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Methodology & Response Profile

Littlebury Parish Neighbourhood Plan Community Survey was distributed both online & on paper, giving residents a choice. Fieldwork took place in July & August 2026.

The survey included all of the Littlebury Parish, and full postcodes were collected.
Results have been independently analysed by Bean Research (although it should be noted for transparency that their director is a parish resident).
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What Residents Consider Attractive

The top 5 factors considered to be what makes the parish attractive are mainly consistent by age & by postcode. These are seen to be:

« Rural character and countryside — unspoilt, peaceful landscape, open
fields, wildlife, footpaths and nature reserves

« Strong sense of community — small, connected villages where
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What Residents Consider Detractive

The top 5 factors considered to detract from Littlebury Parish as a place to live are also mainly consistent by age & by postcode. These are seen to be:

« Traffic and road safety —HGVs/lorries, pedestrian risk, particularly through
Littlebury and Catmere End;
potholes and poor road maintenance :
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What Residents Want in the Neighbourhood Plan

Q7: The most cited recommendations for the Neighbourhood Plan include:

Safe walking & cycling connectivity

The single most repeated ask for path/cycleway from Littlebury to Saffron
Walden (and to the station and schools) that doesn’t rely on walking beside

the B1383.
Infrastructure with & before growth

Any new housing should be matched with capacity in GP surgeries,
schools, roads and utilities (as an explicit policy requirement).

Local amenities & affordable housing

A village shop, a sustainable future for local pubs as community
spaces, and genuinely affordable/smaller homes for young families,
downsizers and those with local ties.

Better public transport

A regular, reliable bus service to reduce car dependency and isolation,
particularly for younger & older residents.

Controlled, sustainable development

Many specifically want small-scale development only (not large-scale -
Newport / Gt Chesterford are often cited negatively), sustainable
design and protection of the rural character.

WHAT DIFFERS BY AGE

31-55: More likely to focus on economic growth &
sustainability, local businesses, renewable energy & public
transport.

56-70: walking/cycling infrastructure, protecting the
countryside, restricting development.

Over 70: More likely to mention limiting development,
countryside/footpath access, reliable transport.

WHAT DIFFERS BY LOCATION

Littlebury (4T-): More likely to want local amenities &
affordable housing (30% vs 19%) and footpath/cycle links
into town (30% vs 21%)

LG & Catmere End(4X-): most want infrastructure to
keep pace with growth & GP/school/road capacity (35% vs
22%)

“A safe cycle/foot path into Saffron Walden. For Catmere End to have a community
space.” 56-70, CB11 4X_

“Housing development strictly limited to infill sites. Greatly improved access to a GP.”
Over 70, CB11 4X_

“It will be good to see the pub up and running as a community space. Important to
ensure good transport links.” 56-70, CB11 4T_

“A more frequent bus service to and from Saffron Walden would be very helpful to
many older residents.” Over 70, CB11 4T_



