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INTRODUCTION 
 

Little Easton village faces growing pressure from housing development. A 10,000-home new town at 

Easton Park is still a very real threat in the new UDC Local Plan and planning applications for 1200 

new homes at Easton Lodge and 45 houses on land behind The Stag Public House have recently been 

submitted to Uttlesford District Council.   

A Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group was formed in early 2021 to look at the feasibility of producing 

a Neighbourhood Plan for the village which would give the village greater influence over the 

development that could take place in the parish. 

The first step in the process was to establish the views of residents on a range of factors relating to 

the village and on future development. These views would then form the basis of the development of 

a Neighbourhood Plan to try and manage future development within the village. 

A Neighbourhood Plan normally takes at least a couple of years to develop and is therefore unlikely 

to be able to offer any protection from the current development proposals. The steering group 

decided to pause the initial stages of the plan to focus on the immediate threat of the current 

planning applications. However, the group felt that given the threats we currently face, it would still 

be important to canvass the opinions of residents on development within the village so that the 

views of residents can be communicated to UDC as part of the public consultations on any planning 

applications. 

The results of the survey could then also be used towards the development of any future 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

Individual copies of the survey were hand delivered to every property in the village at the beginning 

of May 2021 and residents were asked to complete and return the surveys by the 31st of May. 

Residents were able to complete the survey online or by hand with paper copies being returned to 

the Little Easton Parish Clerk. 

Since the closing date for inputting the survey, the steering group have been collating the data given 

in the completed surveys.  

This report is a summary of all the responses submitted.  
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THE SURVEY RESPONSE 
 

A copy of the survey questionnaire was delivered to every house in Little Easton village (195 houses). 

Responses were received from 109 village residents. 

The map below details where the responses came from in the village. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

N.B. The response numbers are based on postcodes provided in the survey responses. Three of the surveys 

only included part of the postcode (CM6) so the exact part of the village that these came from is unknown. 

  

Easton Farm (1) 

Butchers Pasture (11) 
Glebe Lane (2) 

Warwick Close (1) 
Duck Street (34) 

Mill End (19) Park Road (8) 

Manor Road (12) 

Laundry Lane (5) 

Easton Lodge (9) 

Brook End (4) 
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WHO RESPONDED TO THE SURVEY? 
 

The Survey asked people to say how long they had lived in the village: 

 More than 
20 Years 

Between 16 
and 20 
years 

Between 11 
and 15 
Years 

Between 6 
and 10 
Years 

Between 1 
and 5 Years 

Less than 
12 Months 

Number of 
People 

41 9 16 26 13 4 

Percentage (37.6%) (8.3%) (14.7%) (23.9%) (11.9%) (3.6%) 

 

The Survey asked people to say how old they were: 

 Over 65 45-64 25-44 16-24 

Number of 
People 

38 56 14 1 

Percentage (34.9%) (51.4%) (12.8%) (0.9%) 

 

The Survey asked people to say what their household was like: 

 Single Couple Young 
Family 

Family 
with 

Teenagers 

Couple 
with 

children at 
University 

Couple 
with 

Elderly 
Parents 

Multi-
Generational 

Family 

Number of 
People 

15 52 13 13 14 0 2 

Percentage (13.8%) (47.7%) (11.9%) (11.9%) (12.8%) (0%) (1.9%) 

 

The Survey asked people to say what type of property they lived in: 

 Owner Occupied 
Freehold 

Owner Occupied 
Leasehold 

Rented 

Number of People 
97 2 10 

Percentage (90%) (1.8%) (9.2%) 

 

The Survey asked people to give details of their employment status: 

Employed 
Full Time

Employed 
Part Time

Self 
Employed

Retired Student Other

Number of 
People

42 14 13 37 2 1

Percentage (38.5%) (12.8%) (11.9%) (33.9%) (1.8%) (0.9%)

Of the people that were employed, 11 people worked within the parish and 24 worked within Uttlesford.  
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LIVING IN THE VILLAGE – WHAT PEOPLE LIKE 
 

The Survey asked people to say what they most liked about living in Little Easton 

 

 Attractive Countryside  86% said they liked the attractive countryside 

    

 Village Environment 77% said they liked living in a village environment 

    

 Open Spaces 67% of people liked the open spaces 

    

 Close to Family & Friends 40% said they liked living near to family and friends 

    

 Access to Major Routes 31% said they felt there is good access to major routes 

    

 Good Local Schools 19% felt there are good local schools 

    

 Close to Workplace 12% felt they lived close to their workplace 

    

 Other 13% gave other reasons they liked living in the village 

 

Other reasons given for liking living in the village: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“Small friendly 

village” 

“The Church 

Community” 

“Peace and 

Quiet” 

“Sense of 

Community” 

“The Stag Pub” 

“Riding horses 

on the 

bridleways” 

“A quiet 

country village” 

“Community 

Spirit” 
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LIVING IN THE VILLAGE – FUTURE PLANS 
 

The Survey asked people for their likely plans for the next 15 years: 

 

Are you most likely to stay in your current home? 

 

Are you most likely to move to a larger property in the village? 

 

Are you most likely to move to a smaller property in the village? 

 

Are you most likely to buy your first home? 

 

Are you most likely to move to specialist accommodation? 

 

Are you most likely to move out of the village? 
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LIVING IN THE VILLAGE – WHAT’S IMPORTANT TO YOU 
 

The Survey asked respondents what property features were important to them: 

Property with own garden 

 

Property with adequate off-street parking 

 

An Energy Efficient property  

 

Property with office room 

 

Property with space for a dependent person 

 

Property with space for a workshop 
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SUITABLE HOUSING AVAILABILITY 
 

The Survey asked whether, in the last 5 years, anyone from the household had to 

move away or stay living with you due to a lack of suitable housing in the village? 

 

• 10% of people said that this was a problem 

 

• 90% of people said that this was not a problem 

 

Of the 10% who thought that this was a problem the reasons given were: 

 

100      
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  82%    

80  9 Respondents    
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60      
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40      
      

30      
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     1 Respondent 
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Available 

Available 
Housing Too 

Expensive 

Available 
Housing Too 

Large 

Housing 
Unsuitable 
for Needs 

Other 
(Too far 

from work) 
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VIEWS ON THE COUNTRYSIDE 
 

The survey asked respondents to indicate which landscape features were important to 

them: 

Hedgerows 

 

Woodland 

 

Individual Trees 

 

Open Countryside 

 

Water Courses 

 

 

The survey also asked the following countryside questions:  

 Yes No 
Don’t 
 Mind 

Would you be supportive of giving up some of the agricultural land 
around Little Easton for development? 
 

24% 76% 0% 

Are you supportive of diversified land use? 
 

40% 32% 34% 

Are you supportive of the change of use of farm buildings for small 
business 

45% 19% 36% 
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VIEWS ON HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT 
 

The survey asked people to indicate what concerned them most about potential 

development within the village: 

 

 

A summary of the “Other” comments: 
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Out of Character 

Development

Loss of Identity

Impact on local care and 

medical services
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Childcare Places
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and 
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VIEWS ON HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT (Cont’d) 
 

The survey asked people to indicate what types of housing (if any), they would like to 

see built in the village: 

 

 

A summary of the “Other” comments: 

(Some ticked “Other” but made no comment) 
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significant 
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VIEWS ON HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT (Cont’d) 
 

The survey asked people to indicate what where they felt the priorities in house 

building should be: 

 

 

A summary of the “Other” comments: 

 (Some ticked “Other” but made no comment) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0

In-filling using sites in 

existing built up areas

Re-use of Brownfield sites 

in the parish

Re-use of farm buildings 
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Other
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70 Respondents
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“Accept we need 

housing but should 

be in keeping with 

current properties” 

“Properties if built need to 

be on the very outskirts of 

the village near to bus 

route and not on 

Agricultural land.” 

“Land Securities are 

already trying to build 

where there should 

be crops;” 

“Individual housing 

not multiple 

properties” 

“Ensure unoccupied 

houses are monitored 

and used” 

“The village has 

multiple 

opportunities for 

infilling” 

“Council housing 

for younger 

people” 

“I feel we have had enough 

of speculative building with 

little or no thought for 

what is needed in the 

village.” 
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VIEWS ON HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT (Cont’d) 
 

The survey asked people to indicate what they felt would be an acceptable level of 

development in the village over the next 15 years: 

 

 

A summary of the “Other” comments: 

 (Some ticked “Other” but made no comment) 
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VIEWS ON HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT (Cont’d) 
 

The survey asked people to indicate what size of individual housing development they 

felt was most appropriate in the parish: 

 

 

A summary of the “Other” comments: 

 (Some ticked “Other” but made no comment) 
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(15 - 30 houses)

Large Developments 

(More than 30 houses)

Other
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5 houses in various 

locations might be 

acceptable but 15 is too 

high” 

” 

“The village cannot 

cope with the major 

increase in traffic” 

“no more than 

clusters of 5 or 6” 
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SUITABLE POTENTIAL SITES FOR DEVELOPMENT 
 

The survey asked respondents to indicate sites in the parish that they felt might be 

suitable sites for development: 

31 respondents (28%) felt that there were suitable sites for development in and around the village. 

The following suggestions were made: 

 

SUGGESTED SITE REASONS GIVEN 

West end of village towards Great 
Easton and Laundry Lane  
 

• A small development of 5-10 houses on either side could 
be appropriate 

Linear development along west side of 
Duck Street 
 

• A few can be built at a time 

Land behind the Stag 

• Suitable for a lower number (say 20) homes 

• The site rounds of the village and may well keep larger 
development at bay 

• Would complete the village 
 

Between Mill End and Duck Street 
• The area would not flood and will not block any views 

 

Brook End 
• None given 

 

Next to the quarry on the southern 
boundary of the parish 
 

• Brownfield land 

Manor Road 
• Open space 
 

Land close to village but not a new town 
 

 

Infill Properties Generally and 
specifically along Duck Street and Park 
Road 

• These could blend into existing houses without spoiling 
the character of the village 

• UDC should be granting more permissions for infills 

• Development should be restricted to areas close to 
existing clusters of buildings 

• Houses should be spread out across the village 

• Easton Glebe barn – infill site 
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PARISH LAND THAT SHOULD BE PROTECTED 
 

The survey asked respondents to indicate any areas of land in the parish that they felt 

should be protected from development: 

98 respondents (90%) felt that there were a number of areas of the parish that should be protected 

from development. The main area identified are as follows: 

 

SUGGESTED 
SITE 

No of 
respondents 
Identifying 

SELECTED REASONS GIVEN (if any) 

Easton Park  
Including: 
Conservation Area 
Easton Lodge 
Airfield 
Brook End etc 

50 
(51%) 

• Easton Park has important historical connections 

• Beautiful area with lakes, woods and surrounding fields 

• Historic and amenity value 

• Is a ready built park with paths for public access 

• Historical site that needs to be protected from nearby 
development 

• Heritage quality of the village is a priority 

• GI listed church 

• The heritage and history of the area 

• Lots of wildlife in the area 

Land behind the 
Stag 

31 
(32%) 

• Poor Access 

• Increased traffic and traffic safety 

• Proximity to flood zone 

• Loss of countryside 

• Lack of public transport 

Agricultural Land 
and farmland 

18 
(18%) 

• Important to protect our food supply 

• All farmland surrounding Little Easton should not be developed 

Land Adjacent to 
river Chelmer 

8 
(8%) 

• Need to retain flood plain as per Dutch “Room for the River” 
programme 

• The area floods and development will make it worse 

• Important views 

Land East of 
Highwood Quarry 
Ravens Farm track 

4 
(4%) 

• Development from Dunmow is already encroaching and visible 

Park Road and 
surrounding area  

3 
(3%) 

•  

Mill End  • Congestion 

The approaches to 
the village 

 •  

 

Several respondents did not identify any specify areas for protection but commented that they were 

against any large-scale development in and around the village. 
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OTHER VILLAGE QUESTIONS 
 

The survey asked several further questions around various village matters: 

 

TRAFFIC IN THE VILLAGE 

Respondent views on: Major 
Problem 

Minor 
Problem 

No 
Problem 

Traffic Speed  50% 40% 10% 
    
Traffic Volume (numbers) 21% 38% 41% 
    
Noise 14% 37% 49% 
    
Car Parking by non-residents/others 15% 38% 47% 

 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

BROADBAND CONNECTIVITY IN THE VILLAGE 

 Very 
Important 

Not 
Important 

No 
Applicable 

Respondents were asked to say how important broadband 
access was to them?  

88% 10% 2% 

    
105   people responded that they use the internet for Domestic reasons. 

42     people responded that they use the internet for Business. 

54     people responded that they use the internet for working from home. 

 

48 (44%)   felt that their broadband speed limited their internet use. 

61 (56%)   felt that their broadband speed did not limit their internet use. 

 

43%   indicated that they had experienced problems with their broadband service 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

UTILITIES 

43%   indicated they had experienced problems with their electricity service 

5%     indicated they had experienced problems with their water service 

15%   indicated they had experienced problems with their Gas service 

9%     indicated they had experienced problems with their mains drainage service 
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OTHER VILLAGE QUESTIONS (Cont’d) 
 

The survey asked whether people felt there was a need for allotments in the parish:  

36 people (36%) felt there was a need for allotments 

22 people (20%) felt there was no need for allotments 

51 people (47%) didn’t mind either way. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

The survey asked how often people or their families used a range of village facilities: 

Facility Once a 
Week or 

More 

Once a 
Month or 

More 

A 
Few Times 

a Year 

Rarely 
or 

Never 
 

Playground 7% 17% 21% 55% 
     
Church 3% 10% 41% 46% 
     
Playing Field / Cricket Pitch 19% 8% 27% 46% 
     
Memorial Hall 3% 4% 47% 46% 
     
Gardens of Easton Lodge 5% 12% 50% 33% 
     
The Stag Public House 12% 16% 36% 36% 
     
Public Footpaths / Bridleways 68% 8% 17% 7% 
     
Laundry Lane Football Pitches 4% 2% 14% 80% 
     

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

The survey asked people whether they would support the use of land in the village for 

various types of energy generation: 

 
Yes No 

No 
Preference 

 
Solar Power - Domestic  71% 16% 13% 
    
Solar Power – Large Scale 16% 67% 17% 
    
Wind Turbines - Domestic 43% 39% 18% 
    
Wind Turbines – Large Scale 7% 74% 19% 

 

 



19 
 

 

FURTHER RESPONDENT COMMENTS 
 

The survey gave people the opportunity to make general comments. This section 

details the comments that were made on the paper forms or in the online survey. 

 

 “I believe the village should be left alone otherwise it will turn into another urban sprawl losing all its 
character just like Braintree, Bishops Stortford and many more. Also, it’s unlikely that any building done in 
the area would be supported with sufficient infrastructure ie Proper width roads, Doctors surgeries, schools, 
adequate parking etc. You only have to look at the tiny roads with no proper parking they have built in 
Felstead. Nobody appears to be concerned with quality of life, the mantra is pile them in as many as possible 
and let they builders make as much money as possible at the cost of the people who already live in the area 
and those to come”. 

 “The ongoing battle to urbanise this area is well documented.  The unchecked over development of every 
available space around Dunmow is already putting a strain on the local infrastructure.  The recent 
Government initiative to plant millions of more trees can be helped by the Stop Easton Park initiative of 
turning this back into woodland and re planting the 10,000 trees that were "demolished" around the start of 
WW2”. 

 “Land between Easton Manor and Highwood: We feel this would have a significant impact on the countryside 
and a serious environmental impact. The roads are also not suitable, and it would cause extreme traffic 
issues. Also, we feel that this land should be returned to its original beauty and turned into a national park for 
all local residents to enjoy. Outdoor space is very important our well-being and mental health. 
 
Protect conservation areas, endangered habitats/SSSIs, lakes, ponds and listed gardens. Protect agricultural 
land as we are losing it at a rapid rate and will no longer be able to feed ourselves”. 

 “We are currently under siege from existing development and proposed developments in the area - if 
granted, the land will be one continuous housing estate from Dunmow to the airport.  It seems unlikely that 
there will be employment in the locality for new residents and there has been a concomitant increase in 
traffic problems recently, together with pressure on schools/ health facilities. 
Villages should be allowed to grow slowly with due regard to their character and history. Over development 
adjacent to an airport will contribute substantially to air pollution”. 

 “Thank you for offering me the opportunity to provide my view.  No so many years ago one would turn off 
the B184 in the direction of Little Easton and rarely would another car do likewise because Little Easton leads 
only to Little Easton.  Today all has changed and the volume of traffic through Mill End and on Park Road has 
increased enormously all this due to large scale local development which continues unabated.  The 
infiltration of the hugely increased population these endless developments bring is having an adverse effect 
upon the sleepy silence of a once peaceful village”. 

 “I do realise that local government is put into an invidious position by the instructions from central 
government for house building.  My concern is that without sufficient infrastructure of many kinds, but 
specifically digital, any communities created will be merely dormitories with neighbours rarely seeing, let 
alone knowing each other.  Digital infrastructure would allow a chance for many to carve out service jobs for 
themselves and allowing more work being done from home.  Once this infrastructure is in place, houses that 
can sustain that view (with space for offices) can be built with boundaries to try to meet the government's 
demands”. 

 “The surrounding areas of Uttlesford are being urbanised, it is important to protect village locations for the 
future, too much countryside is being irreversibly lost” 

 “Important to protect Little Easton as a separate village with its own identity and avoid coalescence with Great 
Dunmow”. 
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FURTHER RESPONDENT COMMENTS (cont’d) 
 

 “I do think that public access for walkers, dog walkers and horse riders is very important to the fabric and 
quality of life in the village”. 

 “Great survey!” 

 
 “I am supportive of small 5-10 well-designed houses in small development at the edge of the village, or in 

Brookend / Farms towards the airport, great Easton, if they are well-planned.  
 
However, the current plans for the village are completely inappropriate. They are too large and very, very 
poorly planned. The developers claim to be consulting but it is clear that they are cherry-picking only the 
views that suit their profits. They are clearly not going to invest properly in infrastructure or community 
centred concerns (schools medical care).  
 
A new supermarket appears to be the only thing they want to build, which is not good for the retaining the 
identity of the village. Their designs and pricing of housing are not for locals on low income, and they do not 
provide proper parking/pedestrianisation or protection of green spaces.  
 
Their financial investment back into the village is extremely small, versus the very high profit they will make, 
and lack of actual long-term commitment to the community - developers profits from these contracts with 
councils so they are weighted to the developer's profit, not the needs of the local community.  
 
I appreciate the work the Parish Council are doing. Robust and well-informed responses are definitely needed 
in order to address the issues in the best way, and to protect the village from poorly designed and built 
development”.   

 “The huge areas of agricultural land need to be used to Develop the Essential change to Regenerative 
Agriculture practice in the UK - to address the fatal decline of soil fertility that has continued since the post 
war era. The parish could demonstrate change in farm practices that the whole country actually needs. 
Food security and maintaining UK food harvests is more important than housing development, particularly 
when that housing development follows traditional cost-cutting & unsustainable building practices. 
I work full time at the moment but do not want the area i live in ruined before i have a chance to enjoy my 
retirement. If we must have housing - which I understand we must provide- it should COME WITH AMENITIES 
SUCH AS SHOPPING / TRANSPORT / SCHOOL / DOCTORS / DENTIST we do not have enough of the amenities, 
and you seem to be putting in more and more houses without the support and do not make the houses look 
attractive. 
 
I feel we must present a petition in relation to planning application of The Stag field and should arrange a 
door to door visit to every resident in Parish and would be very happy to volunteer my services. I am sure 
such a petition would be seriously considered when final decision is considered by the planners” 

 “Laundry Lane is an issue and brings far too much traffic into the village and down this small, protected Lane. 
Its not sustainable and is causing damage to the road itself and verges and the environment”. 

 “Reuse all non-agricultural land and buildings first for development. Fields that abut roads may be able to 
give up enough land to allow single houses to be built laterally - NOT an estate polygon. Make it easier for 
people with large properties to sell off part of their property for single-house development IF IT DOES NOT 
ADVERSELY IMPACT OTHER HOUSES. Residential accommodation (e.g., a campus) for disabled/severe 
learning difficulty people should be considered though. There are not enough places in the county (the focus 
seemingly always being solely on the elderly)”. 

 “Little Easton would be a safe and interesting environment and such a place(s) could even provide local 
employment opportunities for residents”. 

 “Development would destroy the peaceful countryside and cause more anxiety to more people”. 
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FURTHER RESPONDENT COMMENTS (cont’d) 
 

 “I believe further development or infill will change the landscape and environment of the village. Developers 
are trying to squeeze as much money out of the land they own with no thought about what they will leave 
behind to the current residents. 
We already have increased traffic coming through the village from the growing football club in Laundry Lane. 
Saturday and Sunday’s traffic has doubled over the last 4 years with parents bring children to the games. The 
fishing club has also grown in Laundry Lane and I’m sure you will all agree the condition of the road in 
Laundry Lane is appalling. This single road was not built for the amount of traffic it now has. It’s good to see 
how the village is supporting these clubs in our village, but we must take the traffic into consideration when 
looking at further developments in the village.  
During the pandemic more people are visiting the lakes at Little Easton and walking the area. I can remember 
going to the lakes in January not seeing anyone in previous years.  Now there’s cars parked along the road by 
the lakes. In the Summer there was a huge increase of people visiting from outside the village to walk. It’s 
lovely to see people enjoying our countryside and something that could be encouraged with the planting of 
ten thousand tress to create a new woodland.  
Again there is a visual change in the increase of traffic through the village and this is changing the 
environment of the village with increased litter being left. It would be interesting to survey people walking at 
the lakes to see how far they visit from.  
 
The increased traffic has seen three cats killed by cars in the last 2 months!! Even getting off our drives is a 
challenge with the traffic, and I worry about the people who walk from Mill End to Duck Street where no 
pavement secures their safety from cars, lorries, buses and bikes.  
 
This issue continues up to the new by-pass where you see people walking in the road between Tesco and the 
village Traffic passes them at 50mph. Sadly there is an accident waiting to happen.  
 
I’m sure you agree the junction at the end of the village also is a major hazard. Following the change in the 
junction, traffic coming round the roundabout either signalling or not signalling has made it Russian Roulette, 
whether we get hit or not by a vehicle. Increased traffic will cause further problems to this junction and more 
accidents will happen.   
  
The village has a major issue with flooding. With Climate Change we are seeing more rainfall during Autumn, 
Winter and Spring which is flooding the River Chelmer at both ends of the village preventing access in and 
out. 
Any further development or infill along the River Chelmer would restrict the natural removal of water into 
fields and increase the problem further. No solution from any developer will solve this problem, due to the 
huge increasing volumes of water we are seeing each year due to Climate Change”.  

 
 “Filling in development should be allowed otherwise we will not build enough new homes”. 

 
 “Too many cars in Laundry Lane leave from Dunmow Football Club” 

 

 “We need to keep growing crops - producing food and to manage the land for the good of the environment - 
biodiversity etc” 

 “What we are seeing with planning applications currently is pockets of farmland being excluded from the 
plan, and then in a few years’ time, when nobody wants to farm small areas, more planning applications will 
be submitted meaning more houses”. 

 
 “Agricultural land is needed, there has already enough been taken up for development” 

 
 “Chelmer valley is a very special environment and only linear development, infill along Duck Street should be 

considered”. 

 
 “Build houses near job centres, i.e., cities and large towns.  Keep the countryside as it is” 
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FURTHER RESPONDENT COMMENTS (cont’d) 
 

 “The UK needs to produce more food and the land is of good quality” 

 

 "We need agricultural land to grow stuff. Otherwise, we import it." 

 

 "Any development would have a negative impact on the village - more traffic, urbanisation, people, loss of 
countryside..." 

 
 “With respect to Agricultural Land: "The surrounding countryside is what gives Little Easton much of its 

appeal/character and should be protected" 
 

 “The village should not have any large-scale development. Should only be single developments and only if 
infrastructure is improved”. 

 
 “Further development would result in excess traffic through the village hub, with roads already too narrow to 

pass and no footpaths for the safety of pedestrians”. 

 

 “You just have to look at Takeley to see what can happen to a village”. 

 

 “Infilling development should be allowed otherwise we will not build enough houses” 
 

 “We want the village to remain a village” 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


