
 1 

 

RYHALL AND BELMESTOPE PARISH SURVEY RESULTS 
Survey undertaken August/September 2017 
Survey results approved and ratified by the Parish Council May 2018 
Results published June 2018 

Introduction 
In response to the national need for more housing, Rutland County Council has 
drawn up a Local Plan for countywide development in the period up to 2036. This 
will require the addition of 1,700 dwellings. The nine large Rutland villages, of which 
Ryhall is one, are expected to contribute one-third of this total, i.e. 566 dwellings. 
Were this spread equally amongst the nine it would require Ryhall to expand by ca. 
63 dwellings. 
 
Ryhall Parish Council considered formally contributing a Neighbourhood Plan, but 
following consultation with parishioners instead opted for a simpler Parish Plan. 
The first stage in this process was to canvass the views of Ryhall and Belmesthorpe 
residents through a survey. 
 

Methodology 
Accordingly a volunteer working party project team was formed chaired by Dave 
Amies, including Linda & Simon Davies, Pat Bate and Andrew Nebel, and authorized 
to undertake the survey. With very significant support from Caroline Adams, Parish 
Clerk, a review of other Rutland Villages’ neighbourhood planning surveys was 
undertaken and used to design a questionnaire adjudged specifically suitable to the 
needs of our villages. 
 
In addition, a questionnaire was designed for completion by all year 6 pupils of 
Ryhall CE Academy. 
 
700 questionnaires were printed and through the kind voluntary assistance of Tony 
Dolby and Andy Thomas, one was delivered to every dwelling in Ryhall and 
Belmesthorpe.  
 
A total of 217 completed questionnaires were returned from Ryhall residents [a 33% 
response rate] and 20 from Belmesthorpe [a response rate of 25%] to collection 
points at the Village Stores, The Library, the School and the Blue Bell public house. It 
is for the Parish Council to assess whether this level of response is regarded as 
indicative of village opinion. 
 
The analysis in the report is based upon the entire universe of completed 
questionnaires, however as we also gathered the respondents’ demography further 
specialist analysis can be provided upon request. For example we can look to see if 
there are significant differential responses from older or younger respondents, or by 
duration of residence in the village etc. 
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It should be noted that 64% of responses were received from people aged over 60 
and only 13% were from under 40 year olds. It is not known if this reflects the 
general population profile of the village as a whole, but it is the author’s view that it 
probably doesn’t and thus opinions harvested by this survey are skewed in favour of 
this older subset of the community. 
 
The school questionnaires have been data captured, but are yet to be analysed and a 
separate report will be produced shortly to garner its comments. 
 
It has proved a very significant exercise to data capture the responses to the 30 
questions submitted by 236 residents [creating over 7000 items to record and 
analyse] and we are indebted to the project team members for their voluntary effort 
in undertaking this labourious exercise. Assistance from Michelle Nebel in 
spreadsheet design and pivot table analysis was invaluable. 
 
A copy of the adult questionnaire is attached as Appendix 1. 
 
When reading the ‘Pie Charts’ in the report use the sequence of the key to read 
clockwise from 12 o clock.  

 
Overview  
 
 A third of Ryhall residents and just over a quarter of those in Belmesthorpe 
responded with completed questionnaires. 
 
Ryhall residents are broadly very happy with the way things are in the village and 
there is a broad consensus about what they like/dislike and wish for their future. The 
quiet rural atmosphere and friendly community spirit are very frequently mentioned. 
 
The shop/post office and pubs are seen as important village facilities, as are the 
Library, Meadows, School, Allotments and Village Hall. 
 
Strongly worded and consistent mention was made of the importance of Ryhall 
maintaining its integrity by being clearly separated from Belmesthorpe and Stamford 
by green spaces. 
 
The response to whether further residential development should happen was less 
negative than one might have imagined with most respondents indicating 
agreement that some managed expansion should be permitted.  
 
The question is by what scale; 27% said they would be happy with up to 20 new 
dwellings, whilst 64% were prepared to see over 30 new properties. But only 25% 
would be content with more than 40 new houses … or put another way 75% would 
oppose more than 40 new dwellings. 
 



 3 

Development on the Trout farm site is seen as acceptable by most people at 63% 
approval, however 29% opposed use of this site. 

 
Development on the Meadow Lane site is much less welcome and was opposed by 
58%, although there is a significant minority of 29% supporting use of this site.  
 
However it would be wrong to interpret this as support for the size of development 
proposed by RCC [84 dwellings] since only 8% were willing to see more than 70 new 
dwellings being built.  This suggests that an option might be to consider a smaller 
Meadow Lane development of ca. 40 dwellings, sited as a number of people have 
suggested in the south-western half of the field with a boundary on the existing 
footpath separating the eastern half and river bank which might become amenity 
space for the village. 
 
Respondents were asked to state the style of housing that Parish Council should 
prioritise for future development.  Starter, smaller family homes and Adapted/Easy 
Access homes were most frequently mentioned. 
 
Given the skew to older respondents it is unsurprising that when asked about 
individual’s future needs, downsizing and /or moving to a bungalow are most 
frequently mentioned. If development is to allowed this need should be recognised, 
as it would free up existing houses available for new residents. 
 
If development of scale were to occur there are high levels of concern about the 
impact this would have upon traffic and parking, the loss of green spaces and a 
consequent loss of the village’s character. A less mentioned point, but no less 
relevant, was the comment from one person about the sewage treatment works 
capacity to cope with more effluent as this regularly already smells offensively in 
summer. 
 
Other matters which emerged as of concern to residents and which might be 
regarded as ‘pay attention issues’ for the Parish Council to consider further are:- 

 Dog & horse fouling and litter. 

 Parking around the school 

 Speeding in the village and on the A6121 … 50% would welcome a 20mph 
zone in the village although opinions about traffic calming measures are 
equally divided for and against. 

 Parking in general and in particular around the school 

 The absence of pavements in Church Street, The Square and New Road 

 The desire for a footpath between Ryhall and Belmesthorpe 

 Balk Road’s surface and pavements 

 Concern about the empty butchers shop …although if approval for conversion 
to a dwelling is given this becomes irrelevant. However it should be noted 
that many people would like still to have a butchers shop in the village. 

 
Although only 29% expressed a concern about crime there was a majority of 56% 
who said they felt the Police presence in the village needed improvement. 
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Overhanging hedges, trees and the condition of verges were also frequently 
mentioned as of concern. And 10 people mentioned they would like to see a GP 
surgery/pharmacy/podiatry clinic 
 
There was support from 62% of respondents to the idea of a new pavilion. 
 
The detail in the report summary below is worthy of further study, as it will reveal 
more detail of villager’s attitudes and opinions … much of which is favourable but 
also points to areas of desired improvement. 
 

Detailed Summary of Responses 
  
The results are separately summarised for each village below. For each structured 
question the counts are shown as tables/graphs with an interpretative comment for 
the most frequently mentioned subjects.  
For the open-ended questions the responses have been grouped by topic and the 
most frequently mentioned issues have been counted. The results of the children’s 
questionnaire will be the subject of a separate report to be completed shortly. 

 
Q1 What do you enjoy/like about living in your village? 

Q1. Ryhall 
 

 
The quiet and peaceful nature of the village was most frequently mentioned at 92%. 
All other aspects were highly valued, albeit facilities and easy access were valued 
lesser but still by 72% of respondents. 
25 respondents offered a narrative response [not all of which was relevant to the 
question] which can be collectively summarised as: - 

4 said amazing facilities/brilliant shop & Post Office and Pubs 
6 said small/beautiful/quiet/safe 
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3 said friendly/ good community 
4 said river, wildlife and separate from Stamford  

 
 

Q1. Belmesthorpe 
 

  % 

Quiet/peaceful 18 90 

Rural 17 85 

Access to Country 18 90 

Community 12 60 

Good Facilities 5 25 

Easy Access 12 60 

Other 0 0 

 
Over half of the respondents highly valued the quiet, peaceful, rural, 
community which provides easy access to the countryside. 
 

Q2. What features do you think would be most important for the villages 
to have? 

Q2. Ryhall 
 
 

 
Trees and wildlife corridors were most appreciated being mentioned by three-
quarters of respondents, followed by two-thirds mentioning green spaces, 
allotments and a quality pavilion. Shops were regarded as important by over half of 
all respondents.  
 
36 respondents offered a narrative response [not all of which was relevant to the 
question] that can be collectively summarised as: - 

7 said A butcher 
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3 said GP/health facilities/exercise facilities 
3 said Coffee shop/café/picnic tables/ places to meet  
2 said Facilities for children/young people 
1 said Footpath to Belmesthorpe 
1 said A bigger sewage treatment plant if village expands 
1 said Safer crossing on Turnpike 
1 said Speed cameras 
 

Q2. Belmesthorpe 
 

  % 

Trees 12 60 

Allotments 10 50 

Quality Pavillion 7 35 

Wildlife Corridors 15 75 

Green Spaces 14 70 

Shops 14 70 

Other 0 0 

 
Half and above of the respondents felt trees, allotments, wildlife corridors, 
green spaces and shops important features for the village. 
 
 

Q3. Which existing features would you like to see protected? 

Q3. Ryhall 
 

 
 
At 96%, almost every respondent felt the shop and post office were essential to be 
protected. Followed by Open spaces, Footpaths & Community buildings at between 
92-94%. 
Next most frequently mentioned were the Meadows, the Library, School & 
separation from adjoining habitations at between 87-89%.  Pubs were rated as 
important by 81%. 
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It is worth noting that all features received very high levels of importance. 
 
20 respondents offered a narrative response [not all of which was relevant to the 
question] that can be collectively summarised as: - 
 

4 said Open agricultural areas/riverside/conservation areas 
2 said Allotments 
2 said Play areas and sports facilities/Tennis & bowling 
2 said Trees 
2 said Footpaths 
 

Q3. Belmesthorpe 
 

  % 
Open Spaces 17 85 
Footpaths 17 85 
Pubs 17 85 
Meadows 17 85 
Library 16 80 
Shops/Post Office 20 100 
Separation 20 100 
Community Buildings 18 90 
School 16 80 
Other 0 0 

 
All of the respondents felt existing features shops/post office and 
separation from surrounding settlements by fields/countryside should be 
protected features.  Three quarters and above respondents highly valued 
community buildings, open spaces footpaths, pubs, meadows, the library 
and the school also as protected existing features. 
 

Q4. How often do you walk along public footpaths and bridleways 
around the villages? [Excluding village pavements]. 

Q4. Ryhall 
 
Of the 210 respondents to this question 50% said they walked daily. 
Almost a third said they did so weekly and 11% said never. 
 

Q4. Belmesthorpe 
 



 8 

  % 

Daily 7 35 

Weekly 7 35 

Monthly 1 5 

Never 3 15 

 
35% of the respondents walked along public footpaths and bridleways 
around the villages on a daily or weekly basis and 5% on a monthly basis. 
15% never participated. 

 
Q5. Are there any particular footpaths or bridleways around the village 
that are problematic? 

Q5. Ryhall 
 
Three quarters of respondents answered this question and 63 people [29% of the 
entire sample] said there were problems. 
 
54 respondents offered a narrative response [not all of which was relevant to the 
question] that can be collectively summarised as: - 
 

7 said Balk Road 
6 said Dog fouling by river/on playing fields/jitty between New Road & 
Waterside/footpath to Tolethorpe 
4 said Overhanging hedges on New Road/A6121/Spinney Lane/Foundry 
Road/Back Lane 
2 said Potholes in Back Lane/ needs to be leveled. 
2 said Footpath from Waterside to New Road 
1 said Back Lane [horse manure/overhanging branches] 
1 said Between Ryhall & Belmesthorpe & Little Casterton 
1 said Gate too narrow on footpath to Belmesthorpe /push chair unfriendly 
1 said By bus stop on Turnpike 
1 said Stile between back lane and white bridge unusable for elderly 
1 said Footpath near library needs resurfacing for wheelchairs 
1 said Footpath between New Road and Graveyard needs clearing 
1 said From the Village Hall to The Square/Church Street 
1 said Blocked bridleway on way to Newstead Lane 
1 said Horse poo on pavements 
1 said Path floods from St Johns to school 
1 said Pavements/Foundry Road, Crescent 
1 said Tarmac paths in Highlands 
1 said Dangerous sharp corner at New Road Bridge Street corner 
1 said No pavements on lower New Road and in Square 
1 said From Turnpike across heath towards Essendine 
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Q5. Belmesthorpe 
 

  % 

Yes 3 15 

None 12 60 

Specify 0 0 

 
60% of the respondents indicated no footpaths or bridleways around the 
villages were problematic. Although 15% indicated problems, none were 
specified. 
 

 

Q6. Are there any new footpaths or cycle ways that you would like to see 
created within the village? 

Q6. Ryhall 
 

 
Only 18% of respondents felt new footpaths or cycle ways were needed. 
64% said none and 12% didn’t answer the question. 
 
Of the places suggested:- 

 
12 said footpath between Ryhall and Belmesthorpe 
2 said cycle way between Ryhall and Belmesthorpe 
3 said pavements in Square Church Street and New Road 
1 said lighted footpath between Ryhall and Belmesthorpe 
1 said from Belmesthorpe to main road 
1 said Balk Road 
1 said cycle way to Casterton School 
1 said cycle way to Essendine 
1 said footpath from Parkfield to bridge on Belmesthorpe Lane 
1 said need somewhere to ride bikes 
 

Q6. Belmesthorpe 
 

  % 

Yes 8 40 

None 8 40 

Specify 0 0 

 
             40% of the survey contributors both expressed the actual creation of new 
footpaths or cycle ways as well as none to be created.  
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Q7. Do any of the following cause you concern within your village?  

Q7. Ryhall 
 

 

 
Fouling by Dogs and horses are high on peoples’ concerns, followed by Litter, 
Overhanging hedges/tree and Crime & Anti-social behaviour. 
 
Others less frequently mentioned concerns were:- 

9 Said Speeding 
5 said Lighting [in Square/ on paths near bridge/ turn off after 
midnight] 
3 said Car parking [and near butcher’s corner/square] 
Nettles 
2 said Flyers put up in village/ads on telegraph poles 
Need extra waste bins 
2 said Dog poo bags left lying about 
2 said Noise from pub functions 
2 said Over-mowing of verges 
Each of the following were mentioned once:- 

 Noise from holiday lets in St Johns cottages 

 Fenced off play area needed 

 Local Advice centre 

 Bus stops overgrown/damaged 

 Adopt Balk Road 

 Pavements from New Road to Square and additional Salt/grit 
box 

 More road sweeping/handyman 

 Potholes in St Johns Road 

 School drop off in St Johns Road  

 Cemetery trees need lopping 

 Weeds in pavements 

 Youths hanging around library 

 Vandalism of play area 

 Poor police presence in winter 

18% 
18% 

24% 

28% 

29% 

35% 41% 

52% 

55% 

Causes of Concern Noise 

Street Lighting 

Condition of verges 

Anti-Social behavior 

Crime 

Overhanging trees and hedges 

Litter 

Horse manure on pathways 

Dog Fouling 



 11 

 

Q7. Belmesthorpe 
 

 Yes % No % No 
Opinion 

% 

Crime 12 60 7 35 1 5 

Anti-Social 
Behaviour 

0 0 12 60 8 40 

Noise 4 20 11 55 5 25 

Horse Manure 
on Pathways 

4 20 10 50 6 30 

Dog Fouling 11 55 6 30 3 15 

Litter 9 45 4 20 7 35 

Street Lighting 5 25 13 65 2 10 

Condition of 
Verges 

6 30 10 50 4 20 

Condition of 
Footpaths 

8 40 9 45 3 15 

Overhanging 
trees 

5 25 10 50 5 25 

Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 
 Crime, dog fouling and litter were the main concerns from Belmesthorpe 
respondents.          
 

Q8. Please let us know if you have any other comments in 
relation to the environment? 
Q. Ryhall 
 

3 said Weeds in pavements and graveyards 
2 said Litter/rubbish 
2 said Noise from pubs/village hall 
2 said Verges 
Each of the following were mentioned once:- 

 New Road resurfacing 

 Unattractive overhead cables in village centre 

 Speeding 

 Too many flood lights on Francis Court 

 Over grown river bank 

 Potholes 

 School Parking 

 Don’t become suburb of Stamford 

 Old quarry flooding 

 Motorbikes 
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 More seating by river 

 Hedges cut in January 

 Hedge trimmings on cycle path cause punctures 

 Keep ducks and geese 

 Stray chickens/hazard of ducks & geese on road 

 Bonfire smoke 
 
 

Q8. Belmesthorpe 
There were no comments in relation to the environment. 

 

Q9. How do you rate the following facilities and services in terms of 
meeting the current and future needs of the villages? 

Q9. Ryhall 
 

 
56% said Police presence needed improving … only 1% said good and only 6% said 
adequate. 
 
32% said Neighbourhood Watch was good; 13% said adequate and 10% said 
improve. 
 
The Library was rated good by 61% of respondents; 6% said adequate and only 2% 
said improve. 
 
65% said improve the Pavilion; 10% said it was good and 6% said adequate. 
 
41% said the Playing Fields are good; 9% said they are adequate and 9% said they 
should be improved. 
 
88% said the Shop was good; 3% said adequate & 1% said improve. 
 
92% said the Post Office is good; 15 said adequate and less than 1% said it needs 
improving. 
 
69% rated the Village Hall as good; 5% said adequate and 6% said it needs 
improving. 
 
28% said the Children’s Play Area is good; 10% said adequate and 15% said it needs 
improving. It is worth noting that only 21% of respondents declared children in the 
household [which equates to approximately 44 home] and therefore the low level of 
“Improve” comments may not reflect the age demographic. 
 
Not many people know much about the Day Nursery; 16% said it is good, 3% said 
adequate and 2% said improve. 
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Knowledge of the School is similarly limited; 38% said good,2% said adequate and 
35% said improve. 
 
50% said Parking for the school needs to be improved; 6% said it was good and 3% 
said it needs improving. 
 
35% said the Parish Council is good; 7% said adequate and 6% said improve. 52% 
had no opinion. 
 
Knowledge of the village Website is low; 15% said its good, 7% said it needs 
improving and 6% said adequate. 72% had no opinion suggesting they were unaware 
of it. 
 
Street Lighting is rated good by 39%; adequate by 11% and requires improvement by 
12%. 
 
Other issues raised by respondents were:-  
 

3 said Parking problems near school/stop using the playing field track 
2 said Speeding 
 
Each of the following were mentioned once:- 

 

 Village hall charges too high driving people to Essendine 

 Cheaper shop to buy vegetables 

 Children should walk to school 

 No mention of church in questionnaire 

 More village hall activities 

 More dog waste bins between Ryhall and Belmesthorpe 

 Opportunity to meet PCO’s 

 More info on website 

 More open Parish Council Meetings 

 Never see the police 

 Update /improve children’s play area 

 Tarmac Playing field track 

 Trim trail on playing fields 

 Zebra crossing on A6121 near Balk Road 
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Q9. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Good % Adequate % Needs 

Imp 
% No 

Op 
% 

Police Presence 0 0 0 0 11 55 0 0 

Neighbourhood 
Watch 

13 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Library 13 65 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Pavilion 2 10 0 0 2 10 0 0 

Playing Fields 7 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Shop 15 75 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Post Office 17 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Village Hall 11 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Children’s play 
Area 

3 15 0 0 2 10 0 0 

Day Nursery 2 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 

School 5 25 0 0 1 5 0 0 

Parking for The 
School 

3 15 0 0 6 30 0 0 

Parish Council 9 45 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Website 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 0 

Street Lighting 3 15 0 0 3 15 0 0 

Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 
Respondents categorized the terms in question as either good or needing 
improvement.  
 
50% and above respondents felt the following good to meet the current and future 
needs of the villages (in descending order): PO, shop, library, neighbourhood 
watch, and the village hall.  
 
Below 50% felt the following Good to meet the current and future needs of the 
villages (in descending order) Parish Council, playing fields, school, street lighting,  
 
50% and above respondents felt the following Needed Improvement in order to 
meet the current and future needs of the villages (in descending order): Police 
presence. 
 
Below 50% felt the following Needed Improvement to meet the current and future 
needs of the villages (in descending order) Parking for the school, Street lighting, 
the pavilion, the children’s play area, the school and the website. 
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Q10. Are there any facilities you would like to see located in the villages? 

Q. Ryhall 
 
24% felt there were other facilities needed and cited the following:- 
 

10 said GP surgery/pharmacy/podiatry clinic 
8 said Butchers 
2 said Play Park like Ketton/better play areas 
2 said Young peoples facilities/Youth Club/skate park 
 
 
Each of the following were mentioned once:- 
 

 Extended opening hours at Library 

 Hairdressers 

 Café 

 Community Garden 

 Film nights at village hall 

 Late night shop opening 

 MP’s surgery in village 

 Monthly recycling facility to save everyone driving to tip 

 Pavilion used for social events 

 Pedestrian crossing near bus stop 

 Social club meetings in afternoons 

 Sports complex like Ketton 

 Toilet 

 Swimming pool 

 Walks 
 
 

Q10. Belmesthorpe    
60% respondents stated no to the location of facilities used elsewhere and would 
like located within the villages. 

 
Q11. Would you support the idea of the development of a new pavilion 
on the playing fields to provide accommodation for sports and other 
users? 

Q11. Ryhall 
 
This received support from 62% of respondents but was not supported by 11%, with 
15% expressing no opinion. 
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Q11. Belmesthorpe 
60% respondents stated support for the development of a new pavilion on the 
playing fields to provide accommodation for sports clubs and other users. The type 
of facility was not specified. 
5% stated no/ no opinion on this development.  
 

 
Q12. How often do you attend events at the Village Hall? 

Q12. Ryhall 
 
 

 
62% of respondents said the attended events at the village once or twice a year; and 
12% said monthly and weekly; 14% said never. 
 
 

Q12. Belmesthorpe 
 
  % 

Never 4 20 

Once/Twice per year 14 70 

Once A Week 1 5 

Every Month 0 0 

Other Events/Activities 0 0 

 
70% respondents stated attendance at Ryhall Village hall events once/twice per 
year and 5% once a week.  
20% stated no attendance at any time. 
 

 
 

0% 12% 

12% 

14% 62% 

Weekly Monthly Never 1-2 Annually 
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Q13. Please let us know if you have any other comments in relation to 
facilities and services in the villages? 

Q13. Ryhall 
 
Of the 26 who offered an additional comment to this question the 
majority said the village’s facilities were good. Single suggestions were 
made for the following:- 

   LEISURE CENTRE 

 FLOWERS AT VILLAGE 
ENTRANCE 

 GREATER DEMOCRACY 

 NIGHT CURFEW 

 ORGANISED BUS TRIPS 

 TEA SHOP IN PAVILLION IN 
SUMMER 

 RETIREMENT ACTIVITIES 

 FITNESS COURSES 

 
 

Q13. Belmesthorpe 
The following comments only were made in relation to facilities and services in the 
villages: 
Need to improve parking at the shop. 
Improved bus service 
Provision of adult education classes. 
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Q14. RCC expects a number of houses to be built in the villages during 
the period of the County Plan 2011-2036 … What do you think is an 
acceptable number of houses to be built in the parish in the next 20 
years? 

Q14a. Ryhall 
 
Preferred size of new developments

 
Only 4% advocate no new development and there is a general willingness to 
accommodate some new dwellings. As ever it’s the amount that matters … and 
although the largest preference expressed is for only between 10-20 new properties 
there are considerable numbers of people willing to see a larger expansion.   An 
addition of between 30-40 new homes would be acceptable to 64% of people [e.g. 
by adding together all those in favour of more than 20 properties]. 
 

Q14a. Belmesthorpe 
 
  % 

1-10 3 15 

10-20 1 5 

20-30 1 5 

30-40 5 25 

40-70 6 30 

70-100 0 0 

Other 0 0 

 
80% were respondents to an acceptable number of houses to be built in the parish 
in the next 20 years but those respondents were divided between the number 
ranging from 1-70. No respondents stated that over 70 houses to be acceptable. 
30% felt 40-70, 25% felt 30-40, 15% felt 1-10 and 5% felt 10-20- and 20-30 an 
acceptable number to be built.  
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Q14b What types of sites do you consider appropriate? 

Q14b. Ryhall 
 

 
There was greater diversity in favour of infill sites, albeit most people accorded this 
low to medium priority.  
 
Very few people were in favour of large perimeter developments. 

 
 
 

There was greater preparedness to accept medium sized developments. 

 
 

Q14b. Belmesthorpe 
 
 1(Low) % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5(High) % 

Infill 3 15 1 5 0 0 2 10 10 50 

Large 12 60 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Medium 7 35 1 5 4 20 3 15 2 10 

 
Respondents to the type of site for housing development rated the highest (5) as 
infill sites at 50% and the lowest (1) as large sites at 60%. 

0 
20 
40 
60 

1 low 2 3 4 5 
High 

Infill 

1 low 

2 

3 

4 

0 

50 

100 

150 

1 low 2 3 4 5 
High 

Large on perimeter 

1 low 

2 

3 

4 

5 High 

0 

20 

40 

60 

1 low 2 3 4 5 
High 

Medium 

1 low 

2 

3 

4 

5 High 
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Q14c. How important is it to maintain a significant green space between 
Ryhall & Belmesthorpe? 

Q14c. Ryhall 
 
On average the sample gave a response of 4.2 out of maximum of 5, indicating that 
maintaining a significant green space between Ryhall and Belmesthorpe is very 
important to villagers. 
 

Q14c. Belmesthorpe 
 
 1(Low) % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5(High) % 

Ryhall/Belmesthorpe 
Separation 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 90 

 
90% of respondents rated the highest score (5) as high importance to maintaining a 
green space between the villages of Ryhall and Belmesthorpe. There was no other 
rating expressed. 
 

Q14d. How important is it to maintain a significant green space between 
Ryhall & Stamford? 

Q14d. Ryhall 
 
The mean response of 4.4 out of maximum of 5 indicates that maintaining a 
significant green space between Ryhall and Stamford is even more important to 
villagers 
 

Q14d. Belmesthorpe 
 
 1(Low) % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5(High) % 

Stamford 
Separation 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 17 85 

 
85% of respondents rated the highest score (5) as high importance to maintaining a 
green space between the village of Ryhall and Stamford. 5% rated this at quite high 
(4). There was no other rating expressed. 
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Q14e. What might your housing needs be in the next 20 years? 

Q14e. Ryhall 
 
 Given the skew to older respondents it is unsurprising that downsizing and /or 
moving to a bungalow are most frequently mentioned at 26%. If development is to 
allowed this need should be recognised as it would free up existing houses available 
for new residents. 

 
 

Q14e. Belmesthorpe 
 
  % 

Downsize 6 30 

No change 4 20 

Cemetary 2 10 

Assisted living 1 5 

 
From the 65% respondents there is an indication that downsizing and assisted 
living are housing requirement priorities for the next 20 years. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 

2 
7 

3 

4 

10 

16 

22 

Future Housing needs 1-2 bed 

Cemetery 

Assisted Living/Retirement 

Homes for our children 

4 Bed/Detached/Family 

Bungalow 

Downsize/Smaller 

None/stay put 
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Q15a. Do you think site RHY/04 River Gwash Trout Farm is acceptable for 
development? 

Q15a. Ryhall 
 
Most people [63%] see development on the Trout farm site as acceptable, however 
a sizeable number, 29% opposed use of this site. 
 

Q15a. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Yes % No % 

Trout Farm 8 40 10 50 

 
Respondents to the acceptability of the RHY/04 River Gwash Trout Farm as 
acceptable for 14 dwellings was divided, 50% stating no and 40% yes. 

 
Q15b. Do you think site RHY/06 behind Meadow Lane is acceptable for 
development? 

Q15b. Ryhall 
 
Development on the Meadow Lane site is opposed by 58%, whilst there is a 
significant minority of 29% supporting use of this site. However it would be wrong to 
interpret this as support for the size of development proposed by RCC since the 
response to Q14 shows that only 8% would agree to more than 70 new dwellings. 
 

Q15b. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Yes % No % 

Meadow Lane 3 15 13 65 

 
Respondents to the acceptability of the RHY/06 behind Meadow Lane as acceptable 
for 83 dwellings housing development was overwhelmingly against. 
 

Q16. Submit any comments on other sites not yet selected by RCC. 

Q16. Ryhall 
 
Very few people added comments on these other sites.  

 

Q16. Belmesthorpe 
 
There were no other comments. 
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Q17. In relation to further housing development, do any of the following 
give you concern? 

Q17. Ryhall 
 

Concerns arising from developments 

 
 
It is clear that there is widespread concern that housing development would have 
knock-on implications for all of the issues above. The greatest concern is the impact 
upon roads and traffic followed by loss of green space and the village’s character. 
[Note: the field marked Surface Drainage includes the missing ‘Flooding”.] 
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Q17. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Yes % No % No 

Opinion 
% 

Pressure on 
School Places 

14 70 2 10 4 20 

Pressure on 
Health 
Services 

14 70 3 15 4 20 

Roads and 
traffic 

16 80 1 5 1 5 

Parking Issues 15 75 0 0 3 15 

Surface 
Drainage & 
Flooding 

16 80 1 5 1 5 

Loss of Green 
Spaces 

20 100 0 0 0 0 

Village 
Character Loss 

18 90 0 0 1 5 

Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 
In relation to further housing development, do any of the following give 
you concern? 
Respondents to the concern in relation to further housing development showed 
very high importance to all stated areas. In descending order: 
100% of loss of green spaces; 90% loss of village character; 80% for the impact on 
roads and surface draining and flooding; 75% on parking issues;and 70% concern 
for pressure on school places and health services. 

No other concerns were stated. 
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Q18. What type of housing would you like to see built in the villages in 
the next 20 years? 

Q18. Ryhall 
 
 

 
These data are for people not percentages. Respondents were able to make multiple 
suggestions as to the style of housing Parish Council should prioritise for future 
development.  Starter, smaller family homes and Adapted/Easy Access homes were 
most frequently mentioned. 
 

Q18. Belmesthorpe 
 
  % 

Starter home 2 bed 13 65 

Family home >2 bed 13 65 

Exec home 4+ bed 0 0 

Bungalow 13 65 

Easy access home 6 30 

Social housing 5 25 

Sheltered 6 30 

Other 0 0 

 
65% of respondents indicated that starter homes, family homes with 2 or more 
bedrooms and bungalows were priority.  
 
 

 
 
 

137 

133 

28 

126 

73 

56 

Types of New Housing Preferred  
STARTER HOME 2 BED 

FAMILY HOME 2 OR 
MORE BED 

EXEC HOME 4 + BED 

BUNGALOW 

ADAPTED/EASY ACCESS 
HOME 

SOCIAL HOUSING 
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Q19. Would you support any of the following speed control measures? 
a. 20 MPH limits in the village with associated signs? If yes, where? 

Q19a. Ryhall 
 

A 20 mph speed limit would be supported by 50% of respondents and only 
opposed by 10%. 
 

Q19a. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Yes % No % No 

Opinion 
 

 6 30 2 10 0 0 

 
30% of respondents supported a 20mph speed restriction with associated signs 
and 10% opposed. 
The following comments were made in relation to 20 mph speed control location: 
Library-shop/bridge 
Belmesthorpe Main Street/Shepherds Walk 
Centre of Ryhall  
Belmesthorpe 
 

b. New pavements/designated pedestrian areas? If yes, where?  

Q19b. Ryhall 
 

Only 25% of respondents felt there is need for new pavements/pedestrian 
areas … 26% disagreed and 10% had no opinion on the subject. Some people 
commented on pavements in response to question 5. 
 

Q19b. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Yes % No % No 

Opinion 
% 

 6 30 2 10 0 0 

 
30% of respondents supported new pavements/ designated pedestrian areas and 
10% opposed. 
The following comments were made in relation to pavements/designated 
pedestrian areas’ location: 
Belmesthorpe/Ryhall 
Belmesthorpe/Main Road 
Shepherds Walk 
Where none exists 
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c. Traffic calming measures on specific roads? If yes, where? 

Q19c. Ryhall 
 

This subject raised stronger polarized feelings with 46% saying they would 
like to see Traffic Calming measures; whilst almost the same number at 40% 
opposed any such measures being adopted. 
 

Q19c. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Yes % No % No 

Opinion 
% 

 3 15 6 30 0 0 

 
30% of respondents opposed traffic calming measures with 15% in support. 

The following comments were made in relation to traffic calming measures’ 
location: 
Ryhall/Belmesthorpe 
School/Square 
Main Road Belmesthorpe 
Entrances to Belmesthorpe 
 

d. Anything else? 
 

 

Q19d. Belmesthorpe 
Respondents made the following in relation to other speed control measures : 
To monitor traffic speed to locate action areas/requirements. 
Phones were used by horse riders raising safety issues.  
Measures should not include speed bumps.  
 
Q20a. Do you use public transport? 

Q20a. Ryhall 
Only 35 [16%] of respondents said they used public transport. 41% said they didn’t 
and the remainder didn’t answer this question 
 
Q20a. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Yes % No % No 

Opinion 
% 

 3 15 16 80   

 
80% respondents stated no use of public transport and 15% did. 
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Q20b. How often? 

Q20b. Ryhall 
 
The frequency of use by the 35 users was:- 

 
 

Q20b. Belmesthorpe 
 
 1(Low) 2 3 4 5(High) 

 0 0 0 0  

 
There was no input on the frequency of using public transport. 
 
 

Q20c. How important will public transport be in future? 

Q19c. Ryhall 
 
 

 
 
 
Of those who 
answered this 
question 59% rated 
the importance of 
public transport as 
very high, with a 
further 23% rating it 
as high. 
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Q20c. Belmesthorpe 
 
 1(Low) % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5(High) % 

 2 10 0 0 1 5 4 20 7 35 

 
35% and 20% of respondents rated the importance of public transport as high to 
very high. 15% rated it as low to medium importance. 

 
Q20d. Do you have any suggestions regarding public transport? 

Q20d. Ryhall 
 

 
A greater frequency with more stops at the end and middle of the village was 
mentioned most often. 
 

Q20d. Belmesthorpe 
 There was a suggestion for the public transport bus route to include 
Belmesthorpe. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 30 

Q20e. What is the state of public transport in the villages? 

Q20e. Ryhall 
 

 
Only 19% of the 59 respondents completing this question felt public transport is 
good …with 39% feeling it needed improvement. 
 

Q20e. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Good % Adequate % Improve % 

 0 0 2 10 9 45 

 
45% of Respondents stated that public transport needed improvement. No 
respondents felt it to be good and one comment was that it was non-existent. 
 

Q21. What is the state of parking in the villages? 

Q21. Ryhall 
 

 
 

 
 
 

19%	

42%	

39%	
Good	

Adequate	

Improve	

26% 

21% 
44% 

9% 

Parking 

 
Good 

Adequate 

Improve 

No Opinion 
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75 respondents added a comment about parking issues, mainly mentioning the areas 
below: - 

 
 
Q21. Belmesthorpe 
 
 Good % Adequate % Needs 

Imp 
% No 

Op 
% 

 1 5 5 25 5 25 9 45 

 
45% of respondents did not state an opinion on the state of parking in the villages. 
25% felt it both adequate and needing improvement with 5% felt parking was 
good. Further comments from the needs improvement category to specify where 
or how changes could be made were as follows: 
School parking 
Square 
Worse with more people 
Cars parked on nearside Main Street 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

15 

23 

2 
3 

4 

Parking comments % 
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Parkfleld Road 

Bridge St. & 
Pubs/Shop 
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Q22. What 3 things do you like in the villages? 

Q22. Ryhall 
 
People like the village’s friendly community spirit, its rural nature, its people and its 

amenities.  
 

Q22. Belmesthorpe 
The respondents stated the following things most liked about their village. 

 
  % 

Tranquility 10 50 

Rural Setting 10 50 

Size 1 5 

Pub/community/friendly 9 45 

Close to country and 
town 

6 30 

Everything 1 5 

Safe 1 5 

Cycling/walking 2 10 

Wildlife 1 5 

 
The tranquility and rural setting, were cited by 50% as the most liked features 
followed by the friendly community, pubs and closeness to the countryside as well 
as town. The availability to cycle and walk, its safety the wildlife and the village 
size were also cited as likes. 5% of respondents stated liking everything about the 
village. 
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Q23. What 3 things do you like least in the villages? 

Q23. Ryhall 
 

 
 

Q23. Belmesthorpe 
The respondents stated the following things most disliked about their village. 
 
  % 

Untidy/Litter 3 15 

Speeding/Rat run 9 45 

Nothing 4 20 

Lack of public transport 5 25 

Inconsiderate dog 
owners 

1 5 

Insufficient pavements 2 10 

Insufficient sociability 1 5 

 
45% and 25% of respondents most disliked the speeding and lack of public 
transport respectively. 
Litter, insufficient pavements, dog fouling and insufficient sociability were also 
villager’s dislikes. 20% of respondents stated there were no dislikes.  
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Q24. If you could change or improve anything in the village what would it 
be? 

Q24. Ryhall 
 

 
There was a wide diversity of comments to this question … the most frequently 
mentioned was as above; many of which have been cited in answers to other 
questions so there are no surprises. However this is the first and only time someone 
has suggested secession to Lincolnshire from Rutland! 
 

Q24. Belmesthorpe 
Respondents made the following contributions to changing or improving the 
village: 
Convert the rail line to a footpath 
Improve the bus service 
Provide dog fouling bins 
No further development/changes 
No parking on grass or pavements 
Reduce road traffic 
Discourage/ disallow phone use when riding horses 
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Q25. Anything else the Parish Plan should consider? 

Q25. Ryhall 
65 responses were submitted and well over half of these comments were requesting 
the Parish Council to exercise a strategic approach to the village’s development 
embracing in particular these issues:-  

 Controlled expansion of village to avoid loss of its character. 

 Prioritise starter/affordable homes. 

 Consider how more housing impacts on traffic and parking 

 Protect and consider expanding the conservation zone to include Balk Road 

 Avoid building on the Flood Plain 
 
A few additional comments offered were i.e. … install more dog poo bins, improve 
the village hall internal décor, stop large lorries using Crown Street, increase police 
presence and put street lights on Turnpike up to the carwash. 
 

Q25. Belmesthorpe 
 
Respondents submitted the following considerations for the Parish Plan: 
No building on the flood plain 
Tree planting/conservation  
Preserve character of the village 
 

 
Q26. Location 

Q26. Ryhall 
 
217 Questionnaires were returned by Ryhall residents.  
 

Q26. Belmesthorpe 
 
20 Questionnaires were returned by Belmesthorpe residents 
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Q27. Period in village 

Q27. Ryhall 
 

 
 

Q27. Belmesthorpe 
 
 0-10 % 10-

20 
% 21-

30 
% >30 % 

 5 25 5 25 2 10 8 40 

 
40% respondents have lived in the village for greater than 30 years; 
25% have lived in the village between 0 and 10; 25% have lived in the 
village between 10 and 20 years; 10% have lived between 21 and 30 
years. 
 
Q28. Age 

Q28. Ryhall 
 

 
 
 

33% 

20% 
13% 

34% 

How long have you lived in Ryhall 

0-10 Years 10 - 20 Years 21 - 30 Years Over 30 Years 

2% 

11% 

23% 

36% 

28% 

Age 

18 - 29 
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45 - 59 

60 - 74 

OVER 75 
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Q28. Belmesthorpe 
 
 18-

29 
% 30-

44 
% 45-

59 
% 60-

74 
% >75 % 

 0 0 0 0 2 10 10 50 8 40 

 
95% of respondents were 60 years old and above. 10% of respondents were 
between 45 and 59 years old and there were no respondents below the age of 45.  

 
Q29. Gender 

Q29. Ryhall 
 

 
Note: A number of questionnaires indicated joint completion by people of both sexes  
and should be read alongside the household composition data below  
 

Q29. Belmesthorpe 
 
Respondents consisted of 11 male and 10 female. [Note: One questionnaire had 
data about 2 individuals included in the response to this question]. 
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Q30. Household composition. 

Q30. Ryhall 
 

 
 

Q30. Belmesthorpe 
 
Respondents consisted of the following household compositions: 

 
  % 

One person 5 25 

Two person 13 65 

Single parent no 
dependents 

0 0 

Couple with dependent 
children 

0 0 

Single parent with 
dependent children 

0 0 

Multi-person household 2 10 

 
65% of respondents were 2 person households which was the majority household 
composition. 25% were 1 person and 10% were multi-person households.  

 
Summary for Belmesthorpe questionnaire: 
It is clear that there is widespread concern that housing development would have 
knock-on implications for all of the issues above. The greatest concern is the 
impact upon roads and traffic followed by loss of green space and the village’s 
character. 
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