


Waltham Parish Council
Parish Plan
Quantitative and Qualitative  Analysis
Parish Plan Responses (30 Respondents)           

Question 1:   In which postal area do you live?

	CT4 5P Gogway
	CT4 5Q Beechbank
	CT4 5R Garlinge Green
	CT4 5S Waltham
	Total

	0
	2
	3
	25
	30



Researcher comment: Deletion of the final postcode  letter maintains anonymity but reduces the potential for detailed analysis in small population areas.

Question 2:  What age group do you belong to?
	Under 12
	12 - 17
	18 - 30
	31 - 50
	51-70
	70+
	Total

	0
	0
	0
	2


	13


	15


	30



Question 3: Ranking of Important Issues
	Objectives
	Importance Ranking
  Most  - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - Least
	Total
weighted
Score

	                                                            Priority
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	

	                                                                 Weighting
	X 5
	X 4
	X 3
	X 2
	X 1
	

	

	1. Identifying a sufficient supply of homes.
Number of responses.  


	
5
	
4
	
6
	
8
	
7
	
82

	1. Promote sustainable transport.
         Number of responses.  


	
10
	
10
	
9
	
2
	
2
	
123

	1. Support high-quality communications.
          Number of responses.  

	
12
	
7
	
6
	
2
	
1
	
111


	1. Effective management of your money
           Number of responses.  


	
5 
	
4 
	
5 
	
12 
	
2 
	
82

	1. Other issues you may wish to raise.
         Number of responses.  


	
8
	
1
	
0
	
1
	
1
	
47

	Other issues raised in Objective E

	 Fly Tipping & roadside litter (1)

	 Maintain roads in good condition (2)

	 Protecting the environment eg rivers, flora & fauna, birds and wildlife (1)

	 Supporting Local Charities (1)

	 Build truly affordable homes (2)

	 Road Gritting (1)

	 Speed of traffic on Kake Street (2)

	 On street parking issues at Village Hall (1)



Section A – Housing in the Parish
Question 4 At present Waltham parish has 194 houses, do you think this should increase over the next 10 years? Please tick one of the four choices.

	Increase by more than 15 houses
	 1

	Increase by 10 – 15 houses
	 6

	Increase by 5 – 10 houses
	 4

	Stay about the same
	 19



Question 5 If you think that the number of houses in Waltham parish should increase then what type of additional housing should be developed? (Enter 1 to 5 in order of importance with 1 being the most important)

	Priority
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	Total weighted score

	Weighting
	X 5
	X 4
	X 3 
	X 2
	X 1
	

	

	Owner/occupied property
	4
	0
	3
	3
	0
	35

	Change of use of existing buildings / facilities
	1
	4
	2
	0
	0
	19

	Shared ownership / starter homes
	4
	2
	4
	1
	0
	42

	Social housing
	4
	2
	1
	2
	0
	35

	Sheltered housing
	1
	2
	0
	1
	1
	12

	Retirement homes
	1
	0
	0
	0
	3
	8

	Nursing homes
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1

	Other – please specify:
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0



Researcher Comment: some respondents chose not to complete all 5 scoring options.

Question 6 Please give any comments on why you think more houses are needed in the Parish, or any concerns that you may have regarding further housing development.
Responses:
· I do not want to see additional housing built within our area of outstanding natural beauty. I want to see our existing environment enhanced and protected, and to establish more hedgerows within fields and much better habitats for wildlife rather than yet more housing development that so much of the district/county/country is suffering from. Make more use of existing empty dwellings rather than build more ad-infinitum.
· The village is becoming an exclusive enclave of executive style homes. This makes it impossible for younger people who have connections to the local area/city council to live in the village. We are losing community + age range which leads to the loss of services and isolation for many older people.
· We should be targeting properly affordable homes.
· Retirement home provision would free up existing properties in the area.
· I do not believe there should be a volume of more than 10 properties in the parish as we do not have services to cater for existing properties i.e. shops, post office, public house, road conditions, bus service.
· More houses are needed to allow younger people to move into village, plus support local employment.
· Homes for younger people and homes to rent, BUT extra homes only if the state of road is brought up to a decent standard before work starts.
· NO MORE DEVELOPMENT.
· The population of Waltham has already increased too much over the years. Small villages are becoming a rarity sadly now in this once garden of England. There is too much traffic that mostly moves at dangerous speeds already.
· The parish is full of more elderly people & predominantly wealthy people. It’s  become a middle-class suburb of  Canterbury  with a deeply unequal social mix. Property is far too expensive especially for young people & families. It wasn’t always this way. The parish needs to get back to  being a place  where families can establish themselves, grow and contribute towards the broader communities well being. This takes a good mix of ages, income, occupations and interests.
· Too many villages being spoilt for developers profits.
· We feel that we have enough private housing for those that are able to afford them. We would suggest social hosing would be a more fair reason if any housing were to be built. Where would they be built? We would rather that no new houses to be built. When houses are built they don’t know when to stop building and it would spoil such a lovely village.
· Support Local Employment.
· Until transport infrastructure is improved, modern communication upgraded, road quality improved and when I say transport I mean public transport then house building is nonsensical.
· If I had no input regarding more housing and the council decide to build more anyway, the roads need to be improved and telephone & internet.
· More houses needed for a thriving community.
· Need starter homes for the young villagers.
· Without a development of infrastructure – shop, surgery, local school, more comprehensive  transport etc. expanding housing would be inappropriate. However with provision of the above I would reconsider and support social and starter homes in the area.
· Homes cannot be increased until satisfactory infrastructure is in place; sewerage etc. also services – doctors, schools.
· Increase by 10 – 15 houses then there may be enough inhabitants to support a shop and public house again.
Section B – Promoting Sustainable Transport

Your parish council is working with Kent County Council on a review of sustainable transport initiatives for Waltham including a review of the Highways Improvement Programme (HIP).  


Question 7 Please can you give a score of 1 to 5 for each of the following with 1 being most important and 5 being least important?

	                                                                           Priority

                                                                   Weighting
	1

5
	2

4
	3

3
	4

2
	5

1
	Total weighted score


	Objective
	Number of responses
	

	Reduction of potential hazards for children and equestrian road users
	11
	5
	6
	2
	2
	99

	Improvement of road surfacing between Grand Acre and Ashenfield
	5
	3
	3
	3
	4
	56

	Improve HGV signage in Church Lane and Whiteacre Lane
	4
	7
	2
	1
	5
	61

	Improve signage at Sole Street / Pennypot junction
	4
	2
	9
	2
	3
	60

	Prioritize road treatment during icy weather to Church Lane; Whiteacre Lane; Gogway in addition to KCC bus route.
	7
	8
	7
	2
	1
	93

	Following the February 2022 traffic survey produce priorities for traffic speed management based on the Kent Quiet Lanes scheme.
	11
	9
	1
	2
	3
	101

	Provide more information on parish website concerning local authority 
  responsibilities and initiatives.
	3
	0
	4
	2
	7
	32

	
Question 8 
a) Is there enough parking in the village?
	Sufficient all the time
	9
	

	Sufficient at most times
	14
	

	Insufficient
	4
	



1.  If it is insufficient, then does the problem lie with any of the following?
	Resident parking
	3
	

	Playing field users
	3
	

	Church users
	0
	

	Village Hall users
	9
	

	Visiting ramblers
	1
	

	Visitors to residents
	1
	

	Commercial / delivery vehicles
	0
	

	Other - please specify …
	0
	



1. If you believe that more parking is required then please suggest where it should be put.Recreation ground: (3)
Purchase Field opposite village hall (3)



Section C - Support high quality communications.
While parishioners share a strong level of community identity, involvement, information, and support through parish organizations, PawNews, and Waltham Facebook there is concern that communication problems exist through patchy telecommunication reception. Please could you answer the following questions by placing a tick in the appropriate box?

Question 9 How do you hear about what is going on in the Parish? (Enter in order of importance with 1 being the most important and 3 being the least important)

	Priority
	1
	2
	3
	Weighted 
Score

	Weighting
	X3
	X2
	X1
	

	Parish Magazine
	21
	4
	0
	71

	Notice Boards
	6
	6
	6
	36

	Word of mouth
	6
	9
	12
	42

	Website
	0
	2
	10
	14

	Other – please specify

	Facebook
	8
	4
	3
	35

	Wife
	0
	0
	1
	1

	
Question 10 a) Do you feel that the current telephone connectivity is adequate for your needs?
	YES
	15
	
	NO
	14



Question 10 b) Do you think that broadband accessibility and speeds are adequate in your postcode area?

	
	CT45P
	CT45Q
	CT45R
	CT45S
	TOTAL

	Yes
	0
	0
	3
	13
	16

	N0
	0
	1
	1
	9
	11



Parishioner comment:
Broadband download speeds at Ansdore and Yockletts farm are very poor and far less than the minimum 10mbit/sec. The costs quoted by BT Openreach for installing fibre-optic cable are prohibitively expensive so the Parish Plan should include measures for upgrading the copper connection to fibre-optic as a matter of urgency.

Question 11:  Your parish council maintains a parish website to fulfil its statutory duties and to improve communications with parishioners.
a) Do you use this website? 

	YES
	7
	
	NO
	11



b) How would you like to see it improved?  (11 Comments)

· Website not used often.
· It is fine as it is.
· Difficult to access – little up to date information.
· Add draft PC minutes to website more quickly.
· I am aware of its existence but not sure  what I could use it for.
· Should be more informative and easer to navigate.
· I do not desire to see any improvement but if the Council seeks to do more it could 
 publish more details in PAW News about its work in the parish over and above the 
summary  minutes of Council meetings.
· Only used occasionally.
· More information on what is going on in the area.
· An Improvements heading where we can raise issues relating to footpaths/ road closures/ water leak issues.
Section D. Effective management of your money.
The main source of income for the parish council is via the Precept, a sum of money claimed via the City Council every year as part of your council tax. This pays for general administrative costs and a small amount is held in contingency and capital reserves for developments such as the Highways Improvement Plan.
Your parish council has maintained the precept at £7,161 over the last four years and will be deciding the amount later this year for 2024 – 2025. Research shows that your council charges less than average per household and this has an impact on what we can spend to the benefit of the community. We will be reviewing the amount of precept year after year in consultation with parishioners.

	Question 12 – For the financial year 2024 – 2025, please can you give an opinion on whether you would prefer your council to:
	Please tick 
one box only
	


	*Reduce the Precept and so reduce the potential for local improvements
	 1
	

	*Maintain the Precept at £7,161, averaging at £49.34 per household per year, and so limiting the potential for local improvements to £2,000 a year
	
10
	


	*Bring the Precept up to the average for the district at £51.46 per Household per year, total £9,983, providing a further £3,000 per year for community improvements
	18
	

	*No opinion
	1 
	

	
If you have other suggestions on how to achieve an affordable balance between 
Precept charges and funding local developments please add them below:
6 Responses:
· £9,985 is a 39.41% increase. Increase is limited to 5% without a referendum
 (ie £7,519 for next year.
· £49.34 is band D average not the average of all 194 households.
· Bring the precept up to the district average on the proviso that the 
precept is spent judiciously and not frittered away.
· Happy to increase if the increase is used for progress and not just wasted.
· WPC should provide a complete breakdown of how the precept is spent.
· No monies spent on Jubilee or Coronation – even the beer was donated.





Section E – Are there other issues that you would like to raise?
Parishioner comments: ( 15 respondents)
· I would like to see the land next to Cobwebs purchased for a community asset and turned into  community gardens/nature reserve/pond/wildlife habitat – include seating for all to enjoy.
· I would like to see the Village Hall used more for community events, particularly in the autumn and winter months.
· It would be lovely to have a shop in the village again – a not for profit, community run, ideally funded by the large supermarkets who have taken away all the small shops.
· I want all the farming practices to become organic, to reduce field sizes, plant more hedgerows, diversity crops grown, bring in wild spaces, encourage back birds and butterflies etc.
· Ensure the excellent bus service remains.
· I strongly believe that  there should be a speed restriction between Bedford House and Waltham Court. Cars are going very fast (50 mph or more in some cases). A long, thin stretch of road. It is very dangerous for those living along this part of road.
· The general state of the roads, IE potholes, water leaks.
· I would not like to see any of the village houses becoming holiday lets. I would like to see houses available at affordable rents, and I would like to see more children and young people living in the parish.
· Strongly feel that some sort of speed restriction should apply to Kake Street, particularly the straight stretch between Waltham Court and Bedford House.
· A play school in Waltham or Petham village hall.
· Motorists speeding through the village.
· People not clearing up dog faeces in the park (Waltham village).
· Shared community electric vehicle.
· Improve Clapper hill to access Stone Street.
· Bus service to Wye.
· Do NOT add speed bumps or traffic calming – locals would suffer every day who do not speed in any case.
· As previous – less development – less traffic – safer roads- no dogs in Waltham Park – no dog mess left – bring back the village shop and a ‘proper pub’.
· Faster broadband needed.
· Better phone signal needed.
· Potholes are a major issue (throughout Kent. KCC need to have pressure put on them to improve roads.
· Possibility of parish council filling potholes?
· Update some of the play equipment in playground.
· The parish council is much better placed to spend ratepayers money than the local council.
· Why does the PC not have a contingency plan for icy roads (on the few occasions that we have them)?
· With regard to listed telephone numbers in the local magazine, it would be nice to  have my messages left to be responded to e.g.  gardening.
· Put pressure on KCC re potholes.
· Put pressure on Southern Water re waste water.
· Information on how to become environmentally savvy and tips on sustainability in the home.
· Bus to Wye  To get to Ashford you have to go by train from Canterbury. Wye has a bus service to Ashford & train station.
· No speed bumps.
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