those, but what use community facilities when many parish residents do not feel
part of any community.
Footpaths & Bridleway maintenence should be added unless already included above
Add:
Historical buildings
Lanes, Paths, Bridleways
Environmental - Waterways, Noise, Air & Light
Keeping Stinsfords individuality
Topics are great but I would like to include broadband infrastructure.
By those who agreed with the topics presented
also employment areas
No more new housing. Anywhere in the parish. Ever !
Protecting from development - the whole parish
The invisible heritage
There should be a focus on environmentally friendly development, promoting green living and
renewable energy domestically.
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Appendix 3 - Additional comments on Q5 (aims and objectives of the
plan)
By those who DISagreed with the aims and objectives presented
Please do not build any more houses within the area. Do not move the the Dairy at the collage to create
more housing. The roads and in no condition to carry the extra traffic and the roads are not wide enough
as most people tend to drive in the middle of the road causing a risk to the other drivers.
IObjectives are too wordy, not clear, should be simplfied and not cover everything in one objective.. may
be better to have more objectives but clear
I agree with 1st 4rd, 5th & 6th bullet points.
I disagree with 2nd bullet point: how are the number of visitors monitored? Are there any tools to restrict
the numbers of visitors if not appropriate? what is appropriate numbers? Who decides what appropriate
numbers of visitors?
What about climate change related an objective?
How will we "enhance the parish's heritage"?
What is 'appropriate development'? What are''appropriate numbers of visitors" ? How will inappropriate
numbers be made to feel unwelcome?
It seems a bit bland to me
Counting the above bullet points, numbers 3 and 4 seem beyond our control. Best to focus on
conservation, not yielding to external influences.
Could not mark the above, agree with some of them as follows:1st, 4rd, 5th and 6th bullet points
- Objectives are to wordy and as a result tend to lead to confusion. simplification is necessary
- Should maintain, protect and improve all exising countryside
- Disagree with the notion of appropriate numbers of visitors, ie how to control and monitor these
- Population increase and their need for housing and facilities should, if required, be in existing
settlements in relation to sustainable development principles
Agree with above but firstly :
No more new housing. Maintain and reuse existing buildings
A35 Road noise limiting measures - more hedges and tree planting
Again, the Nieghbourhood Plan should consider how the community will be sustainable and consider
opportunities for employment within the Parish. Without this it's a fossilisation process and will be only
inhabited by either those who are retired or the wealthy commuting elsewhere.
Above except the first 2 above
By those who agreed with the aims and objectives presented
What are the appropriate number of visitors
...meet the needs of the PARISH
To protect from over development
to prevent overdevelopment
to avoid destroying the landscape character of the whole parish with overdevelopment
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though the climate change references appear only to apply to new build
They reflect my wishes if the rural community is at the forefront
Prevent damage/destruction of bat roosts+ensure better BMP/conditions of planning
Prevent green spaces being built on
Prevent historic buildings being unsympathetically developed
Point 3:
Teaching & Suport Staff have 1 yr contracts only and there is rapid turnover of staff.
Why not meet the needs of people outside the community too?
Not missed, but I don't think we necessarily need training and education *within the parish* (other
than in existing businesses)
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Appendix 4 - Comments on Q34 (anything that will help to create a
better plan)
We need to preserve this beautiful rural parish for future generations & not let it fall victim to
blanket national housing targets and greedy landowners who are prepared to sell their farmland for
short sited financial gain. We also need to keep a careful watch on Kingston Maurward. They will
continue to try to develop their land to finance the ambitious building projects which also require
diligent scrutiny
We have only been here since July and find the area beautiful. We had more room in our previous
accommodation so are having some trouble fitting our belongings into the house. We are sheltered
residents of Magna housing and are here because my wheelchair user husband had to be moved
from our second floor flat because of new fire safety regulations. However we like it here very
much and it is much easier to be outdoors again. Very good neighbours too. Very pleased to know
that you are conservation conscious and actively promoting resident involvement here. As a scot,
may I say "Lang may your lum reek!" I am sure someone will translate!
We feel that the Stinsford Neighbourhod Plan should address Area A, strongly opposing the density
of development proposed and the destruction of the hamlet of Frome Whitfield.
Too many visitors
Roads clog up. Car Parks invariably full at weekends
To keep the rural character make sure plenty of trees are planted where possible native trees.
To keep any further development within the confines of areas already developed to ensure the
maintenance of our unspoilt countryside which attracts the tourism required for Dorset
This plan sure is taking its time, and I notice that the college is "the elephant in the room."
This is a truly beautiful and unique part of the world - we need a plan that protects it.
Stop the development!
Stop any large scale housing developement
Stinsford, apart from the one anti-social resident and bonfire lighting, around the vicarage area, is a
unique part of Dorset to live in. Its links to the town are walking distance, its countryside views are
stunning, its wildlife is unique and varied, its allowed a lot of outdoor activities, for all walks of
life.
Stinsford has great value to very many more people other than the small number of residents of the
parish. It provides an outdoor space of enormous beauty, with accessibility to walkers, cyclists,
horse riders and nature lovers. The Plan should provide protections that safeguard Stinsford’s
unique sense of place that are provided by its tranquility, spirituality, and recreational opportunities.
Sadly there is a lot of light pollution from the sewage works across the fields and other street
lighting which could have been better planned. The night skies cannot be seen as well as they might
be.
Care about lighting should be included in the plan.
River andwater meadow views should be priority for protection.
New residents would need better play park, possibly some sort of community centre, but Kingston
Maurward or Hardye's cafe could possibly be used for community events?
(Sorry couldn't work out how to go back and not lose it!)
Perhaps asking County council to talk to parishioners about county housing plans.
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Nothing
More on quality of life and less on development
Protect ALL the parish from relentless development
I believe that the government and current planning policy to build and encourage more and more
building, is not based on real data. My experience of other counties is that new building
requirement figures were forced upon each county. Those who stand to gain enormously financially
are sure to give full support, while planners are made powerless by new regulations. In fact, when
they leave home most young people prefer to spend some years in a busy town or city, and often
then wish to stay there - the pressure on the countryside is more from older people..
Housing needs for those working in the parish should be met, not housing for those who want a
second home in Dorset or who want to retire (and not contribute) to the area.
KMC is a significant area of the parish. For a while there was positive engagement with the college
and the Parish Council, I hope these important links still exist.
FROMW WHITFIELD IS EASILY FORGOTTEN
Don’t know
Carrying out serious, objective rather that leading surveys.
Main issue is how to connect the divided the parish by the A35, the East and the West
I am confused if I am a Stinsford Parish resident. I do not have any easy access to Stinsford, Lower
& Higher Bockhampton.
I am well connected with Dorchester but not the village to the East of the A35
The NP focuses on the East of the A35, righly so, m4ajority of population living there, but felt
excluded... how i will use the provision of facilities, attend events, etc because of tthe
disconnection. Who will listen to my concerns I am other site of the A35...
I could not understand the reason wht this survey is being carried out. Sorry. How do you use the
data you will collect thi survey. One would expect that the first should have been identified issues.
Can not see the issues...
I would be very appriciated if you give your concerns to the West of the parish as well as the East.
We may not participate your meetings but other ways of communicating us under the technological
advancement.
Thank you
Lower the speed limit
Speed bumps
If houses really required-crossways-brown field Sites
I would like to see the area of Stinsford and near surroundings to be preserved as best as possible.
The quiet and beautiful countryside is the reason I chose to live here and it would be a real shame to
make any drastic changes to the views and feel of the parish.
I have no experience of neighbourhood planning, but would urge those who do, to be sympathetic
and to leave the area as unspoiled as possible for everyone to enjoy and appreciate.
I cannot fathom how on earth permission was given to remove an entire hedgerow, which was
habitat for wildlife + matched the opposite hedgerow, off bockhampton lane and replaced with a
“Tescos” type ugly modern truly awful wall.
Any proposed house development needs better checks re bats+roosts(+some outbuildings)
I will also be interested to see how Pump Cottage will look without the pump!?

page 44 of 61

Report of 2019 Survey of Stinsford Residents

Before planning for this area have a good look at Poundbury. No housing for the working class.
Big houses with very small gardens. Empty offices. Drive through and it's like a ghost town. I
didn't move here because I wanted to live in an urban area with lots of noise and air pollution. If it
ain't broke don't fix it.
Beautiful landscape that shouldn’t be ruined.
- Dorchester will be turned into looking not as beautiful as it is now.
- more pollution will ruin the countryside, and if this occurs I hate to see what the future has in
store for Dorset itself.
- friends and family visit and has always say Stinsford is a favourite ‘safe haven’ for them, and it is
peaceful and tranquil, especially in the gorgeous summers
Bearing in mind the history of the parish and its popularity with tourists it is important that any
future housing/other developments are sympathetically designed so as not to be "a blot on the
landscape"!
At last fibre to the premises is coming in, so our lousy internet speed should increase dramatically
in two weeks time!!!
An aggressive approach to area A to create a higher quality development
1. I think there should be mention in the plan of renewable energy (i.e. encouraging some, even if
only small-scale hydro power). Also protection for dark skies - increasingly rare in Dorset and UK
as a whole.
2. There should be a project to replace all stiles by kissing gates, as the population is elderly!
3. I am pleased that there will be a neighbourhood plan for Stinsford, and that we are being asked
for our opinions. Keep up the good work!
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Appendix 5 - Comments on Q8 (concerns about
green and open spaces )
(Viewpoint 10) [Hollow Hill] - unsafe to cross the road
1. Thorncombe Wood - concern about growth in visitor numbers leading to possible increase in
car park at the expense of woodland.
2. Bridleway from Dorchester to Bockhampton Bridge - needs better surface for bikes.
3. Himalayan Balsam invading in Frome Valley. Drives out native plants.
4. Woodlands not regenerating, e.g. the small wood NW of Bockhampton Bridge. Woods may be
lost if not managed.
All should be kept-Dorchester has no facilities for another 7000(approx) residents-roads-hospitalschools-work
Always a concern over new developments in current green spaces.
college use of registered listed parkland
continual threat of housing development
Development ! Especially that proposed by Dorset Council for 3000 homes.
Given Climate Change ANY new development on green fields is insane.
access is the problem. The footpath network is very limited to explore the countryside fully. The
reorganisation and extension of Footpaths, bridle ways are essential to appreciate the countryside
fully.
Considering that the parish is divided into two separate parts by the A35
the majority of population live in the villages to the East of the A35
The connection between the East and the West of the A35 is essential. The main issue is how to
link with two part even though the A35 is a barrier. As a result Stinsford Parish is divided. There
is no footpath linking two site, linking the villages to the west part. People living in the villages
do not consider the West of the A35 as part of Stinsford Parish. Residents living in the West can
not walk to the villages to enjoy that part. They are directly connected to Dorchester. There is no
direct, short road structure connecting the West with villages... I think the connecting two sites,
considering open spaces in both sides are essential.
view points, open sppaces and their conditions are inevitably focus on the east site where the
villages are located and the majority of population live, ignoring the West site because of the
barrier, A35. How to overcome this?
How to see the Stinsford Parish as a whole?
Liviing in the West site, I can walk to Dorchester but not the villages on the other site vice
verse...
We need objectively an objectively, professionally carried out landscape and visual assessment
looking at the parish as a whole
everywhere feels very "unprotected" these days
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Further damaging effects on bats and roosts
Lack of insect pollination effecting birds
Further damage to to residents mental well-being when green spaces built on
Hedgehogs run over
Green spaces need to be maintained, to keep them in good condition. Also overuse of paths etc
causes erosion
Hope the natural habitat is protected and nurtured for all of us and the wildlife who inhabit it
I am concerned about indiscriminate house building for profit. Enough housing is planned
without more in Dorchester and it's environs
I am concerned about the ecology of the river Frome and the risks of losing kingfishers and
otters.
I do think the council or landowners should be more vigilant in keeping the footpaths trimmed
back and in good order. Also the riverbank along the River Frome at Lower Bockhampton is in
need of some repair as the River is encroaching into the path.
I hope the green spaces will not be developed for commercial reasons
I hope Thorncombe Woods can survive the increased popularity since the visitor centre opened.
I think they are better not built on
I think they are constantly under threat and the will to preserve them is often lacking
Kingston Maurword proposal to destroy trees in Church Laine, Stinsford
Maintenance and retention of:
- existing bridle and foot paths
- gravel carparking space opposite Newcombe Lane, Stinsford hamlet for Church users, Walkers,
Ornithologists and tourists for the Hardy Trail.
overdevelopment
Planning needs to be sympathetic to he heritage and countryside, whilst making it sustainable as a
place to live.
Potential over development
Protection of wildlife and trees / plants
PROTECT WATER MEADOWS
DANGER OF FLOODING IN FROME WHITFIELD
Stinsford has a large area of protected space for good reason both historic and natural. More of
the parish should hold this status as a conservation area.
Stop the development. It’s just for greed.
The condition of footpaths as indicated earlier. Also the path along the river needs some repair
where the river has worn the bank away and to prevent the path flooding in wet, winter weather
when the river overflows its southern bank.
The destruction of Frome Whitfield hamlet is land north of Dorchester (Area A) is developed.
The risk of major housing development blighting the riding landscape to the north of Dorchester
(DOR15).
The river path is heavily used and suffers regularly from erosion (see the two photos on your site
for a comparison between 1904 and the present day). Also there has been a significant loss of
mature trees over the years with no apparent thought of replanting and management. It would be
wholly inappropriate in my view however to undertake a wholesale drastic "improvement" of the
path. Its essentially rural character should be preserved and any renovation/management needs to
be thought out very sensitively.
The river walk is often overgrown.
They should be protected and not built on.
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Thorncombe Wood
Unnecessary Overdevelopment
Very poor maintenance of paths and bridleways
Access can be difficul
We are acutely concerned of growing pressure to build on our valuable open green spaces that are
so important to the well being of all the local people , to visitors, to nature & to the bio diversity
needed to combat climate change. The green belt should be preserved at all costs for the present
and future and building developments should only be permitted on brown sites.
within the parish i think the green spaces are well looked after. However the entrance to the area
around Hardys Cottage is often congested.
Yes any interruption/development may worsen flooding risks.
Yes - Stop Development
Yes - that of housing development in the area. This needs to be planned with a view to attracting
a younger generation. Public transport, schools and accessibility are key.
yes the development
Yes the proposed new build from Stinsford to Charminster 3500 houses
Yes- No more houses within the Bockhampton area.
Yes-they should be retained & protected +maintained as far as possible to encourage & protect
wildlife & keep paths for walking
Yes, I would like to see where possible all open green spaces left unspoiled - we need to preserve
as much as we can.
Yes, the watermeadow system should be well maintained. One part was ploughed and should be
restored. Traditional swimming spot east of lane south from Lwr Bockhampton has been heavily
fenced off - right of access should be respected & fence removed. Stafford Common has been
enclosed, and shouldn't have been - remove fences to make open access possible again.
Yes, they need to be protected, for evveryone / wildlife to be able to enjoy.
Yes, we need to keep as many open green spaces as we can, not just for wildlife, not just for the
beautiful views but for the generations to come
Yes, we need to protect the open green spaces directly outside Dorchester within walking
/cycling distance of the town
Yes! Keep them, do not build on them.
Yes. Most of it is in private land without public access.
Again, These areas can be identified through Landscape and Visial Appraisal of the whole Parish
and this makes possible to take appropriate actions for the improvement and protection.
The division of the Parish into two separate part by the A35, the most of the population living to
the East of the A35 and undulating countryside with its historical landscape to the West of the
A35 are the important issues for the Parish. It is obvious, this survey will result the concerns,
conditions and protection of open spaces located in the East of A35 where the villages are located
and most of the population lives there. They are totaly separated from the West of the A35 as no
footpath, cycleway or other means of access exist. Who is going to identify and make a statement
for the part standing the West of A35 as strong as most population living in the East part of the
A35.
Overall, objectively assessed Landcape and Visual Appraisal is essential to balance between the
differences between two parts and howeer difficult two parts of the Parish should be connected>
Now the part to the west of A35 is well connected with Dorchester through footpaths, bridleways
and through Slyers Lane, but not villages to the Est of A35.
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Yes! Major Concerns regarding the whole development. There should be a cost-benefit analysis
conducted, which will ultimately show it is not worth pursuing! I strongly suggest that the
development be stoped otherwise we the locals will face the consequences in the near future and
many generations to come.
Yes. Small park in Bockhampton is poorly maintained by councils.g. Grass not cut regularly when it is, it is left in park
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Appendix 6 - Comments in reply to Q9, whether to seek affordable
housing in the North Dorchester area
Comments (47)
35% is probably about right
As per usual, they will promise much, then change plans later.
Developers always whittle down the number of ‘affordable’ houses even after agreements have
been reached
yes in order to allow local people from all walks of life and their families who have grown up here
to live here if they wish.
As long as there is employment to support the new home owners
Surely it is sensible to build low cost homes close to shops and public transport
up to a point, too many properties going to outsiders
No. Just oppose the whole thing. The fact that you cannot stop it - yet- is less important than
making a stand against this madness. It is a money maker for people who do not care about the
environment.
This area is massively too large . Any development that is agreed should include affordable
housing
IMPORTANT HOUSING AVAILABLE TO LOCAL PEOPLE AND NOT BOUGHT AND LET
BY ABSENT LANDLORDS
I think the scale of the proposed development is a huge mistake. Similar developments in similar
towns such as Huntingdon and Bishops Stortford have been disastrous. Smaller, village
developments with good separation would be much better.
There does need to be a balance between affordable and regular housing. Government or local
schemes to help folk get on the property ladder would help.
But it should be attractive housing that cannot be distinguished from the non-affordable housing,
and should be scattered amongst it.
The affordable housing need should be addressed by the local council, government targets and
builder mandates. I would therefore assume this development would fully cover our local housing
targets..
If this goes ahead there is no need for any other housing in the Parish as this will be near to all
amenities
If the development goes ahead, it will at least be close to services needed for affordable housing.
but care uis needed because the impact on Stinsford and Dorchester of having c.1000 affordable
units will be considerable. Beneficial no doubt, but it will change the demographic
More social housing is required and in my opinion is the only way to answer any shortage of
housing locally
Social housing especially
Yes more social housing
Affordable housing is a myth, holliday homes however are an unfortunate reality
Based on other areas "affordable housing" is missused by local and national councils to "dump"
anyone from anywhere. "Affordable housing" for local people is the priority. This is not a
Stinsford requirement, or indeed a Dorchester requirement, This is central government dictating
policy without any rational basis
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I don't believe affordable housing will be provided
-Affordability is required in Stinsford an Bockhampton. North Dorchester does not fullfil this
requirement
- North Dorchester is not a sustainable location for Stinsford and Bochampton because it is out off
by the A35
-Q9 above is leading and suggesive that those 'responsible for this survey have already concluded
on supporting the North Dorchester proposal
Housing needs inculding affordable housing should be provided in the villages, the existing
settlement. The majority of population live in villages so that population increase and housing
needs are based on these villages.
The provision of housing in the villages is sustainable and this makes possible the provision of
community facilities
There is no connection between the villages and the North Dorchester development proposals. If
the need based on the majority of population lives in the villages why the provision is to be made
unconnected North Dorchester
This question is loaded.It does not give choices to residents. It should have been asked:
1) possible development in North Dorchester
2) Stinsford and Lower & Higher Bockhampton
3) Scattered within the Parish
4) others (please specified)
The language used in the statement and question is really questionable.
Please remember the North Dorchester Development is still at the stage of proposal, not approved.
You can not give people as the first choice of location of the provision of affordable housing for
the Parish ie stinsford and Lower & Higher Bockhampton, not where the need is,.. How to justify
this?
The information given for tthe possible development in the North Dorchester is essential to
residents. At the end of the day the villages are not going to be affected by the increase of
population resulting further trafic congestion, destroyation of their countryside, historical
landscape, Hardy's legacy... Who cares? There is no adapted local plan, nothing but certain... i
Affordable housing for those with family links to the parish.
Yes, only if the development is allowed to go ahead
But we are categorically opposed to this development & we would support any scheme to make it
less profitable & therefore less desirable to developers to build any houses on this beautiful area
of Dorset countryside.
I have lived in the parish for 36 years and I raised my children here. My daughter was married in
the Parish Church and my granddaughter christened there, both generations have jobs but sadly
none of them can afford a home here. Lets not build any more homes for people to retire here
from outside the area!
Shortage of affordable etc housing - but is this really a demand for it from local young people, or
do they actually choose to move away to college etc?
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Not if their idea of affordable housing is proces starting @ £200k upwards. No young married
couple starting out can afford those prices, we should have more community houses, flats or
bungalows & affordable 1,2,3,bed houses starting prices £90k to £100k
Totally opposed to housing etc development in area A
But very worried about the impact on local access on the narrow lane roads in this area
Housing should be mixed and minimum of everything!
Why not start building on brown land like the massive area near Esso on London Road.
Increased traffic, waste crime all associated with ‘social housing’ which would spill out & effect
the area in a negative way,
Ruin the historic “Hardy “ area of his birth and childhood
What about effect on local populations that require open/green spaces to navigate well & feed.
A reasonable amount of affordable housing-NOT “as much as possible”!
To the limit set by the Lane 19 assessment
There are very few affordable houses within this area which means that young people are forced
to move out of the area and away from their families
Affordable with built in solar panels/heats ups and high insulation
Our roads are overstocked already, more houses causes more congestion, need for water, rubbish
etc.. People need homes where are they now! Poundbury is still being built, why if there is a
need for more affordable homes cannot the final stages get altered to accommodate the local
needs? Where are all the people going to work as all services are into cuts at present?
Forever destroys a unique and beautiful area, will lose Dorchester last open, close connection to
the countryside walked by hundreds of residents, will not satisfy need for low cost housing as they
need to be true low cost and green (usually apartments) very close to jobs/amenities./social
provisions - noe of which is in Stisnford.
ALSO THE STATEMENT SERVER SHORTAGE IN TH PARISHH SEEMS NOT CORRECT MAYBE SHORTAGE IN THE COUNTY OR THE COUNTRY?
Don’t do it!
And affordable to Dorset residents on min wage. Also it must be built as cycle friendly first, car
second. Air pollution a concern, and must be sustainable.
The main area is where a lot of farm lands are and also the countryside - Affordable housing while
I understand is a necessity, should not be clumped together in an area of outstanding natural
beauty and where the only road into town (over a small and narrow bridge) is already
overpopulated. That is just going to create more issues.
A fair balance between affordable and market housing
Affordable housing, sadly, needs to be done properly. The term affordabel houses tends to be
small houses shoved together, no gardens, and this style of living leads usually to antisocial
behaviour. I a hotly opposed to the large area of development. I don't think this is the right place
at al for any developent (water meadows / changing needs of population/ empty high streets..
It should be mixed to reflect existing patterns. It is disappointing that there appears to be an
assumption that Area A will be developed as it is by no means certain and we feel that Stinsford
Parish and the Neighbourhood Plan should resist it.
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Appendix 7 - Comments in reply to Q10, whether to allocate land for
housing in the rest of the parish
A limited amount of both subject to normal planning
A limited amount of new affordable housing in area B for people living or working in the parish
A limited amount of social housing in area B of Stinsford
All areas, East of the A35 to contribute to sustainability of the existing settement pattern and
provide appropriate facilities for the provision of the required affordable housing.
All areas, East of the A35 to contribute to sustainability of the existing settement pattern and
provide appropriate facilities for the provision of the required affordable housing.
Community housing for over 60s and for disabled for Stinsford residents only (those wishing to
downsize)
Develop near existing villages/buildings
Extensions to existing dwellings
Limit the number into B for need of the housing
Limited amount of rural affordable housing for young residents
Mix of affordable and open market
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Appendix 8 - Comments in reply to Q11, whether to limit affordable
housing to people with a local connection
Affordable housing is a myth
But available to local inc Dorchester only-within say 15 mile radius
But local to people working in West Dorset
But, very little of Area B meets the needs of AH
Connection to Dorchester
criteria need to seen before a decision can be made
Definitely
Do not support any area in A. Affordable housing reserach/report is done for Stinsford.
Majority of population lives in the villages so that the affordable housing requirement should
be provided in and around the villages otherwise the plan/survey supports unstainable locations
ie very specifically identified the North Dorchester proposed development site or scattered
unspecified locations outside of the North Dorchesterfor site for the provision of housing need.
Need and location should be connected.
Do not support any area in A. Affordable housing reserach/report is done for Stinsford.
Majority of population lives in the villages so that the affordable housing requirement should
be provided in and around the villages otherwise the plan/survey supports unstainable locations
ie very specifically identified the North Dorchester proposed development site or scattered
unspecified locations outside of the North Dorchesterfor site for the provision of housing need.
Need and location should be connected.
Don’t support but would support restriction
Dorset residency however would be sensible. There simply wouldn't be residents taking New
houses either so the economics don't work.
Far too restrictive for any developer to consider. Who would set and arbitrate on the criteria for
3'local connection'? A legal nightmare.
I don’t supported it
it won't happen; it never does
N/A
No new housing at all
Not necessarily, but people with a Stinsford connection should be prioritised.
Not supporting new builds on green spaces only brown site development
Not sure how you accomplish this though!
Preference might be given to those with a local connection but it should not be strictly limited.
Those with connections given priority
What is affordable local youngsters in Dorset
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Appendix 9 - Comments in reply to Q12, open-market housing

2 -> 3 bedroom houses which are not 'pokey' sized and with good carparking at the rear of their
plots
A MIX
any
Character, so that they blend in, is more important than size
Community Housing for over 60s
don't support new open market housing in Area B.
Dont support any development in Area A. A very limited development to meet the housing needs
of the villages in and around the villages. Sustainable development principles should be used in
terms of location and housing need. One would expect the housing research should have been
identified the size and numbers of homes needed in the Parish.
Dont support any development in Area A. A very limited development to meet the housing needs
of the villages in and around the villages. Sustainable development principles should be used in
terms of location and housing need. One would expect the housing research should have been
identified the size and numbers of homes needed in the Parish.
Limited development, but across the spectrum
Mixed
NA
Nil
None
None
None be developed
Not supporting new builds anywhere but brown site
Socially appropriate mix
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Appendix 10 - Comments in reply to Q13, where any new housing
should go
Added to existing areas of settlement
Adjacent the by-pass, near Kingston Maurward entrance.
Allowed via in fill, over time.
Anywhere.
Area A should be used for all housing needs in the parish
As far away from Area A as possible.
As we have made clear above we categorically do not support any new developments on green
spaces. The Poundbury development has provided a flood of new homes & business premises for
the small market town of Dorchester. Any further development should strictly be restricted to
brown sites only & the rural setting of the town preserved.
Developmenrt should not drown or destroy any existing village or hamlet - the same applies to
Area A.
Displeased throughout
Existing settlements
First areas need to be identified as to where housing can be built and this will then decide how
many houses can be built.
in areas with good road access and public transport/cycle routes
In existing areas of development
In filing not estates small groups beside existing houses
In the Higher or Lower Bockhampton villages
infiling not large groups
It needs to blend in with existing development.
It should be easily accessible from Dorchester, connected to existing mains services and be
attached/close too existing communities to allow new residents to integrate and feel part of the
parish rather than build he odd isolated home or two 'in the middle of nowhere'.
It should not be on the South side of L.Bockhampton (otherwise a plot for students doing
landscape design etc)
It should not be on to Church Lane, Stinsford hamlet which would compromise the approach to
St.Michaels Church and create a bottle neck in a cul-de-sac and neither should Church Lane be
widened or subject to further street lighting.
Least intrusion to views and wildlife
Lower Bockhampton. It is the only settlement with an amenity (a playing field). Lets have some
real families there so we see children playing in that field. A small development with breath
some life to the hamlet.
Next to science/industril Park at Higher Bockhampton
NO - None should be developed
No- but in small clusters so less obtrusive
None
NORTH OF KINGSTON MAURWARD ROUNDABOUT
Not within the proximity of Kingston Maurward!
nowhere
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On Kingston Maurword land just abound the village of lower Bockhampton. In those fields there.
One or 2 houses added to villages every 2-5 years max
Push any new development Further north
Should be next to existing housing, or should replace existing intrusive uses e.g. scrapyard,
cement plant.
Small developments
Small extensions to existing hamlets - do not loose the essence of the Parish
Some preference for connected people would be ok, but why should other people not have the
chance to live here?
Spread around the Parish hamlets/ villages to make them sustainable
The most suitable area for limited development would be along the western side of the A35 going
north from Kingston Maurward roundabout. Perhaps as far north as the lay-by.
There should not be any. We are so close to Dorchester anyway - so why the need for any new
housing specifically for Stinsford - affordable or otherwise?
This surevey is leading.
How is it identified specigfically the North Dorchester Site and left the rest of the Parish to be
decided by the residents. If really wanted to set up a fair question, it should have been given
locations as choices Ie
a) North Dorchester
b) Stinsford, Lower and Higher Bockhampton (existing villages/settlements)
c) scattered development in the Parish
d) Others (please specify)
Then the residents can see the options and this would have given choices to residents to think
about them rather than given them specifically identified location which is still proposals as if it
was approved for development without giving any other choices then moving into Area B
without any specifically identified locations as if proposing scattered, piecemal development, not
mentioning the villages ie already existing settlements. This will be problamatic when it is used
as evidence base for the Plan.
Where specifically in Area B??
Are you suggesting all of the Area B as your neighbourhood plan boundaries ie development
area? Is it really possible in planning terms
Is development allowed in the open countryside? What NPPF says about this?
Stinsford village and surroung??
Lower and Higher Bockhampton and Surrounding??
Are you suggesting scatted/peicemal development all over the Stinsford? Are you really making
a plan without deciding where development should take place after objectively assesing the sites
suitablity.
Within existing settlements
within or totally attached to existing settlements
Within the confines of a village and as near as possible to public transport.
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Appendix 11 - Responses to Q14, number of new affordable homes
Q. 14 Approximately how many new affordable properties do you think
should be built in Area B of Stinsford between 2020 and 2036?

None
An average of up to 1 per 5-year period (maximum 3 up to 2036)

35.6%
12.3%

26
9

An average of up to 1 per year (maximum 15 up to 2036)

26.0%

19

An average of up to 2 per year (maximum 30 up to 2036)

21.9%

16

More than 30

4.1%
answered
skipped

3
73
15

Appendix 12 - Responses to Q15, number of new open-market homes
Q15 Approximately how many new open market properties do you think
should be built in Area B of Stinsford between 2020 and 2036?

None
An average of up to 1 per 5-year period (maximum 3 up to 2036)

40.0%
18.7%

30
14

An average of up to 1 per year (maximum 15 up to 2036)

21.3%

16

An average of up to 2 per year (maximum 30 up to 2036)

17.3%

13

More than 30

2.7%

2
75
12
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Appendix 13 - Comments in reply to Q15, suggestions or ideas about
housing needs in the parish
codes:
A – meet need in Area A
B – need objective not subjective assessment
C- social or rented hsg
E- elderly
L – keep numbers low
O – other
P - specific issues
S – second homes
Y - young people
TOTAL

Number of replies
2
2
4
3
3
5
2
2
2
25

COMMENT

COD
E
A
A

All met from 3.500 in area A
If the large development goes ahead, surely Stinsford will need no more new housing of any
type
Confusing all questions above should have answers from the said professionally carried out
B
housing needs assessment. The assessment, not given reference where to find, should have
identified housing needs in terms of types, size and numbers and how this need to be provided
over the years. Housing needs and its provision should be objectvely assesed. This is
yourevidence base. Residents cannot objectively answer questions 14 and 15 Outcomes of
these questions cannot be used as evidence base in your survey because they are subjective not
objective.
What is this survey for? Identification of issues? Did you this? Did you have a survey related
to this???
Housing need assessment was done objectively but why do you ask the same questions to the
residents?
Questions are confusing and overloaded...not objectivelly prepared.. not usable in the plan or
used as supporting evidence
I am sorry you can not ask such questions (15 & 16)to residents
B
It is mention in the surevey that Stinsford housing need assessment was carried out by a
professional consultant. Excellent. It means that you have objectively assessed evidence for
housing need. But it is not given how I can find this assessment.
This assessment should have, propably is, determined the types, size, numbers of housing
needs including affordable housing. It should have also idenify howmany should be provided
when
This is a technical question. It should be based on evidence not residents' choice.
Everything should be based on the research including the locations of development..
Housing required for low paid i.e. social housing
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Sheltered accommodation should be included in the affordable category
Rental accommodation is essential
Should allow housing assciations to build homes with rents that low paid workers can afford
Would like to see an exception site allocated which could be retained for local, affordable or
starter home use in perpetuity, e.g. via Community Land Trust ownership.
Bungalows for the elderly and infirm, which nestle down and don't obstruct the beautiful
countryside views.
I have rented my cottage in Stinsford for the past 16y and I am now 68. I would like to move
into a 1 or 2 bedroom bungalow in Stinsford as I have difficulty using the stairs and y garden is
far too large for me. I am registered disabled

C
C
C
E
E

The village has an aging population, do residents wish to downsize, but stay in the village? Do E
they need more bungalows?
To preserve our local villages I would like only houses built that are needed for the said
L
business to operate, keeping new homes built to a small number
We think Dorchester has had more than its fair share of development & new homes with the
L
massive Poundbury development. The odd house being built traditionally in a very sensitive
way may be acceptable on a case by case basis or an outbuilding converted for a new residence
would be acceptable.
With regard to question 14, the number of new, affordable properties should be sufficient to
L
supply the needs of people living or working in the area only.
Housing needs ? For who ? For what ? How many people working in Stinsford NEED to
O
live there who at present cannot ? And anyone who just fancys living there - well .... !
I would like to see the required amount of new housing but for the most suitable areas around O
Dorchester to be considered as a whole, as other areas may be better suited to new residents in
terms of public services etc
It is difficult to answer without knowing if the (unwelcome) development of Area A becomes
reality.
None should be developed
Q 14 No idea of numbers
Q 15 Not sure about number of open market properties
Houses with bigger gardens that aren’t overlooked.
I think it most likely that there is no need for new housing in Stinsford Parish - young people
are most likely to want to move away. I think that existing small houses, however, should
remain small to enable a range of ages in a village, and not be allowed to double and treble in
size.
A ban on second homes and restrictions on holiday letting will release many properties. My
previous village, Burton Bradstock, was a ghost town most months of the year. Lack of
housing is NOT our problem; it is the end result of greed and speculation.
There are increasing numbers of second homes & holiday homes /rentals which is reducing
supply for locals further
A focus should be on housing for young families
If we are to keep young people within the community then there needs to be available housing
for them rather than having to move out of the area and then have to drive back into the area
for work.
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Appendix 14 - Calculating the weighted average of how much housing
people want built
AFFORDABLE HOMES

No. of homes Respondents

None
An average of up to 1 per 5-year period
(maximum 3 up to 2036)
An average of up to 1 per year (maximum 15
up to 2036)
An average of up to 2 per year (maximum 30
up to 2036)
More than 30
answered
skipped
OPEN MARKET HOMES

0
3

26
9

15

19

285

30

16

480

50

3
73
14

150
942

No. of homes Respondents

None
An average of up to 1 per 5-year period
(maximum 3 up to 2036)
An average of up to 1 per year (maximum 15
up to 2036)
An average of up to 2 per year (maximum 30
up to 2036)
More than 30
answered
skipped

Weighted Weighted
# houses
av.
0
27

Weighted Weighted
# houses
av.
0
42

0
3

30
14

15

16

240

30

13

390

50

2
75
12

100
772
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