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1.0 Summary of the main points


















A total of 511 responses were received, representing 27% of households in the
Parish. Half of those responding were aged 60 or over, most were owner occupiers
and had lived in the area for a considerable length of time.
The best thing about living in the Parish was considered to be the essentially rural
nature of the area with nice scenery and a quiet, peaceful atmosphere.
The disadvantages included: the perceived poor appearance of the centre of
Loggerheads itself, the threat of over development, a lack of facilities and amenities
and poor public transport links.
One in four people are content to live here without any changes but others feel
some changes and improvements are either necessary (to prevent the area
deteriorating) or desirable (to enhance quality of life).
Amongst those able to compare life in Loggerheads with other areas, 60% felt it was
‘better’.
Some 87% agreed that, as a rural Parish, it was reasonable that facilities were not as
extensive as those in towns. However, there were indications that residents would
like more in the way of facilities than they have now.
In terms of local services and facilities, those most likely to be thought inadequate
included Superfast Broadband, other health service such as chiropody,
physiotherapy and blood tests, GP services and the local bus service. The issues
related to health were ones of capacity and location rather than quality.
Shopping facilities generally were of much less concern but Ashley residents did
make strong pleas for a shop in Ashley village.
Asked to suggest facilities they felt were lacking locally, residents most often
mentioned: a sports/leisure centre or leisure facilities, a health centre in
Loggerheads village and provision of activities and resources for young people
(‘something for teenagers to do’).
Issues of concern relating to the road network were primarily speeding, in many
areas but particularly on the A53 through the village, and the layout of some roads
and junctions. There was criticism of the mini roundabout system in the centre of
Loggerheads with safety the main perceived problem.
The majority feel that aspects of the environment and upkeep of the area are well or
at least adequately maintained. Weakest aspects are footpaths and bridleways (for
which one in three feel maintenance is poor), stiles and gateways and hedgerows
and verges. There was good deal of spontaneous criticism of the perceived ‘run
down’ appearance of the centre of Loggerheads, in particular the car wash area and
the semi derelict building behind it, which people felt gave a poor impression of the
area.
Opinions of leisure and recreation facilities locally are low with 56% describing them
as ‘poor’ or ‘very poor’. There is a similar view of social activities such as clubs and
groups and social events with 39% giving ‘poor’ or ‘very poor’ ratings.
Residents expressed a good deal of support for a variety of potential additional sport
and leisure facilities with the most desirable seen to include: a community hall, a
recreation ground/leisure centre, a Youth Centre, a coffee shop and a playground. All
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of these have the support of around two out of three residents but many others
were also well supported.
There was also strong support for facilities specifically for young people, particularly
a Youth Club and more organised activities such as sports coaching.
It was found that 22% of households in the sample include members who are
disabled or have a long term limiting illness; this is more likely where residents are in
older age groups. In addition, almost one in five adults describe themselves as
carers.
Looking at housing development, residents are much more willing to accept smaller
developments of up to ten houses (up to 48% will accept) than larger ones (only 5%
are willing to accept a major site with more than 50 houses). However, 28% would
prefer to see no further housing developments at all.
If development does goes ahead then the majority of residents would like to see
conditions attached such as improvements to the local infrastructure, roads and
health facilities.
In terms of the type of property to be developed, it was thought that the greatest
need was for affordable homes for young people, followed by small family homes
and accommodation for elderly and disabled residents. There was little support for
shared ownership properties or social housing.
Sites which may be suitable for development included Tadgedale quarry, adjacent to
the new Fire station and the car wash site in the centre of the village. Residents were
particularly keen to protect from development the Burntwood and much of the local
agricultural land and green space.
Aside from housing, the types of development most likely to be acceptable were
small workshops or craft units and agricultural or horticultural development. One in
four residents would prefer to see no development of any kind within the Parish.
Considerable opposition was also expressed to methane gas wells/fracking, minerals
extraction and wind farms. Solar farms achieved a little more support (42% of
residents) than opposition (36%).
Opinion was divided on whether there was a need to create new jobs within the
Parish area or not – 48% were in favour and 43% thought this unnecessary.
It is clear from additional comments made that the issue of greatest concern to
residents is that of housing development. In addition to wanting to preserve the
rural nature of the area and not see it over developed there are real concerns that
the current infrastructure, services and resources could not sustain further
development without significant investment.
Recent improvements most likely to have been noted were the refurbishment of the
Loggerheads pub, the building of the new Fire station and the changes to speed
limits. The work of the Pickers and Planters also received appreciative comment.
Potential future improvements most likely to impact favourably on quality of life for
local residents were thought to include: improvements to the roads, particularly the
hazardous junctions, a better bus service, more facilities for sport and active pursuits
and reductions in speeding traffic.
On almost all the points discussed there were differing views from residents of
different wards. For example, positive comment about community spirit is lowest in
Mucklestone but Tyrley residents are least concerned about the provision of sport
and leisure facilities. There are sometimes differences in views between the age
4

groups too. For example, younger people (under 45) are more likely to accept larger
housing developments. All these differences are brought out in the text of the
report.
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2.0 Introduction
Loggerheads Parish Council are preparing their Neighbourhood Plan. One of the phases is
community consultation and this document sets out the results of a survey of residents.
The survey was conducted by means of a self completion questionnaire distributed to every
household and supported by a web version for those who preferred that method of
completion. The Council used the services of professional researchers – Cobweb Consulting
– to assist in the design of the questionnaire, set up the on line version, carry out the
processing and analysis of the data and prepare the report. Each household received a copy
of the questionnaire, a covering letter explaining the consultation and a FREEPOST envelope
to return the questionnaire. They were distributed through the network which delivers the
community newsletter. The documents gave details of how to obtain assistance or further
copies of the questionnaire and provided a link to the on line version. There were also
collection points within the Parish for anyone who wished to return the questionnaire by
hand.
In total 511 responses were received, a response rate of 14% from the adult population of
the Parish as recorded in the 2011 census. Some 337 were received as paper copies and 174
from the web version. Some households provided response from more than one family
member but in total approximately 490 households were represented which is a response
rate of 27% of households according to the 2011 census.
Appendix 1 contains the profile details of the sample by gender, age, tenure, employment
status and length of residence in the Parish. Appendix 5 shows the questionnaire and
covering letter.
In considering the results we are able to look at any differences in opinions due to factors
such as age, gender, employment status and the area of the Parish in which people live.
This report has been prepared by Ros Grimes.
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3.0 Overview of the area
Some of the questions were designed to obtain a broad view of how residents feel about
living in the area and what they see as the advantages and disadvantages. Explaining in their
own words what they thought was the best thing about living here it was very clear that the
basis of the appeal is the essentially rural nature of living in the countryside and the
associated views and lovely scenery. This table summarises the main responses to this
question.
Table 3.1 The best thing about living in this area

Rural nature/countryside/scenery
Quiet/relaxed/peaceful
Friendly people/good community spirit
Good transport links/close to major towns and facilities
Good amenities/shopping
Access to walks/walking
Clean air
Safe area/lack of trouble
Availability of the Burntwood/other woodland
Other comment

%
64
27
21
15
9
6
5
4
4
17

Base: all respondents (410)

There are some slight differences by age group relating to comment on this main theme of
the rural nature of the area. Those under 45, for example, placed slightly less emphasis on it
(53% mentioned) compared with those in the 45 – 60 age group, (71%) with those over 60
closer to the average (63%). There were small differences by ward too with Mucklestone
residents mentioning most often (70%), followed by Loggerheads (64%), Ashley (63%) and
Tyrley (57%). Overall though, it was the most important aspect of living in the Parish for all
groups.
Apart from the rural nature and the resultant peaceful atmosphere, advantages were seen
in the community spirit and the ease of access to large towns. The ‘other comments’ were
varied in nature and each made by only a few people. They included such points as: not
overcrowded, sustainable development, being a small community, animals and wildlife, low
traffic and affordable housing.
Apart from those noted above, there are few noticeable differences in views between the
sub groups. Those under 45 were more satisfied with local shops and amenities, 21% giving
this response, compared with 6% or 7% in the older age groups. Within the wards, people in
Tyrley and Ashley are less likely to mention good transport links and those in Mucklestone
are least likely to say community spirit. Loggerheads has more praise for local shopping and
amenities than other wards. NB the sample sizes for Tyrley and Mucklestone are relatively
small so too much may not be read into percentage figures, but they are sufficient to give
indications of possible differences in views.
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People were also asked to say what they felt was the worst thing about living in the area.
Again, responses are summarised in the table below.
Table 3.2 The worst thing about living in this area

Poor appearance centre of village/car wash area
Too many/proposed over developments
Lack of facilities/amenities
Poor bus service/public transport
Volume of traffic
Speeding traffic
Roundabouts/dangerous junctions and roads
Lack of shops/choice
Poor road/pavement maintenance
Lack of health services
Poor Broadband/phone signal
Teenagers hanging around/ causing trouble/ ASB
Nothing for teenagers and young people to do
No community spirit/people not willing to get involved
Dog fouling
Other comment
Nothing/none

%
14
13
13
11
10
9
5
5
5
4
4
4
3
3
3
24
4

Base: all respondents (388)

Many of these points will be discussed further in other sections but it seems there are a
number of potentially negative aspects to life in the Parish. Receiving the most single
mentions is the appearance of the centre of the village around the mini roundabouts,
particularly the car wash and the semi-derelict building behind it. Taken together, the
concerns about the speed and volume of traffic and the perceived dangers of some
junctions also seem significant to residents. A lack of facilities and amenities was noted with
a few people singling out provision for the young. Other categories not shown in the table
because they were mentioned by fewer than 3% of people included: the lack of a
community centre, the lack of a real ‘centre’ to the village of Loggerheads (made more
noticeable as it was built around a road junction), the lack of mains gas and sewerage in
some areas and a lack of confidence in the Borough Council. Issues raised within the 24%
‘other comments’ included: poor weather, lack of gritting, isolation and travelling, parking
issues, litter, annoyance caused by helicopters, criticism of the new Fire station and social
housing.
Some of the subsample sizes are quite small but there are indications of differing views
between the wards on some points. For example, comments about the appearance of the
centre of the village and over development came mostly from Loggerheads residents. The
lack of a shop was more important to those who live in Ashley whereas poor road
maintenance and the volume of traffic were of relatively more concern in Tyrley.
People were also asked to select from a list of statements to describe how they feel about
living in Loggerheads. The result shows a very positive attitude as Table 3.3 shows.
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Table 3.3 How do you feel about living in this area?

I am quite happy here and do not see the need for changes
I like living here and would not want to move but would like to see
some changes and improvements
I like living here but think the area needs some changes and
improvements to prevent it from deteriorating
I am not really happy in this area, due to the nature of it or a lack of
facilities etc, and may move away if I can
I intend to leave the area as a direct result of the nature of the area or
a lack of facilities, community spirit etc
None of these

%
25
35
35
3
1
1

Base: all respondents (465)

Overall, one in four seem quite content without any changes but most of the remainder
think some sort of change or improvement is desirable or necessary. There are some small
differences between age groups: those under 45 seem least content (only 16% give the first
response) and more likely to say that they think change is necessary to prevent
deterioration (43%). Also, those who are retired are more content than those in
employment.
There are differences according to where people live too, shown in this chart.

Chart 3.1 How do you feel about living in this area?
60
50
Quite happy

40

Would like change
30

Change needed
Not really happy

20

Intend to leave
10
0
Total

Tyrley

Mucklestone Loggerheads

Ashley

People in Tyrley are most content (50% see no need for change and only 15% think change
is necessary) and those in Loggerheads a little less happy than others. (Recalling again that
the samples in Tyrley and Mucklestone are small.)
Another question in this section asked if residents thought Loggerheads Parish was better or
worse than others. Only half the sample answered this, many others commenting that they
had never lived anywhere else so could not compare, but of those who did 60% gave the
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response ‘better’ and 40% ‘worse’. By ward there were marked differences in views from
84% in Ashley saying ‘better’, 67% in Tyrley, 59% in Mucklestone and 55% in Loggerheads.
The main reasons given for thinking the Parish better than others included:










Good community ‘feel’/spirit (27%)
Peaceful/views/lovely countryside (24%)
Rural character of the area (19%)
Good facilities/more than others (15%)
Good size/not over developed (13%)
Good shops/variety of shops (9%)
Easy reach of towns (7%)
Safe/low crime rate (6%)
Good Parish Council/consults with residents (6%)

Others given by fewer people referred to the efforts of voluntary groups, activities for older
people, being well kept and maintained and church activities.
Where people had expressed the opposite view, their reasons included:










Poor or lack of facilities (32%)
No/poor community spirit (12%)
Centre of Loggerheads looks unattractive (11%)
Too much development (10%)
No village centre or focus (7%)
Poor bus service (7%)
Negative reference to Borough Council/Planning (6%)
Lack of/poor shops (6%)
Social opportunities/activities limited (6%)

Most of this comment came from Loggerheads ward, partly because they were by far the
largest part of the sample but also because they were most likely to think the Parish ‘worse’
than others; this means no observations can be made about differences in views between
wards. Relating to the main reason given, a lack of facilities, many of the references were
vague but where they were specific it was most likely to be facilities for sport and
recreation, a community hall/facilities, shops or health services that were mentioned. A few
people made comparisons with other areas that they thought were better served such as
Hales and Eccleshall. Other reasons not shown in the list above were quite diverse and
included litter, dog mess, and lack of funding.
The final questions in this overview section are four statements about the area for which
residents were asked to express their level of agreement, using a scale from ‘strongly agree’
to ‘strongly disagree’.
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Chart 3.2 Agreement with statements about the area
Strongly agree

Agree

No opinion

As a rural parish it is reasonable that facilities are
not as extensive as in the towns

There is good community spirit in my area

Disagree

Strongly disagree

36

16

Neighbours look out for each other in my area

52

26

I am prepared to travel for shops and leisure
facilities to preserve the rural nature of the area

51

37

373

20

53

37

11 1

11 8 2

12

12 2

The strongest level of agreement is with the first statement, 87% agree that it is reasonable
facilities are not as extensive as in towns. This might seem a slight contradiction as previous
questions have shown some negative comment about facilities but it could perhaps be
interpreted that whilst Loggerheads Parish does not expect facilities as extensive as in the
towns, it would like something more than it has currently.
The weakest statement is that relating to community spirit as only 68% agree including 16%
who agree ‘strongly’. People are also a little reluctant to agree to travel for facilities, 14%
disagree on this.
The next chart shows a breakdown for each statement by ward (recalling that the samples
for Tyrley and Mucklestone are relatively small and interpreting percentage figures with
care). It may be seen, for example, that opinions of community spirit are better in Tyrley and
Ashley than in Loggerheads and Mucklestone, although Tyrley residents are least certain
overall of neighbours looking out for each other. People in Loggerheads are least prepared
to travel for shops and facilities to preserve the rural nature of the locality.
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Chart 3.3 Agreement with statements about the area by ward
As a rural parish it is reasonable that facilities are not as extensive as
in the towns
Strongly agree

Agree
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There is a good community spirit in my area
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Mucklestone

Agree

No opinion
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0
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Neighbours look out for each other in my area
Strongly agree
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4.0

Practical issues

There were a number of groups of questions which dealt with the practicalities of everyday
life in the area.

4.1 Access to local facilities and services.
Residents were asked to say whether they thought access, in each case, was good, adequate
or inadequate. Not everyone answered all parts of the question but this chart shows the
percentages of those who did answer in each case.
Chart 4.1 Access to services and facilities
70
60
50
40

Good
30

Adequate
Inadequate

20
10
0
Local Doctors Other Chemist Nursery Library
shopping
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office
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The key figures are those where a significant number of people regard services or facilities
as inadequate. Additional comment was invited which helps to explain the reasons for these
views.
Access to Superfast Broadband had the highest level of criticism, 66% regarding it as
inadequate. There was a great deal of comment but all on the same theme, that it was slow
or occasionally ‘dropped out’ or that there simply was no Superfast Broadband. Criticism
was least in Ashley (50% inadequate) which perhaps suggests that the ongoing works are
having some impact. Those residents who also run businesses (69 people) were a sub group
more critical than the average, 78% regarding the service as inadequate. But there was very
little difference between the views of those who work from home and those who work from
other premises either inside or outside of the Parish.
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Another key area of concern was local health services; some 58% described services such as
chiropody, physiotherapy and blood test arrangements as inadequate. The main problem
was having to travel outside the area for these services, sometimes quite a distance. This
was both time consuming and also potentially difficult for older people and/or those
without their own transport. There was some awareness that Ashley surgery was now doing
blood tests but the overall impression was one of inconvenience in relation to these
services. The older age groups were more critical than those under 45 (60% of those 45 – 60
and 59% of those over 60 compared with 52% of the under 45’s). Also those in Tyrley were
less likely to regard these services as inadequate, possibly because they obtained more in
Market Drayton than in Loggerheads.
In addition, there seems a good deal of frustration with local GP services at Ashley surgery,
one in three people regard these as inadequate. Quality does not seem to be in question,
the issues are ones of capacity. Comment was made about how difficult it was to get an
appointment in a reasonable time, how the lists were now closed and people had to go to
doctors in Market Drayton (which some suggested were now also becoming stretched) and
how physical access and travel to Ashley surgery could be difficult. These factors lead some
people to suggest that what was needed was a health centre situated in Loggerheads itself,
nearer to the main base of population.
Also receiving significant criticism were the local bus services, which 45% felt were
inadequate. A number of issues were raised: the service was too infrequent, did not run on
Sundays and in the evenings and did not run early enough to be suitable for work travel.
This was all felt to limit opportunities for employment, leisure and social activities. Most of
these comments related to the Newcastle route but some people also commented on the
lack of options to travel to other destinations such as Stafford or Shrewsbury. And for those
in Mucklestone and Tyrley there was often reference to there being no service at all.
The percentage thinking local shopping facilities inadequate was much lower at 16%. People
making comment mostly just wanted more variety (and some competition for the Co-op to
both offer choice and lower prices). Where there were more specific requests they included:
clothing shops, a petrol station, bank/building society facilities, hardware, a florist,
greengrocer, cards/gifts/stationery, a dry cleaners and even an antique shop (but none
mentioned by more than three people). In addition there were strong pleas from people
living in Ashley for a shop in their village. Nursery and childcare facilities were of concern to
far fewer people but one in four of them held the view that provision was inadequate.
Additional comment was mostly to the effect that there were no nursery facilities locally or
that what the school could offer was not sufficiently flexible for some people. There seem
few problems with access to a chemist, Post Office or library, although a few people would
like to see the library open for more hours.
There was an additional open question in which respondents were invited to suggest any
important facilities which they felt were lacking in their local area. Not everyone took the
opportunity to comment but these figures show the percentage of the total sample
mentioning each. The main points were:
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A sports or leisure centre/leisure facilities (14%)
A health centre in Loggerheads village (13%)
Something for teenagers and young people to do (9%)
A better bus service (9%)
Greater variety of shops (7%)
Central community hall or centre/social hub (7%)

Around 4% mentioned each of: a petrol station, a play area for children, Superfast BB,
additional health services such as dentist and optician and a cafe/coffee shop. There were
many other suggestions too, ranging from more dog bins to benches for the elderly to rest
and more visible police. Only 6% of residents specifically said that they thought nothing was
lacking; they came from all areas and sub groups.

4.2 Local roads and road safety
Respondents were asked to indicate whether they felt there were specific issues in their
areas in relation to any of five factors. Again, not everyone gave a response for all parts of
the question but this chart shows the percentage who did acknowledge problems.
Chart 4.2 Issues with roads and road safety

Provision of salt and grit bins
Illegal or inconsiderate parking

Traffic noise/nuisance
Layout of roads and junctions
Speeding on the roads
0

20

40
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The topic of greatest concern was speeding on the roads within the Parish. It was
mentioned relatively more often by the women in the sample and those over 60. Additional
comments highlighted the A53 in particular, especially through the village itself, and there
were some specific mentions of the motor bikes which frequently pass through the village.
There were also a few mentions of speeding in particular areas of the Parish, Hookgate
coming up most frequently.
Another issue which was mentioned by almost half the sample was the layout of roads and
junctions. Much of the additional comment was about the mini roundabouts in the centre of
Loggerheads so it is no surprise that as many as 61% of those living in Loggerheads
expressed concern. There are perceived to be problems of poor visibility when approaching
from certain routes (Mucklestone Road particularly) but the basis of most comment was the
danger caused by those on the main road, especially lorries, failing to stop at the
roundabouts. There were several stories of ‘near misses’ and people described this as ‘an
accident waiting to happen’. Another junction which attracted quite a lot of comment was
15

that for Mucklestone Wood Lane/A53 and Gravelly Hill where visibility is particularly
difficult.
One in three people indicated problems concerning parking and there were two main areas:
inconsiderate and dangerous parking around the school which affected both the main road
and Hugo Way and parking on pavements causing obstructions with Chestnut Road
mentioned a number of times. A few people also referred to parking at the Co-op being
inadequate at times but this was of much less concern than the school parking issues.
There was little specific comment about traffic noise and nuisance, except some references
to heavy lorries in country lanes. In relation to salt and grit bins, there were just requests for
more to be available and for gritting to take place when necessary. Other additional
comments included topics such as: the need to keep verges and hedges trimmed to aid
visibility, poor maintenance of roads and pavements and damage to verges by heavy traffic.

4.3 Environment and upkeep of the local area
These questions asked for views on how well maintained were various aspects of the area.
Table 4.1 Maintenance of the local area

Public open spaces and green areas
Hedgerows and grass verges
Footpaths and bridleways
Stiles and gateways
Public areas such as around shops,
schools and local businesses
Playgrounds and recreation areas

Well
Maintained

Adequately
Maintained

Poorly
Maintained

Don’t know /
Not applicable

23
18
11
9

54
54
45
45

12
26
34
24

11
2
10
22

20
12

54
36

18
12

8
40

Base: all respondents (325 – 501) Row percentages

In all cases but one the majority feel these things are well or adequately maintained. The
exception seems to be for playgrounds and recreation areas but this is only because there
are a high proportion of ‘not applicable’ answers where these facilities do not exist (Ashley
and Tyrley have figures of 54% and 68% for this response). Amongst those who were able to
give a view, 80% felt they were well or adequately maintained. The more important figures
are probably those where people feel things are poorly maintained. The weakest areas are
the more ‘rural’ aspects – footpaths and bridleways (for which one in three feel
maintenance is poor), stiles and gateways and hedgerows and verges.
Within the additional comment, criticism relating to paths and pavements is fairly general,
just that they are not well maintained and can be overgrown making it difficult to walk.
Overgrown hedges are perceived to be potentially dangerous when they obscure visibility at
junctions etc. There were a few references to the lack of maintenance of drains which leads
to flooding on the roads in certain places.
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Much of the additional comment made was in relation to the appearance of the centre of
Loggerheads. More than one in three people mentioned the run down appearance of the
car wash area and the semi derelict building behind it. It was frequently described as ‘an
eyesore’ and thought to create a very poor impression of Loggerheads to people visiting or
passing through. Although some people balanced this by pointing out that the car wash is a
good facility, the appearance is widely criticised. There was speculation as to whether better
use could be made of the building and land behind, maybe for residential units or even to
increase parking for the shops. Some people included the wider area of the Mandalay and
Bradbury’s garage on the other side in this general criticism. The upgrade to the
Loggerheads pub is perceived to have improved things a little.
Two other things highlighted in the additional comment were the amount of dog mess (13%
of the additional comment), which some felt was a major problem, and litter (10%). Positive
comment about the upkeep of the area commended the work of the ‘Pickers and Planters’
and the volunteers who took on litter control.

4.4 Leisure and recreation
There were two general questions at the beginning of this section, asking respondents for a
‘very good’ to ‘very poor’ rating on the provision of leisure and recreation facilities in their
area and the availability of social activities such as clubs and groups, social evenings etc in
their area. Their views were as follows:
Table 4.2 Attitudes to local leisure and social facilities
Very good

Good

Fair

Poor

Very poor

Don’t
know

1

7

24

28

28

12

2

12

33

20

19

14

Leisure and recreation
facilities
Social activities (such as
clubs and groups, social
evenings)
Base: all respondents (499) Row percentages

Opinions of both are quite low with 56% saying poor or very poor for leisure and recreation
and 39% for social activities. Few regard either provision as good. Those under 45 years old
and who are in employment were more critical in both cases. There were differences too
according to ward, as the next chart shows.
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Chart 4.3 Attitudes to local facilities by ward
Leisure and recreation
V. Good

Good

Ashley 1 7

25

Loggerheads 1 6

V. poor

12

31
25

21

Don't know

23

29
34

4

Poor
32

21

Mucklestone 0 7
Tyrley

Fair

33

12
23

8

11

8

25

Social activities
V. Good
Ashley 2

17

Loggerheads 2 10
Mucklestone 0
Tyrley

Fair

Poor

V. poor

40
29

16
4

Good

14

16

23

10

22

41
16

Don't know

21

40

8

4

14
11

11

28

Firstly, those living in Tyrley were happier with the provision of leisure and recreation
facilities, only 17% find them ‘poor’ or ‘very poor’ compared with around half the sample in
the other areas. This may perhaps be due to their closer proximity to Market Drayton than
other areas of the Parish. Secondly, in relation to social activities, people in Loggerheads
give lower ratings than any of the other areas; 45% saying ‘poor’ or ‘very poor’ compared
with a range from 12% to 32% in the other areas. NB The sample for Tyrley is relatively small
so care is needed in interpreting percentage figures.
Those taking part were then given a list of sporting and leisure facilities which have been
suggested for the area and asked how far they would agree that each should be available.
There was a five point scale: ‘strongly agree’, ‘agree’, ‘no opinion’, ‘disagree’ and ‘strongly
disagree’. Chart 4.4 below sets out these views and also shows the percentage of the total
sample who thought they might use each facility themselves. It may be seen that there is a
good deal of support for almost all of the options which perhaps underlines how strongly
people feel about the need for more or better amenities in the Parish.
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Chart 4.4 Agreement with availability of sport and leisure facilities
Own usage of facilities
Strongly agree

Agree

Tennis courts

18

Use tennis court

Strongly disagree

41

10

34

43

37

43

7 2

6

Bowling green

13

Use bowling green
BMX track

Disagree

24

Cricket pitch

Use cricket pitch

No opinion

41

39

52

19
6

21

47

16

10

Use BMX track 2
Cycle track

14

Use cycle track

34

5

Use basketball court

3

20

Playground

56

26

Use playground

5

13

37

6

29

5 3

11

Community hall

32

Use community hall

34

Football pitches

38

22

Use football pitch

36

22

30

6 2

8 4

9

Coffee shop

28

Use coffee shop

38

23

8 3

43

Skate Park

5

Use skate park

3

20

Allotments

50

16

38

15

10

39

61

8

Dog free rec. and play areas

26

Use dog free areas

14

Activities for your age group

15

Use activities/age group

29

31

36

9

5

41

7 1

41

52

26

Activities for families

18

Use activities/families

17

Youth Centre
Use Youth centre

11

17

Basketball court

Use allotments

36

34

26

41

25

43

23

5 4

5

Recreation ground/leisure centre

32

Use rec ground/leisure

34

36
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Receiving the strongest support are: a community hall, a recreation ground/leisure centre, a
Youth Centre, a coffee shop and a playground. All of these have the support of around two
out of three residents. The facilities about which people seem most doubtful are: a BMX
track, a skate park and a basketball court, all of which are perhaps seen as specifically for
young people. They have lower levels of agreement but also more people who disagree that
they should be available with the result that agree/disagree figures are very similar.
We can also consider differences in views according to where in the Parish people lived
(again being aware that samples in Mucklestone and Tyrley are relatively small and should
be regarded as indicative rather than conclusive). In general, Loggerheads residents tend to
be a little more positive about most of these facilities. Agreement was particularly strong in
Loggerheads for a coffee shop, a youth centre and organised activities for families. Ashley
residents had higher levels of agreement than other areas for a playground and a cricket
pitch but showed least interest in cycle tracks. Mucklestone recorded the highest level of
agreement for any facility in any area in relation to a community hall (81% agreed this
should be available) and were quite supportive of cycle tracks but otherwise showed below
average levels of agreement for other facilities. People in Tyrley were more in favour of
allotments being available than those in any other area and were also relatively supportive
of age group related activities but had very little interest in a coffee shop. Appendix 2 has a
detailed explanation of ward differences.
Respondents were also asked to indicate which of these facilities they thought they would
use themselves and these figures are shown as the yellow bars in Chart 4.4 above. Quite a
number did not reply, even those who had agreed strongly that a certain facility should be
available, but whether this was because they missed the question or whether they did not
feel they would use anything is unclear.
The pattern is broadly similar to the level of support on availability – the facilities that are
likely to be most used are those with the higher levels of agreement with their being
available. There are some differences in levels of interest amongst the sub groups in the
sample, most noticeably related to age. All the sporting activities and the cycle track are of
much more interest to those under 60, especially those under 45. The exception is for a
bowling green where it is the over 60’s who are more than twice as interested as the
younger age groups ( one in four of this age group think they would use a bowling green).
Playgrounds, organised activities for families and dog free areas are of most interest to
those under 45, presumably because they are most likely to have younger children. A
community hall has wide appeal, slightly higher for the over 60’s. A coffee shop also has a
potentially high usage from all age groups with those under 45 slightly more enthusiastic.
As with general support for the provision of these facilities, potential usage levels tend to be
higher in Loggerheads than in other wards. This is most noticeable for: a recreation
ground/leisure centre, coffee shop, community hall, activities for families, cycle tracks and a
bowling green. Tennis courts have a broad appeal in all areas and, although the numbers are
small, enthusiasm for allotments is higher in Tyrley.
The activities perceived to be more for young people, the skate park, basketball court and
the BMX track, seem to have low levels of interest in Chart 4.4 above but it should be
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remembered that there were few of the most relevant age group in the sample. The
number of 18 – 24 year olds is small (16) but interest there is 38% (6 people) for a basketball
court, 19% (3 people) for a skate park and 6% (1 person) for a BMX track. This is sufficient to
suggest that these options need further consideration with the most likely user group. There
may well also be interest from those under 18 whose views were not captured in this
survey.
The survey did contain some questions specifically on facilities for young people; residents
were asked how far they would agree or disagree that investment should be made to
provide any of those shown in the next chart. It may be seen that there is a good level of
support for all and particularly a Youth Club and more organised activities such as sports
coaching.
Chart 4.5 Agreement with investment in youth facilities
Strongly agree

Agree

No opinion

Youth Club

49

Organised activities/coaching
36

Holiday activity schemes

38

Strongly disagree
35

45

Equipped playground

Youth shelters

Disagree

11 3 2

37

14

33

21

35

28

26

7 3
23

30

21

22
10

6

The one of which people were least certain were Youth shelters, 16% disagreed with the
idea that they be provided. There are some differences between the sub groups. Those
living in Loggerheads, for example, are more approving of all the facilities except a youth
shelter and equipped playground for both of which Tyrley has a slightly higher level of
agreement. Ashley and Mucklestone residents are the areas least approving of the idea of a
youth shelter. The 18 – 24 age group, although relatively few in number, show most support
for organised activities such as coaching and an equipped playground.
The final question on leisure and recreation was an open one asking for any additional
comment but only about one in three people took this opportunity. The main themes of the
comment were: to emphasize the need for youth facilities, to request both indoor and
outdoor sports facilities, to state rather more generally that more leisure facilities were
needed and to mention a community centre and more social clubs and groups. There were a
small number, fewer than 5% of the total, who were opposed to any increase in facilities.
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4.5 Disability and caring
Those taking part in the survey were asked if they described themselves as disabled or
suffering from a long term limiting illness and if there was anyone else in their household in
the same situation. Overall, 13% said that they had a disability and 14% that there was
someone else in the household. There is some ‘overlap’ here ie households with more than
one member with a disability or long term illness. But, in total, there are 22% of households
in the sample with household members in this situation.
As might be expected, this is more likely for the older age groups. There are 20% of those
over 60 who regard themselves as disabled or with a long term illness and 29% of
households where the respondent is over 60 have at least one member so described.
Mucklestone was the area with the lowest incidence of disability, fewer than 14% of
households. It does have a slightly smaller proportion of respondents in the sample who are
over 60 which may partly explain this.
In a similar way, respondents were asked if they were carers for a family member or friend
and 10% of the total replied that they were. A further 8% said that someone else in their
household also had caring responsibilities. There are some households where more than
one person is a carer but in terms of individuals, it means that almost one in five describe
themselves as carers. Personal caring responsibilities were a little more likely amongst the
women in the sample and where the respondent was over the age of 45.
There is a good deal of overlap too between households with household members who have
a disability and those with carers, as would be expected. This includes a small number
where the carers themselves have a disability or long term illness.
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5.0 Development of the Parish
The survey included a number of questions designed to obtain views on the development of
the area, particularly housing development. It is clearly a topic of great interest to residents
and there was a good deal of additional comment as well as response to the structured
questions.

5.1 Housing development
It was noted on the questionnaire that there were several large and major developments
proposed in Loggerheads – at Mucklestone Road, Eccleshall Road at the junction with
Pinewood Road and opposite Broom Lea, Tadgedale Quarry and on the Market Drayton
Road by Rowney Farm. Respondents were first asked about the size of developments that
would be acceptable locally and this table shows the percentage thinking each option
acceptable.
Table 5.1 Acceptability of different sized housing developments

Single dwellings or small developments of 1 or 2 houses
Small sites with less than 10 houses
Larger sites with 10 – 50 houses
Major developments with more than 50 houses
No further development

39%
48%
13%
5%
28%

Base: all respondents (511)

Residents are much more willing to accept small developments of up to 10 houses than
larger ones. There are a sizeable proportion, 28%, who do not want to see any housing
development at all. And there are some interesting differences amongst the sub groups.
Within the wards, for example, residents of both Loggerheads and Ashley are more
accepting of larger developments (above 10 houses) than those in Tyrley and Mucklestone.
And those who live in Mucklestone are more likely to reject all development, 40%, than
those in Loggerheads (31%), Ashley (24%) or Tyrley (5%).
Different age groups have differing views too; whilst a similar number reject all
development, younger residents (under 45) are more likely to approve larger sites (18% of
this age group) and major developments (12%).
Following this, respondents were asked if they thought that conditions should apply before
any further significant development was approved. The next table shows the percentage of
the total sample who thought this should be the case and it is clear that the majority favour
conditions.
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Table 5.2 Conditions to apply to further significant development
The inclusion of community facilities eg Community centre,
tennis courts, football pitch
The provision of play areas
The building of additional shops
Improvements to the road structure
Improvements to the infrastructure eg sewerage
Improvements to bus services
Improvements to health facilities
No conditions necessary

55%
49%
47%
66%
71%
60%
64%
4%

Base: all respondents (511)

Most important were felt to be improving the infrastructure, the roads and local health
facilities. It was clear from other additional comment that some people felt the perceived
heavy traffic around the area was partly due to previous developments so the road system
was very important. Only a small number of people (19) felt that no conditions should be
imposed upon further development. There were few differences between the different sub
groups: younger people (under 45) seemed more concerned about needing shops and a
little less so about bus services. There were differing views within wards though, on some
points. For example, people in Mucklestone were least concerned about more shops – only
38% mentioned this compared with 54% in Loggerheads – but they are more likely than
others to think better bus services are important, 83% mention this compared with only
44% in Ashley. Improved health facilities were more frequently requested in Loggerheads
(74%) and Mucklestone (69%) than in Ashley (50%) and Tyrley (46%). This is perhaps
because Ashley residents are physically closer to the existing surgery and those in Tyrley
maybe look more towards Market Drayton.
The next issue covered was the type of housing that might be acceptable and most needed.
The next chart shows that the greatest need was felt to be for affordable homes for young
people, 45% agreed that this was the case. Strangely though, fewer people found this type
of property acceptable, the only type for which this was the case. This may be due to some
confusion or misconception about what is meant by ‘affordable housing’. The chart also
shows that social housing has few supporters and it may be that some people equate this
with affordable housing. Perhaps this is a point to be clarified in further consultation or
communication for the Neighbourhood Plan.
After housing for young people it was small family homes and accommodation for the
elderly and disabled which were regarded as most needed.
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Chart 5.1 Views on type of housing
Small family homes
Large family homes
Affordable housing for young
Homes for elderly/disabled
Homes for social rent
Shared ownership

0

10
Acceptable

20

30

40

50

60

Most needed

Large family homes were widely acceptable although little actual need was seen for them.
There is an apparent contradiction in the views of different age groups. Whilst support for
housing suitable for the elderly and disabled increases through the age groups, the reverse
is not true for housing for young people. The youngest age group (under 45%) actually offer
the lowest level of support for this, 61% most needed compared with over 70% in other age
groups. However, it is probably the case that it is the older age groups who are more likely
to have family members who are young people trying to get onto the housing ladder and
therefore have a greater appreciation of the issue of affordability.
There are also some differences between wards. For example, both affordable housing for
the young and social housing are seen as much more likely to be needed in Tyrley and
Mucklestone than in Ashley or Loggerheads. This may be due to the nature of existing
property in each ward.
The questionnaire also contained a ‘call for sites’ ie a request for residents to identify
suitable sites within the Parish where a development of more than 10 houses might be
acceptable. Only about one in four made any suggestions, many others took the opportunity
to emphasize that they did not want to see any more development at all or not on sites of
that size. There were a number of suggestions which occurred more frequently:






Tadgedale Quarry (mentioned by 20 people)
Sites adjacent to the new fire station (18)
The car wash site (17)
Field opposite the Co-op (8)
Field behind Price Close (7)

Beyond these the suggestions were varied and are best presented as a separate list (see
Appendix 3).

25

To balance this, residents were also asked to nominate areas which they felt should be
protected from housing development as green space. Most frequently suggested by far was
the Burntwood and other woodland , having 101 references. Around 60 people wanted to
extend protection to any farmland or green space. Other suggestions made included:







Eccleshall Road/Hookgate site (mentioned by 18 people)
Mucklestone Road/Price Close (18)
Eccleshall Road/opposite Broom Lea (9)
Eccleshall Road/non specific (7)
Around Turner Hodgkiss reserve (6)
Allotments (4)

As with the call for sites there were a large number of individual suggestions and these are
listed in Appendix 4.

5.2 Retail and other development
Moving on from housing issues, the survey also asked about several other forms of
development which might relate to local needs. This table shows the percentage of the total
sample who thought each would be acceptable.
Table 5.3 Acceptability of local development options

Retail development
Small workshops or craft units
Business Park
Farming or horticultural development
None of these

30%
45%
6%
44%
25%

Base: all respondents (511)

One in four people were not prepared to accept any of these types of development in the
Parish. Most acceptable were small workshops or craft units and farming or horticultural
developments but there was very little support for a business park. The percentage
supporting retail development was higher than the number who had earlier indicated that
local shopping was ‘inadequate’ which suggests that even if it is adequate, some
improvements are still acceptable.
There are some small differences between the wards. For example, people in Loggerheads
are most likely to support retail development but those in Tyrley and Mucklestone are more
approving of farming and horticultural development than the other two wards. But given
the varying sample sizes the differences are small. It is also the case that resistance to any
development increases with age; it is 18% amongst those aged under 45 but 31% for those
over 60.
Respondents were also asked whether they would support or oppose other potential
developments, mainly related to the generation of energy. Chart 5.2 illustrates their views.
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Chart 5.2 Support or opposition to other proposals
80
70
60
50
Support

40

Oppose

30

No opinion
20
10

0
Wind farms

Methane
gas/fracking

Minerals
extraction

Solar farms

Mains gas if
without

The great majority support the provision of mains gas for areas without it but that is
probably seen as an issue rather different from the others. There is a good deal of
opposition to methane gas wells/fracking, minerals extraction and wind farms, all of which
gain little support although 22% find wind farms acceptable. Solar farms seem the most
acceptable, actually attracting more support than opposition.
There are some differences in views from different age groups but not consistently so. For
example, the youngest age group (under 45) are twice as likely to support wind farms as
others and also more likely to support solar farms but they are more likely to oppose
fracking and have similar views on minerals extraction. The most noticeable difference by
ward is that opposition to wind farms is strongest in Mucklestone, 86% compared with
around 60% in all other areas.

5.3 Employment and other comment
One very simple question was asked on employment – did residents think there was a
specific need to create new jobs within the Parish area or not? Some people did not respond
to this question at all but 48% of the total sample said ‘yes’ and 43% ‘no’. Those who gave a
positive response were a little more likely to be male but age did not seem to influence
opinion. Those currently in employment or retired had similar views but those in other
employment categories, particularly students and unemployed, although few in number,
were strongly in favour of local job creation. In terms of wards, those least likely to see a
need to create employment lived in Ashley (44% compared with 49 – 55% in the other
wards) but the difference is small.
Respondents had the opportunity, at the end of the section on development, to make
additional comment if they wished. Only about one in four made any comment and the
main themes were mostly related to housing development. This is clearly the topic which
interests local people more than any other at present. There seems resentment that the
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Borough Council are trying to ‘impose’ what they want on Loggerheads and this is only seen
as detrimental to the Parish.
Table 5.4 Additional comment on development of the area

Prefer to remain a village not a town or suburb
No room or infrastructure for more development
Need to develop infrastructure before more housing
Needs employment locally before housing
Allow sympathetic development only
No more housing development at all
Need for affordable homes
Use brownfield sites in Stoke and Newcastle for housing

%
18
12
10
9
8
8
4
4

Comments about roads and crossings
Comments about appearance of the car wash
Requests for more shops/petrol station
Other comment

4
4
4
32

Base: all making additional comment about development (143)

Other points were made by fewer people and mostly restated earlier concerns.

5.4 Improvements to the area
Asked if they had noticed any recent improvements in the area respondents offered two
very obvious ones more often than any others. This table shows the percentage of the
whole sample mentioning each.
Table 5.5 Recent improvements noted

%
11
10
2
10
8
3
2
19
14

Refurbishment of the Loggerheads pub
The new Fire station
Community room at new fire station
Pickers and Planters doing a good job
New speed limits/traffic calming
Better broadband
Signage (footpaths etc)
Other improvement
Nothing noticed
Base: all respondents (511)

The very recent refurbishment of the Loggerheads pub was welcomed not just because it
improved the appearance of the centre of the village but also because it offered the
potential for a pleasant and social focus for the community. This was a point mentioned
several times in this survey – some people felt that the area lacks a ‘centre’, a ‘focus’ and
that this impacted upon community spirit. As well as the Loggerheads it was mentioned in
relation to a community centre or a coffee shop as a meeting place. The new Fire station
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was noted by a similar number of people. It was not unanimously welcomed but the great
majority seemed to approve. Changes to speed limits were also noted and although not one
single ‘improvement’, the work of the Pickers and Planters in improving the appearance of
the area with flowers, tubs etc and in reducing litter was greatly commended.
None of the ‘other’ improvements was mentioned by more than 2% of the overall sample
but included: the new car park at the Co-op, maintenance to roads, pavements and verges,
the Ashley Spice and Ambrosia restaurants, Turner Hodgkiss nature reserve and more grit
bins.
The final question asked what residents thought was the single thing most likely to improve
the quality of life for local residents. Varied answers were given; this table again shows the
percentage of the total sample mentioning each.
Table 5.6 Single most important thing to improve quality of life locally

Improvements to traffic/roads (not speeding or volume)
Better bus service
Traffic calming/reduce speed of traffic
Facilities for sports/active pursuits
No further housing development
More shops/restaurants/coffee shop
Social facilities/community centre/meeting place
Improvements to village centre/car wash site
More/better health/medical facilities
Facilities for young people
Better facilities (vague)
Better Broadband
Other improvement
No changes needed

%
11
8
7
7
6
6
5
5
5
3
3
3
25
2

Base: all respondents (511)

The category of ‘improvements to traffic and roads’ covered a number of points: the mini
roundabout safety issues, a safe crossing in the same area, the A51/A53 junction,
maintenance, better pavements and pathways, the improvement of unmade roads. There
were several calls for a bypass of the centre of Loggerheads, although people acknowledged
that this was very unlikely. Comments about reducing speeding traffic also featured quite
prominently. Most of the suggestions made can be referenced back to points made in the
earlier discussion of specific topics.
The ‘other improvements’ included: increased police presence and ASB issues, parking
problems associated with the school, improving litter and dog waste and a number of
others. The sample sizes are really too small to make much of differences between the
subgroups.
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Appendix 1 Sample profile including comparison with 2011 Census figures
Gender

Age group

Length of time living in Parish

Tenure

Employment status

Ward

Male
Female

Sample %
50
50

Census %
50
50

18 – 24
25 – 34
35 – 44
45 – 59
60 – 74
75 and over

Sample %
3
5
9
33
37
13

Census %
8
7
17
30
28
10

Less than 12 months
12 months to 5 years
5 to 20 years
More than 20 years
All my life

Sample %
3
15
29
43
10

Owner occupied
Shared ownership
Rented from Aspire
Rented from other HA
Rented from private landlord
Linked to employment/other

Sample %
94
1
2
<1
3
<1

Census %
83
0.2
6.3

Sample %
37
11
2
1
2

Census %
48
13
7
3
5

2

3

45

20

Sample %
17
69
9
5

Census %
24
65
6
6

Employed
Self employed
Student/training scheme
Unemployed
Not working and not seeking
work
Unable to work due to
disability or ill health
Retired

Ashley
Loggerheads
Mucklestone
Tyrley

30

8.4
1.6

Appendix 2 Views on the availability of sporting and leisure facilities by ward.
One useful way to compare sets of ‘rating’ figures is to calculate the ‘mean score’. This is an
average which uses values of +2 for ‘agree strongly’ down to –2 for ‘disagree strongly’. It
takes into account all shades of opinion and arrives at one figure which can easily be
compared with others. The nearer the figure is to +2, the stronger the level of agreement
overall and a negative figure means that the balance of opinion is to disagree. This table sets
out the mean scores for agreement that each of the facilities should be available, in total
and for each ward.
Total

Tennis courts
Cricket pitch
Bowling green
BMX track
Cycle track
Basketball court
Playground
Community hall
Football pitches
Coffee shop
Skate park
Allotments
Dog free recreation and play areas
Organised activities and events for
your age group
Organised activities and events for
families
Youth Centre
A recreation ground/leisure centre

Ashley

Loggerheads

Mucklestone

Tyrley

.66
.46
.56
-.02
.40
.06
.78
.91
.64
.80
-.03
.63
.60

.69
.49
.54
-.16
.18
.01
.81
.66
.59
.64
-.13
.48
.58

.72
.48
.59
.01
.47
.11
.81
.98
.70
.95
.02
.68
.70

.44
.27
.44
.05
.40
-.12
.57
1.07
.37
.33
-.20
.45
.19

.24
.48
.39
-.17
.21
-.13
.57
.52
.35
.04
-.17
.74
.13

.55

.42

.61

.30

.52

.61

.37

.72

.37

.39

.83
.88

.61
.73

.95
.96

.55
.69

.39
.65

The table shows, for example, that Tyrley residents, with an average agreement level of
0.24, are less supportive of tennis courts than those who live in Ashley and Loggerheads,
where the agreement level is 0.69 or 0.72. Or that, in relation to a skate park, only
Loggerheads shows a very low level of agreement whereas all other areas tend to disagree.
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Appendix 3 Suggested areas of land where a development of more than 10
houses would be acceptable (additional to those shown in section 5.1).




Agree to any development.
All those mentioned in Q13
Any



Any areas whereby the local woodland is not destroyed would be acceptable.




Areas adjacent to A53, all bus routes have stops on main rd
Barn conversions (res + business) and some new houses in old farms. Specifically Oakley Hall, Mucklestone
and Winnington



Bearstone Road Knighton between Lion and Chetwode pubs




Between Knighton village boundary and the White Lion
Bradbury Engineering site;Loggerheads Pub site



Burnt wood




Eccleshall Rd
Eccleshall Rd has spaces which would be in filled - similarly Pinewod Rd/Ashley Heath



Eccleshall road Market Drayton road



ECCLESHALL ROAD / PINEWOOD ROAD AND MARKET DRAYTON ROAD / ROWNEY FARM



Field behind Church lane behind properties that front onto Sovereign lane



Field behind Norris close.





Field between Mucklestone road and main road, row of houses behind social housing estate
Field opposite Mucklestone Wood Lane @ A53 junction
field to the side of the Peel, where the fishing club is



Fields near Ashley Heath/ Newcastle road fields




Hookgate and Mucklestone
Hookgate area, Pinewood Rd





Housing along the main roads in and out of Loggerheads would be acceptable IF the roads are made
suitable to accept such developments and IF traffic calming can be made workable
I think along Mucklestone Wood Lane between the a53 and B5026 would be acceptable. Any farm land
between Loggerheads and Market Drayton which is not ideal for farming on.
In Loggerheads.



Land around white house farm




Land to the right on Kestrel Drive as you approach the green space 'loop' in the middle.
Maximum use of small plots for individually designed houses on the side roads such as Pinewood Rd and the
lane from Hookgate to Ashley past the Robin Hood pub.






Loggerheads as shops and school are close by
Market Drayton Rd
Market drayton rd by Rowney's farm
market drayton road may be acceptable



Mucklestone Road and Eccleshall Road as indicated in section 5





Mucklestone Road;
Mucklestone Wood and land on the undeveloped side of Mucklestone Wood Lane
None other than the old fore station in Ashley



None other than those already proposed.



None.




Off the A53 between Loggerheads and Drayton; Off A53 between Loggerheads and Ashley
Old fire station
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On A53 just north of roundabout on the left hand side
Only on sites that are directly on the Newcastle-Shrewsbury Rd. .
Only the four proposed sites already mentioned - nowhere else
Other side of Mucklestone wood lane, silly to have high density on one side and not the other



Sites suggested seem appropriate



Small development in Almington between Hall and other house





Small patches of land which need redeveloping or an extension of already existent estates.
The area between Pinewood Road and Lower Road, both sides of Lower Road would be suitable.
The fields by bens eggs Far a long the road. The fields up towards Woore. In Ashley.



The land of the farm and smallholding adjacent to B5026 and railway cutting near 'old' railway bridge.
The landfill of some years ago has concerned potential buyers - this can be cleared.
The old sanitorium; Kestrel Drive/Rd
The Pinewood Rd/Eccleshall Rd site; Field between Sov Lane and Church Rd but only for mixed affordable
ownership and including eco-elements, green spaces and existing footpaths extended





There are areas around Ashley where sympathetic development could be undertaken. The focus on
Loggerheads village alone is stupid as it does not spread the load of the increase evenly.



Top of Charnes Road. Fields near the Peel arms. Near the doctors



Triangular field running from the junctions of Rock Lane, Mucklestone Wood Lane bordering Mucklestone Rd
up to the Tadgedale Quarry.



Unused fields along Mucklestone Wood Lane; would cause minimal congestion
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Appendix 4 Areas which should be protected from housing development (as
green space), additional to those shown in section 5.1



All other Green Space at the edge of the village. As there is no main sewage facilities and not much
employment unless you are prepared to travel 15 miles.
A53 market Drayton road, all traffic should be removed from the village and a campaign should be started to
secure funds for a bypass.



All previously designated areas of special scenic beauty etc






All the farm land, especially behind Pinewood Road, heading towards Eccleshall. The farmland at the bottom
of Mucklestone Road, heading towards Woore.
Any developement adjoining or within influencing distance of the Shropshire Union Canal Conservation Area
Any land connected to Hugo Meynell school.
Anywhere in Ashley. We are a small village with few facilities.








Arable land in Ashley; Arable Loggerheads to Market Drayton Road
area around fire station
Area between Ashley and Ashley Heath
Area in Mucklestone Road near to water treatment works should not be developed
area near nature reserves
Areas around HM school



Areas close to the Church









Areas close to woods and where road surfaces are already poor
Areas outside defined village envelopes
Ashley
Ashley
Ashley Heath
Ashley Heath
Ashley Heath should be granted H7 status to protect wildlife. Field next to Burntwood and behind Fire
Station could be used as recreational space



Ashley heath,






Bloor Heath
Brook
brown fields sites
Church Green




CURRENTLY UNDEVELOPED LAND AT THE ENTRY TO THE VILLAGE FROM ALL THREEE KEY ROUTES
(I.E. NEWCASTLE, ECCLESHALL AND MARKET DRAYTON)
Don't impinge on conservation areas




enough development on open space already. In fill only
everywhere outside of village envelope



Existing green belt land along Pinewood Road, Lower Road, Church Road, Mucklestone Wood Lane,
Gravelley Hill & Tadgedale Quarry.
Existing green belt land along Pinewood Road, Lower Road, Church Road, Rock Lane, Mucklestone Wood
Lane, Gravelley Hill.
existing village envelopes/boundaries at Hales, Knighton and Ashley& Mucklestone should be protected.
Scope for more housing ( of the appropriate size) in Loggerheads








Existing wildlife corridors and play areas. Land adjacent to a safaeguarded community centre site so room
for pitches, courts playgrounds etc
Farm in Ashley Village
Fields alongside Gravelly Hill
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Fields and farmland surrounding Wesleyan Road and the public footpath off Wesleyan Road. Green space
within the village of Ashley. Any loss of green space that would significantly alter the outlook of the area
Fields between Lower Rd and Pinewood Rd
Fields near Wodrow way by the private road. Lovely to walk in but also lovely for elderly to look out to



Fields off A53 next to new fire station (by Rowney Farm)



Fields surrounding and between the villages. Development should be brown field, unused buildings (e.g.
farm buildings, workshops) and infill.




Forest behind Loggerheads pub should be protected
Green area opposite playground on Hugo Way



Green area surrounding Tadgedale Brook



Green belt inbetween Loggerheads and Ashley; Entering Loggerheads from Stoke direction; the wooded
area in front of the co-op
green land between Lower Rd and Sovereign Lane in Ashley
green space on Hugo Way
Hales; Almington; Blore; Napely
Hales; Mucklestone as they are classic small country villages - however 1-3 new houses may be considered










Hill top /skyline sites - visible impact.
I consider the field opposite Broom Lea to be a very important 'open space' I would like it to have a 'Village
Green' Status - be a part of Village Recreational life - not built on I think infill is acceptable but would not like to see development creeping far beyond the village envelope









Knighton
Land adjacent to Burntwood SSSI. Land directly off the A53
Land adjacent to Market Drayton Road (could be used for recreation/community use)
Land adjacent to the Burntwood; No development directly off the A53
Land adjoining new fire station
Land next to the fire station = urban sprawl
land that floods



Loggerheads boundary green areas







Market Drayton Road field next to new fire station and sites which would compromise the rural nature of
the centre of Ashley
Market Drayton Road offers beautiful scenery and should retain so
MD road
Mucklestone area
Mucklestone Wood lane



Next to the fire station,




Next to the Fire Station.
Next to the nature reserve.



No further development along Mucklestone Wood Lane.




no objection to infill development
NUL borough council land; Eccleshall Rd and Market Drayton Rd - refer to Parish Wide Survey by Parish
Council in 2012. Any land outside village envelopes of Loggerheads and Ashley
On the MD road
Our surrounding farm land; Badger Brow; Main Road to Drayton
Outskirts of the village
Peatswood
Pockets of amenity land
Protect wildlife corridor of Tadgedale. Value the woodland village and promote it by increasing access with
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good footpaths and cycleways


Rock Lane





Rock Lane, Mucklestone wood lane
School fields
School Land; Ashley Heath (taken with last development) even though reports made



Site of Battle of Blore Heath Land outside of current village envelopes





Sites of historical importance. The area is devoid of any heritage due to ignorance and apathy
Some identified areas for recreation
Tadgedale Quarry




Tadgedale Quarry
Tadgedale Quarry. While it may be considered an "eye sore", it is bordered by Rock Lane which is the only
peaceful, green location within easy walking range of Mucklestone Road and Mucklestone Wood Lane that
individuals or dog owners can go for a walk, relatively safe from traffic. If Tadgedale Quarry should be
changed, it should be developed into public green land of some sort (cycling, walking, park, nature reserve).
This would add, rather than remove, such recreational areas. Most of the recent developments have been
along Mucklestone Road (4 in the last 10 years), stressing the infrastructure and increasing noise pollution.



Tadgegate Brook



The area between the existing development to the west of Loggerheads either side of the Mucklestone road
and Mucklestone.
The area to the East of Hookgate and Ashley to maintain the separation with other towns and the rural
personality of the parish





the brook




The brook
The dell



The east side of Market Drayton Road out of Loggerheads



The fields and farmland than run along Wesleyan Road and the public footpath off Wesleyan Road. Also the
green spaces in the village itself.



The green areas along Pinewood Rd



Top of Burntwood view




Village areas
Village envelope and Ashley Heath






Villages like Mucklestone of exceptional beauty should have limited development.
Within gardens of existing houses
Within existing gardens
Within gardens of existing properties.
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Appendix 5 Covering letter and questionnaire

LOGGERHEADS PARISH COUNCIL
Loggerheads Community Fire Station,
Market Drayton Road, Loggerheads, Shropshire, TF9 4EZ
Telephone: 01630 673426
loggerheadspc@btconnect.com/ www.loggerheadsparishcouncil.co.uk
To all residents of Loggerheads Parish
February 2016
Dear Resident

LOGGERHEADS NEIGHBOURHOOD
PLAN
Residents Survey
In 2012 Parish Councils received one of the most important and significant powers in local
government – the power to contribute to their local authority’s (Newcastle under Lyme
Borough Council) Local Plan. Prior to this, the only real power that Parish Councils had was
to decide how to spend the local precept. For the very first time the people of this country –
and the people of Loggerheads parish – have a real opportunity to have a say in how their
local area should develop, and for their decision to have legal weight.
A Neighbourhood Plan will cover such areas as:
Development: the type of development (housing and business) you would like to see come
into the area and where it would appropriately be located.
Local Roads and Road Safety: managing traffic in the area and keeping people safe.
Facilities and Environment: such as health facilities, community facilities, sports facilities,
children's play areas, access to the countryside, wildlife areas.
The first and extremely important part of the process is local consultation, starting with this
survey. After that, a draft Plan and policies can be written for your comment. You may have
already completed a survey for the Market Drayton Plan, but this is different and it is
important that you do this survey for your local area.

Please do take a few minutes to complete this questionnaire – it’s your
opportunity to have YOUR say and contribute to the Loggerheads
Neighbourhood Plan
Yours sincerely,
Karen Watkins, MBE
On behalf of the Loggerheads Neighbourhood Plan Working Group
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LOGGERHEADS
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
Residents Survey

Please do take time to complete this questionnaire – it’s YOUR
plan!
We would like to have a completed survey from every resident aged 16 and over who
lives in the area.
CONFIDENTIALITY Please be assured that your responses will be treated as confidential.
The analysis of the questionnaires is to be carried out by an independent market research
agency and they are bound by the Data Protection Act. The results will be presented
collectively and individuals will not be identified in any way.
This is the area covered by the Parish of Loggerheads
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How do I complete the survey?
You can:1. Complete the survey on-line at https://www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/Loggerheads-N-P or by
clicking on the SURVEY link on the Loggerheads Parish Council website – this would help us
to significantly reduce survey costs. (There will be an additional spot prize draw of £50 for
surveys completed on-line) or
2. Complete this paper copy of the survey and return in the freepost envelope provided or
3. You can return your completed survey to the various drop off points at the Co-op, Post Office
and Library in Loggerheads, Hugo Meynell or St Mary’s Schools, or the doctor’s surgery in
Ashley.
4. If you have a disability that precludes you from using any of the other services, please call
01630 673426 to arrange collection.
If you need more copies of this questionnaire (e.g. for other family members) these can be
downloaded from LPC website www.loggerheadsparishcouncil.co.uk or collected from the
library or call 01630 673426.
We would really like you to supply your contact details so we can contact you again in the
future, and in return we will enter you into a prize draw for £100.(See page 10)

To complete the questionnaire, please place a tick in the box next to the
answer(s) you wish to give or write in the space provided.
Section 1

The local area

Q1
In which village, hamlet or community do you live?
Almington
1 Ashley
6 Ashley Heath
Hales
Hook
Gate
2
7 Knighton
Mucklestone
Napley/Napley
Oakley/Oakley
3 Heath
8 Folly
Peatswood
4 Red Bull
9 Stoneyford
Willoughbridge
5 Winnington
10

11
12

Blore
Loggerheads
Old Springs

13
14

15
16

17

Tyrley

18

Q2
What is your postcode (this will help us to identify differing views and issues in
different parts of the Parish)?

Q3
Please indicate whether you feel that access, in your area, to each of the
following is good, adequate or inadequate?
Good

a) Local shopping
b) Doctors
c) Other health services such as
chiropody, physiotherapy, blood tests
d) Chemist
e) Nursery/childcare facilities
f) Library
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Adequate

Inadequate

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

g) Post office
h) Bus Service
j) Superfast Broadband

1

2

3

1

2

3

1

2

3

Q4

Where you have indicated ‘inadequate’, please give more details

Q5

What important facilities, if any, do you think are lacking in the local area?

Section 2
Q6

Local roads and road safety

Are there any specific issues in your area in relation to
Yes

a) Speeding on the roads
b) The layout of roads and junctions
c) Other noise or nuisance from traffic
d) Illegal or inconsiderate parking
e) Provision of salt and grit bins
Please make any additional comments

Section 3
Q7

No
1

2

1

2

1

2

1

2

1

2

Environment and upkeep of the local area

In your opinion, how well maintained are each of the following locally?

a) Public open spaces and green areas
b) Hedgerows and grass verges
c) Footpaths and bridleways
d) Stiles and gateways
e) Public areas such as around shops,
schools and local businesses
f) Playgrounds and recreation areas

Poorly
Maintained

Don’t know /
Not applicable

Well
Maintained

Adequately
Maintained

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

Q8
Are there any other specific issues concerning the appearance and upkeep of
the area that you would like to mention?
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Section 4
Q9

Leisure and recreation facilities

In general terms how would you describe
Very
Good

Good

Fair

Poor

Don’t
know

Very
Poor

a) the provision of leisure and
recreation facilities in your area?
b) the availability of social
activities (such as clubs and
groups, social evenings etc.)
within your area

1

2

3

4

5

6

1

2

3

4

5

6

Q 10 Listed below are a number of sporting and leisure facilities that residents have
suggested could be available in the parish. Please indicate how strongly you would agree or
disagree that each should be available.
In the last column, please tick all of those that you think you would use yourself.
Strongly
agree

a) Tennis courts
b) Cricket pitch
c) Bowling green
d) BMX track
e) Cycle track
f) Basketball court
g) Playground
h) Community hall
i) Football pitches
j) Coffee shop
k) Skate park
l) Allotments
m) Dog free recreation
and play areas
n) Organised activities

Agree

No
opinion

Disagree

Strongly
disagree

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

Would
use
myself
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12

13
14
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and events for your
age group
o) Organised activities
and events for families
p) Youth Centre
q) A recreation
ground/leisure centre

15
1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

16

17

Q11 Some young people “hang out” in areas of the parish, how far would you
agree that there should be investment in providing any of the following?
Strongly
agree

a) Youth Club
b) More organised activities such
as sports coaching
c) An equipped playground
d) Holiday activity schemes
e) Youth shelters

Agree

No
opinion

Disagree

Strongly
disagree

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

Q12 Do you have any other comments or suggestions about leisure, recreation or
social facilities in the area?

Section 5

Development of the area

We would like your views on future developments in the area.
For your information: There are currently several large and major developments proposed
in Loggerheads at Mucklestone Road, Eccleshall Road at junction with Pinewood Road
and opposite Broom Lea, Tadgedale Quarry, on Market Drayton Road by Rowney Farm.
Q13

Thinking first of housing, which of the following would be acceptable locally?

Single dwellings or small developments of 1 or 2 houses

1

Small sites with less than 10 houses

2

Larger sites with 10 – 50 houses

3

Major developments with more than 50 houses

4

No further development

5
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Q14 Do you think that any further significant development should be conditional
upon .......
The inclusion of community facilities e.g. Community centre;
1
tennis courts; football pitch.
2
The provision of play areas
The building of additional shops

3

Improvements to the road structure

4

Improvements to the infrastructure e.g. sewerage

5

Improvements to bus services

6

Improvements to health facilities

7

No conditions necessary

8

Q15

What types of housing would be a) acceptable, b) most needed
Acceptable

Small family houses
Large family houses
Affordable housing for young people
Housing suitable for elderly and disabled
Homes to rent from Social landlords
Homes available for shared ownership

Most
needed

1

1

2

2

3

3

4

4

5

5

6

6

Q 16 Can you identify areas of land within the Parish of Loggerheads where you consider
a housing development of more than 10 houses would be acceptable? If so, please provide
sufficient information in the box below to allow the area to be identified on a map.

Q 17 Bearing in mind that there must be some development in the future, are there any
areas within the Loggerheads Parish which you think are important and should be protected
from housing development (as green space)?
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Q18 Thinking now of other types of development, which relate to local needs,
which of the following would be acceptable within your area?
Retail development
Small workshops or craft units
Business park
Farming or horticultural development
None of these

1
2
3
4
5

Q19 There are several other large potential developments that have broader implications
for the area. Would you support or oppose the following?
Support

Oppose

No opinion

a) Wind farms

1

2

3

b) Methane Gas Wells/Fracking

1

2

3

c) Minerals Extraction

1

2

3

d) Solar farms

1

2

3

e) Mains gas for those areas without it

1

2

3

Q20 Do you think there is a specific need to create new jobs within the Parish area
or not?
Yes
No

1
2

Q21 If you have any other comments or issues to raise regarding the development
of the area, please note them here.

Section 6

Conclusions

Q22 Which of the following statements is closest to the way you feel about living in
this area?
I am quite happy here and do not see the need for changes
I like living here and would not want to move but would like to see
some changes and improvements
I like living here but think the area needs some changes and
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1

2
3

improvements to prevent it from deteriorating
I am not really happy in this area, due to the nature of it or a lack
of facilities etc, and may move away if I can
I intend to leave the area as a direct result of the nature of the
area or a lack of facilities, community spirit etc
None of these
Q23

a) As a rural Parish, it is
reasonable that our facilities are
not as extensive as those in the
towns
b) There is a good community spirit
in my area
c) Neighbours look out for each
other in my area
d) I am prepared to travel for shops
and leisure facilities in order to
preserve the rural nature of the
area

Our
Parish
is
Better
Our
Parish
is
Worse

5
6

How far do you agree or disagree with each of the following statements?
Strongly
agree

Q24

4

Agree

No
opinion

Disagree

Strongly
disagree

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

Do you think your Parish is better or worse than others? Please say why?
Why is that?

1

Why is that?

2

Q25

What is the best thing about living in this area?

Q26

And what is the worst?
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Q27

Please list any recent improvements you have noticed in the area.

Q28 In your opinion, what is the single most important thing which would improve
the quality of life for local residents?

Now please give us some information about you, so that we know we have
replies from a good cross section of residents
Q29 Are you?
Male
Female

1
2

Q30 Into which of these age groups do you fall?
18 – 24
25 – 34
35 – 44
45 – 59
60 – 74
75 or over

1
2
3
4
5
6

Q31 How long have you lived in Loggerheads Parish?
Less than 12 months
1

More than12 months but less than 5years
2

More than 5 years but less than 20 years
3

More than 20 years
4

All my life
5

Can’t remember
6
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Q32

Is your home?

Owner occupied
Shared ownership
Rented from Aspire
Rented from another housing association
Rented from a private landlord
Linked to your employment

1
2
3
4
5

6

Other
7

Q33 Please could you tell us your employment status?
Employed full or part time
Self employed
Student/ training scheme
Unemployed
Not working and not seeking work
Unable to work due to disability or ill health
Retired
Q34

1
2
3
4
5
6
7

How many people, in total, usually live in your household?

Q35
Yes

No

Would you describe yourself as disabled or suffering from a long
term limiting illness?
1

2

1

2

Other than yourself, is there anyone within your household who
would describe themselves as disabled or suffering from a long
term limiting illness?

Q36
Yes

Are you a carer for a family member or friend?
Other than yourself, is there anyone within your household
who is a carer for a family member or friend?

No
1

2

1

2

Thank you very much for taking the time to fill in this questionnaire
Loggerheads Parish Neighbourhood Plan Group
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Please feel free to make any final comments, about anything you want, that you
have not already mentioned.

And finally, please give us your contact details so that we can contact you again. We
will record the details separately and enter you into a prize draw for £100.
Name…………………………………………………………………………………..
Address………………………………………………………………………………..
………………………………………………………………………………...
Post Code …………………………………………………………………………...
Telephone……………………………………………………………………………..
Email address…………………………………………………………………………

If you would like to be kept up to date with news on the neighbourhood plan and
other things that happen in the parish tick here
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