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Reach Residents’ Survey 
'In January and February 2020 270 survey forms were delivered to all Reach 
households.  Residents over the age of 16 were encouraged to complete it. The 
survey's structure and content was based on villagers’ comments, ideas, concerns 
and feedback provided to the Project Group, particularly at the two launch events in 
July 2019.  

146 completed surveys were received and this report contains virtually all of what 
was said in the returns. We have not published residents’ comments on building 
design because a number of strongly held views about individual properties were 
very personal. The views have nonetheless been taken into consideration by the 
Project Group.  There are a few other redactions to the report, marked with a XXX to 
ensure that respondents cannot be identified or again because the comment was 
personal.  

The results will make a significant contribution towards informing the content of the 
Neighbourhood Plan.
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1. Do you agree with the Vision Statement?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    95.77% 136 

2 No    4.23% 6 

  
answered 142 
skipped 4 

Comments: (10) 
1 Would also like planning for a sustainable future and enhancing natural environment. 
2 Irrelevant question! 
3 Based on the largely irrelevant questions within and the fact the majority of points are not within the control of 

this group it cannot be a relevant document. 
4 Ideally include a sense of the future as a thriving village. 
5 We are no Cotswold village! I think this statement overstates the very mixed architecture. 'Discrete' sounds very 

dodgy! (sic) 
6 On cover page they wrote - This is a very leading survey! Somebody on the N.P. already has a vision and wants 

the village to agree with them. 
7 Note attached inside reads - My completed neighbourhood pla. I'm afraid there are so many ratty remarks 

about development you might need a pest control officer to cope with them (my remarks not the developers 
alas) 

8 Partially agree 
9 Respondent has deleted unique from vision statement. 
10 Small is beautiful 
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2. Living in Reach. Do you agree that Reach is a good place to live?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    97.18% 138 

2 No    2.82% 4 

  
answered 142 
skipped 4 

If not, write concerns (15) 
1 It is a good place to live providing you are fit mobile and have a means of transport. The lack of facilities is a 

downside and will impact future growth and quality of life. 
2 My concerns are that we need a designated parking area for visitors to encourage them to come to the pub and 

walk to avoid congestion. I have been to rural villages in the North where this works really well. I believe an 
opportunity was missed when the old play equipment was removed. 

3 XXXXX 
4 It's not peaceful and tranquil in the early hours of the mornings! 
5 Isolated 
6 Small enough to walk around with easy access to countryside by walking. 

it's not blighted bu sightly developmental the edges (as in entrance to Burwell) 
7 Yes but if it is to thrive, it will need to grow. We are not a museum! 
8 Largely yes but a community shop and better public transport would improve my opinion. 
9 But deleted the last bullet - 'Is largely free of traffic issues... 

 
I hope by your efforts that the assets of Reach can be conserved and not depleted to benefit a few people at the 
expense of the great majority who have done so much to enhance the village in the last 30 years. 

10 But what can be done about malicious and vindictive residents? 
11 On the whole. 

As we live just outside of the village (out of the 30 MPH zone), we experience cars racing XXXXXX 
12 Although it is mostly considered that many people live in Reach to have a quiet life in the country - much could 

be done to revitalise, restyle the village interest groups. Also village hall, church could become much more open 
and hubs for new activities. 

13 But, despite Reach portraying itself as a friendly place to live, it is not. Most neighbours are icy and most 
activities are run by small groups of self-serving individuals with an inflated sense of self-importance. Reach is 
peaceful except for the huge farm vehicles that thunder through the village. There are also problems with 
speeding traffic. You only have to visit Burwell to find a friendly welcoming community. There are also awful 
farm smells that so often blight outdoor activities. 

14 These bullet points should have been treated separately.  
Inputter's Note: Is largely free of Traffic issues has been crossed out.  

15 `its biggest asset is that it is a no-through village/end of the road village 
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3. Living in Reach. Are there other things that make Reach an attractive place to live?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    86.79% 92 

2 No    13.21% 14 

  
answered 106 
skipped 40 

If so, write them down (99) 
1 Attractive, or at least inoffensive building style and density appropriate to a rural location. 
2 Footpaths 

Proximity to Wicken Fen 
Pub 

3 Well maintained village amenities (village hall, park area). 
4 Lots of community green space 

Good network of paths and bridleways around village 
5 Has a village pub which is important for social interaction and community spirit. 

Is surrounded by bridlepaths, walking routes and byways for residents and visitors alike. Protecting these is very 
important. 

6 Lots of lovely walks, especially around the Fens. 
7 It's historic annual fair, few walks. Yes t of all fen sunsets! Can't beat a fen sunset. 
8 Great walks along the river towards Wicken and Upware. A lively village. 
9 Rural setting. 

Footpaths and bridleways. 
Easy access to Wicken Fen. 

10 Location in relation to Cambridge. 
11 A good family village 

A "safe feeling" village to live in 
A village where I would feel comfortable living in. 

12 Only 10 minutes from Cambridge. 
13 I think a village pub is a nice thing to have. A village green is also an attractive addition. A play area for children 

and space for people to play sport. 
14 Only 10 miles from Cambridge 
15 Silence! 
16 It's stayed the same for many years, only the people have changed 
17 It is a good place for children to grow up, especially with all the sports and recreational facilities. 
18 Access to rural spots - woodland, orchard, lode.  

Excellent amenities - playground tennis, table tennis 
19 It is great being on the edge of the fen and close to the lode. 

Also Reach being such an historic village 
20 The abundant wildlife. 

Green spaces - 24 Acre Wood 
River 

21 Historical aspects 
Network of byways/footpaths and access to the open countryside 
Aesthetically attractive houses/buildings 

22 Easy access to city centre 
Beautiful natural landscape 

23 Open green spaces. 
The fact that you can interconnect with other villages without the need to travel on busy roads. 
That you can walk and cycle in safety. 

24 Improve the road surface – ‘pot holes’ 
25 Green space + trees 

Pub + village hall 
Reach Fair 

26 Easy access to areas of natural beauty and wildlife. 
Relatively easy access to Cambridge and Bury St Edmunds - however this is becoming increasingly challenging. 

27 • easy access to city centres 
• beautiful landscape 

28 Areas of little light pollution 
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3. Living in Reach. Are there other things that make Reach an attractive place to live?  

29 Reach is so close to Wicken Fen 
30 1. I like that a river is nearby 

2. High speed broadband (1000mbps) 
31 Great views of surrounding countryside, good walks including along the Devil’s Dyke 
32 Access to unspoilt countryside 

Feels remote while being connected to local centres 
33 Lots of local walks 
34 Maintaining the rural aspect but not far from essential amenities 

Little light pollution – night sky 
Varied wildlife 

35 Close to beautiful walks - Dyke, Wicken Fen etc good for dog walking ! 
36 Access to countryside 

Walks and Wicken Fen Vision area 
Pub and village hall 

37 There is such a wonderful choice of walks - out on the Fens - Woodland - The Devils Dyke 
38 The communal woods and orchard, the ease of walking into the countryside. 
39 Lots of places to walk (woods, 24 acres, Hythe, Dyke) Playdround and playing fields for children. 
40 Walks, diverse country-side, playing fields 
41 see above 
42 Pub 

Dog walks 
43 Lovely dog walks  

Pub 
44 Pub 

Dog walking in fens 
45 Near Cambridge 
46 Proximity to community services in Burwell, good local schools, proximity to Cambridge/London and coast. 
47 Great place to go walking 
48 Sense of community 

Size 
Aesthetic 

49 The Green 
The local pub 

50 The location, with easy access to Newmarket, Cambridge, London, the East Coast etc 
51 Biodiversity: though declining in last 25 years. 

Easy access to walks etc 
Connectivity by road and bus. 

52 Strong community, small population, surrounding countrysides including, river, woods, dyke, Green, orchards 
and cricket pitch. Fantastic walking, cycling and fishing. 

53 Great for good walks and close proximity to Devils Dyke, to the lodes and Upware and Reach Wood. 
Good for cycling (off road). 

54 The ease of getting into the countryside without having to use a car. 
55 Great for walks around two woods or down by the river and Devil’s Dyke away from main roads. 
56 Annual Fair 

Village pub 
Landscape 

57 Landscape 
Annual Fair 
Village pub 

58 Reasonably good access to Cambridge, Ely, Newmarket, B.S.E. good for walks straight from the house. 
59 The Fair 

The Pub 
60 Space, quietness 
61 Open spaces surrounding the village 

Not overdeveloped 
62 Free from large developments and has a strong and has a strong link with history and very older style houses. 
63 The most extraordinary fact in Reach is that about 85% of house back onto open countryside and of the 

remaider none are more than 2 minutes walk away from it. Reach has a distinct shape with clearly defined 
boundaries and admittedly a constant challenge to greedy get rich quick developers' attempts to erode them. 

64 The surrounding countryside, flora and fauna. This needs preserving and enhancing. 
65 The wood at the edge of the village owned by Woodland Trust 

The proximity to Wicken Fen 
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3. Living in Reach. Are there other things that make Reach an attractive place to live?  

The variety of walks from the village centre  
The Fair where we all come together to help 

66 Without a pub it will be dead 
67 The Wood and 24 Acres 
68 Large amount of walking routes for dog walks etc 
69 Local initiatives such as the orchard and woodland 
70 Close access to countryside 

Wooded areas to walk round 
71 Access to unspoilt countryside 

Woodland  
Allotments 

72 Has Wicken Fen very close (and Wicken Vision). 
Has the lode running along the bottom 
Has a community woodland, community orchard, sports area and a working pub 

73 Has Wicken Fen and the Wicken Vision next door. 
Pub 
Uncrowded housing 
Substantial period housing 

74 The pub 
Beautiful walks 
Friendly neighbours 

75 The Green/Fair Green, the number of public rights of way, the location within an historic and beautiful 
landscape, the number of community managed areas surrounding/in the village 

76 For a small village it has a wide range of amenities. 
77 The Dykes's End pub 

Playground 
Our lovely church 
Our village hall 
Bus service 

78 Good amenities for its size - playground, tennis court, village centre, pub etc 
Easy access directly to countryside especially fens (for walking cycling riding) 

79 Reach Woods 
80 On the edge of the National Trust which gives greater opportunities for Reach to thrive by attracting visitors and 

bring in wealth to further expand and enhance the area. 
81 Low pollution - minimal traffic and small lanes 

Bus service - good connection to city centre 
Summer fair- the village has a historic tradition of hosting this event on its open space 
Character - street lamps open spaces, old buildings. Charm! 

82 Close to Wicken Fen 
83 Cycle routes into Wicken Fen 
84 Proximity to Wicken Fen 

Presence of working farms 
The lode 
The unusually high density of footpaths 
Air quality 
The various woodlands 

85 location to the Wicken Vision protected countryside and wildlife scheme. 
Community orchard, woods and solar installation 
New children's playground and picnic area 

86 Proximity to Cambridge, Ely, Newmarket and Bury St Edmunds, whilst retaining a rural look and feel. The village 
is surrounded by wildlife sites such as Reach Wood the Hythe, Reach 24 and the Wicken Vision. The lode is a 
fantastic resource for recreation and wildlife. The views of the fen from the village are stunning. Devils Dyke for 
walking. 

87 Proximity to Cambridge 
88 Proximity of larger towns whilst maintaining its rural nature 
89 It is a great location for walking / cycling without having to use a car. 
90 Rural surroundings 

Conservation village a unique history 
91 The village green, the heritage housing around the green. The traditions. The pub! 
92 Surrounded by green protected space - the Devil's Dyke, the Wood, the Orchard/24 Acres/Cricket pitch, the 

Hythe, Tubney Fen 
93 Surrounded by countryside that is abundant with flora and fauna, parts protected by the National Trust 
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3. Living in Reach. Are there other things that make Reach an attractive place to live?  

94 Lovely traffic free dog walks 
The Hythe and wildlife 
The pub and the Fair 

95 Many good walks starting from the village 
96 It is set in easily accessible beautiful countryside, relatively free from pollution. 
97 Access to countryside activities – on our doorstep 
98 Access to countryside 

Woodland 
Orchard 

99 Location to main towns/cities, e.g. Ely, Newmarket and Cambridge whilst maintaining its village feel – highly rare 
now to find in other areas. 
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4. Living in Reach. Residents who attended the NP launch events also commented with 
some consistency about the things that concerned them or where there was room for 
improvement. Notable issues were: 
• Insufficient affordable housing for villagers 
• Future development that is unsustainable and will damage the things that make Reach 

a good place to live 
• Insufficient amenities. Do you agree with these concerns?  
  Response 

Percent 
Response 

Total 
1 Yes    79.07% 102 

2 No    20.93% 27 

  
answered 129 
skipped 17 

If not, write them down (55) 
1 Whilst I generally agree, for a village of this sizeReach has good amenities. Hard to imagine it could support a 

shop for example. 
2 If we build new low cost housing, it won't stay low cost because the market price is high for a village location. 

Reach does not have enough population to sustain more amenities 
3 Reach doesn't lend itself to affordable housing. Reach is Reach for the very reason the house prices reflect. It's 

location and lifestyle of those who live within. (sic) 
4 Development for elderly and young needs amenities for their needs. Transport,shops nurseries. Is Reach ready 

to change to offer all this? 
5 Maybe. 

Best amenities for a village of this size (insufficient amenities bullet point has a cross against it). 
6 Other things good, I agree, but amenities sufficient for a village of this size. 
7 Village will need more facilities shop, residents 
8 There has never been affordable housing in Reach for villagers 
9 Development on a small scale, well designed and scattered would, in my opinion not damage the village. 

The amenities of church, pub, village hall and sport recreational facilities are good for a village this size. 
The little shop with PO counter services closed in the late 80s as it was not sustainable. It was lovely to have it 
but I don't think it would be sustainable now either. 

10 I feel we have pretty good amenities for a village our size. 
I am concerned about unsustainable development. 

11 Particularly public transport 
12 1 and 3 are incompatible with 2. 

Infill development to protect the character of the village makes it difficult to provide affordable housing.  
Other developments in Burwell are of a larger scale to deliver 1 and 2. 

13 Depends what is meant by ""affordable"" housing - if you can't afford a car then Reach would be very isolating 
with its irregular bus service and no shop. 
Not sure which amenities are missing? Reach is too small to sustain a shop/GP surgery etc. We didn't have 
enough small children to sustain a pre-school. 

14 Don't agree with Insufficient affordable housing or amenities - these contradict the vision to enhance character 
and protect as a discretions, small, rural village. 

15 Question does not make sense.  
If not, please write your concerns ...... 

16 No need for affordable housing 
Some new houses that fit into the style of the village would be welcome 
Farm shop would be good 

17 I agree that new housing 'affordable' is needed in Reach and the village can grow and develop in a sustainable 
way 

18 No real requirement for affordable housing 
All new housing will be sustainable under building regulations 

19 The future development does not seem unsustainable 
20 Agree with first two issues but not the third. I think for a small village we have lots of community facilities which 

perhaps could be used more/differently to address lack of 'amenity' - define? 
21 Partly agree. 

Insufficient affordable housing for young people rather than just villagers 
22 I wonder what the definition of this (affordable housing) is? We tried looking at this some years ago but even 

County land had to be sold for best price so very difficult. 
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4. Living in Reach. Residents who attended the NP launch events also commented with 
some consistency about the things that concerned them or where there was room for 
improvement. Notable issues were: 
• Insufficient affordable housing for villagers 
• Future development that is unsustainable and will damage the things that make Reach 

a good place to live 
• Insufficient amenities. Do you agree with these concerns?  

Agree (with the issue that future development that is unsustainable and will damage the things that make Reach 
a good place to live). 
But amenities need people to use them 
Unless you have success exploring social/sheltered housing schemes, the price of housing is going to be market 
driven. I don't think there is any way of avoiding this. 
Whether pub or play park amenities need people to make them sustainable 

23 Notes show respondent only agreed with [Some] 'Future development that is unsustainable...' 
 
They commented: 
Do not mind going to Burwell for amenities and use local milkman and local pub. Do not want too much 
development. 

24 Agree with 1, insufficient affordable housing for villagers. 
Neither agree or disagree with 2 as each future developments will be decided on merits at the time proposed. 
Disagree with 3 (insufficient amenities) as village is well resourced. 

25 I increasing doubt that any development in Reach is sustainable unless public transport improves dramatically 
and/or health, education and retain facilities improve. 

26 No to 'Insufficient affordable housing...' 
Yes to 'Future development that is unsustainable...' 
No to 'Insufficient amenities' 
 
Reach is special because there are no amenities or affordable housing. Burwell has this. 

27 Insufficient affordable housing - No, this would change the character of the village 
Future development concerns - Yes 
Insufficient amenities - No, for its size Reach has many. 

28 Also lack of good and frequent public transport particularly for those working in Cambridgeusing bus services 
eg bus at 6.55am and another at 9.27am! 

29 Sufficient affordable housing specifically for local people can only be provided by rented properties built 
maintained (& not sold off) by the Local Authorities in consultation with residents. 
It is difficult to see how a village the size of Reach can sustain more than the resent wide range of amenities, or 
whether these would make long term sense rather than transient entusiasms. 

30 Lack of public transport which is quick and cheap enough to provide an alternative to use of private vehicles 
31 The housing market is dictated by supply and demand. While social housing has a role to play, the occupants 

might not have a choice to be here which can bring issues. Amenities are good but more socials are needed. We 
have a great village hall but its really used! 

32 The church could be a great amenity in time for a wider variety of events. 
33 Affordable housing is like poverty what is it based on. Need to encourage single people. They are fun and plenty 

to do 
34 Partially 

Development is inevitable. The world is not preserved in aspic and nor is Reach 
35 I'm puzzled by point 1: as a small settlement it seems strange to apply 'affordability' as a criterion in the way we 

might in Cambridge or London. All the same it is a good deal more affordable than both places which is one 
reason I am here. 

36 It might be ideal to have a shop but it is very good even without 
37 Respondent has deleted 'insufficient amenities' 
38 We can't achieve affordable housing without future development - however I agree it needs to be sustainable 
39 See above. On points 1 & 2, but I think the amenities are good for a village this size. 
40 1. Why does it say 'for villagers'. Villagers by definition already live here surely? 

2 Agree - that's what the planners are supposed to prevent 
3. No more for future amenities - we have Burwell 

41 As noted in previous box, I think Reach does well in terms of amenities considering its size. 
42 The above statements are too contradictory. Residents acknowledge the fact that there are insufficient 

affordable homes but have negative attitudes towards future development. Future development would be 
sustainable as there are many constraints in place nowadays that developers have to comply with. 

43 Apart from - often 'affordable' housing comes at the cost of reduced selection for materials. It is important to us 
that any new 'affordable' housing is in keeping with the rustic aesthetic of the village. 

44 Reach has potential to thrive if more open to change. 
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4. Living in Reach. Residents who attended the NP launch events also commented with 
some consistency about the things that concerned them or where there was room for 
improvement. Notable issues were: 
• Insufficient affordable housing for villagers 
• Future development that is unsustainable and will damage the things that make Reach 

a good place to live 
• Insufficient amenities. Do you agree with these concerns?  
45 I do agree - I would add too: 

Insufficient amenities - twice monthly farmers' market in the village hall (Propects Trust, local farmers) 
46 I am not sure I agree on affordable housing. It depends how this is defined, as bringing council housing or help 

to buy schemes could bring in the wrong calibre of people for the village. 
47 Partly. They are relevant but not major concerns 
48 Insufficient affordable housing must be seen in context of jobs and general costs of living that are part of living 

in this village. 
49 Inputter's notes: 

 
There was a tick by Affordable housing, a tick by Future development, and a cross by Insufficient amenities. 

50 We are overloaded with leisure amenities which bring a lot of visitors to the village. 
51 Bullet point 2 sounds a bit NIMBY - if that is not what's intended then that's OK. 
52 I can't see how new 'affordable' housing -however small each house is - could remain affordable as first time 

buyer housing - it's not realistic in an open market. 
53 Inputter's note: 

Both Yes and No ticked  
 
Insufficient Affordable - ""Yes"" 
Future Development - ""Future development is needed but must fit into environment"" 
Insufficient amenities - ""We need cycle paths"" 

54 Insufficient transport is unlikely to support non driving households therefore limits the opportunity for 
affordable housing. Am concerned about no.2 (future development that is unsustainable and will damage the 
things that make Reach a good place to live). 

55 • Housingn prices reflect the idyllic/peacefulness of the village. 
• Development in a considered way is not an issue for me. 
• We live in a village and can’t expect amenities – part of why we love it here. 
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5. Are there other issues about living in Reach that cause you concern?  
1 Reach would feel very different if the pub closed - keeping this type of local amenity open is essential - and 

difficult. 
2 Lack of public transport especially in the evenings. 
3 Poor public transport. I might use public transport if it was better. 
4 Living in a rural community may become harder in the future. Things such as oil and transport (public) are likely 

to need thought. 
5 Poorly maintained minor roads - The Hythe, Ditchfield and footpaths (those that are paved). 
6 Pressure for development 

Infill development 
Development not in keeping 

7 The speed of traffic on the roads leading in and out of the village. 
8 Given that Reach is a small isolated hamlet it will not attract amenities and therefore should not embark on 

unsustainable development. 
9 Reach doesn’t have the infrastructure that it requires in order to develop, so drops behind surrounding 

settlements.  
10 I have always wanted a shop in the village 

More house building is OK but I feel like the housing increase could cause problems environmentally. 
11 It would be nice to have the option of gas. 
12 Traffic coming to fast through the village 
13 Speed limit reduced to 20MPH 
14 Road and footpath conditions 
15 Large vehicles in village coming in and out. Parking on paths. Trees and hedges overgrown onto paths. Bridge 

from Swaffham Prior needs repair and pulling down. Not wide enough for buses and large lorries. 
16 Safe cycling and walking routes to Burwell and Swaffham Prior 
17 Poor public transport 
18 Housing developments on green areas around the village 
19 Rubbish transport, doesn't come often enough 
20 That we should have better public transport links for those who cannot drive or who are no longer able to drive. 
21 Lack of affordable public transport. 

Lack of parking for residents - the Hythe has issues that will be further exacerbated by proposed developments. 
22 • Future development that will add to parking problems AKA The Hythe 

• Needs better transport 
23 No paths or cycle paths to neighbouring villages 
24 Parking for visitors to pub, playground and village hall. 
25 Demise of current amenities 
26 Old graves need tidying up. 

More plants planted 
No paths to go to surrounding villages - pushchair friendly 

27 Approaches to the village have been prejudiced by the spread of horse stables and farming activities with little 
landscaping to soften the impact. 

28 Street parking is a concern - the good side to it is that is does make traffic slow down - But not to helpful for 
emergency vehicles etc. 

29 Inadequate bus service - absurd that the timetable makes it impossible to travel into Cambridge and back if you 
have a normal work day. Plus the gaps in timetable are annoying. 

30 No pedestrian way from Reach to Snakehall Farm 
31 The Swan Lake Barns hard standing regularly attracts anti-social behaviour. Cars, motorbikes, quad bikes 

frequently race up and down all times of day and night. They generally travel through the village. 
32 Isolation 

Buses 
33 Isolated 
34 No 
35 NIMBYism! 

XXXXXXXXXXXX 
36 Too many people take it upon themselves to decide what everyone else wants as self elected do-gooders. 
37 Too much investment in unsustainable vanity projects - we should look after and use what we have rather than 

continually undertaking new projects with no forward management planning. 
38 Dog poo! 

Dogs not on leads because people are nervous of dogs 
General animals around the village 

39 Lack of Public Transport particularly for young people and elder residents 
40 NIMBYism 
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5. Are there other issues about living in Reach that cause you concern?  
41 Loss of evening and Sunday (Bank Holiday) bus services. 

Increasing light pollution at night. 
Loss of trees. 

42 Lack of safe cycle path/footpaths to Burwell and Swaffham Prior 
43 On street parking on main through road. 
44 Growth in Burwell, eg the Wiers Drove mobile home development leading to increased traffic in Reach and 

coalescence between the two settlements. 
45 Long term plans for ex-sewage works. 

Building inside village envelope. 
Lack of support from ECDC for those in listed buildings or green issues (e.g. double glazing)! 

46 Building special housing for different types of individuals. No one has a right to live in Reach if the housing they 
require is not available. 

47 The possibility of future developments leading to suburban sprawl joining Reach to Burwell and Prior. 
48 Transport as above. Access to doctors and dentists etc particularly for people without proper transport. 
49 Projected insensitive & inappropriate development for private profit in the short term & irreprable damage in 

the future. 
50 Not enough regular public transport 
51 Use things like Village Hall, target resources and existing amentities. 
52 The sewerage works on the Hythe is an eyesore. I would like to see the front of the village hall and green 

spruced up. 2 cherry trees were cut down! Make it a village in bloom! Plants, flowers all year round. 
53 HGV's coming into village -> Great lane. We need signs to stop them in advance of entering village. 
54 Bad parking 
55 Dog's mess; out of control dogs in the planted woodland 

Lack of attention to local styles and materials in recent development 
56 On road parking on the Hythe which prevents access for emergency vehicles 
57 Too many houses built in people's gardens will alter the character of the village. 

On road parking on the Hythe 
58 Public transport links - infrequent bus services 

No village shop 
59 Loss of the pub 
60 Speeding of cars just outside the village 

Joyriding and motorbikes scrambling around village especially Swan Lake barns and fens 
61 The roads in and out of Reach can be dangerous especially the road to Burwell which is narrow and verges 

overgrown 
62 Worried that Reach will stagnate and be left behind unless villages look to support future development 

positively. 
63 Lack of proper fibre broadband! 
64 Inconsiderate parking. 

Mud on roads, tight bends, near misses with buses. 
65 Muddy roads 

Cars parking on roads 
66 Climate change: by 2050 a substantial portion of the current development envelope will be below flood level 

(source: climate central https://coastal.climatecentral.org/map) 
67 I feel much more could be done to 'caretake the lode channels' either side of the Hythe. The history of Reach 

would be visible if the dead wood brambles and debris were cleared. 
68 Lack of footpath to neighbouring villages - have to travel to nearest shop by car. Dangerous speed into village - 

cars regularly speed 
69 Large farm machinery using village roads. Speeding traffic. Obnoxious farm smells. Lack of cohesive community. 
70 Housing being turned down with no acceptable reason 
71 Too many street lights! 
72 Crime 
73 Speeding along Swaffham Road - it's a long straight stretch and villagers who don't live on this road often 

speed. This is very dangerous in warm months when children play on the green and cross the road near the 
Dyke hedge 

74 Fly tipping on fringes 
Insecurity re theft (stables, cars etc)  

75 The road to Burwell needs widening and we need cycle paths to Burwell and Swaffham Prior. 
76 Speed of cars exiting village – could 30 mph limit be extended to end of Great Lane – as it’s narrow for 

walkers/cyclists etc vs cars?! 
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6. How would you like to see Reach in 20 years’ ?  

1 Slightly more houses, good range of residents in terms of income, age and mixture of families and single person 
households. A community that also looks after its elderly residents. 

2 With a basketball court and better sports facilities 
3 Pretty much as it is now. 
4 Very much as it is now. 
5 A self-sufficient rural community with a Community Energy Scheme at the heart. 

Smarter solutions for greener travel. 
6 Much the same as today, good community spirit, beautiful looking village, open spaces, cross section of age 

groups. Better public transport to village. 
7 The same, well cared for, expansion of community green space, safe for children, more children 
8 Not much different from its current situation 
9 I would like to see Reach remain the peaceful, idyllic village that it is well known for. Why change something 

when it's not broke. 
10 I’d like to see it the same as it is now. 
11 Pretty much as it is now. 
12 While still maintaining the charm, but with a better connection to other villages/towns, improved housing and 

village amenities. 
13 A village with environmentally friendly homes, shops. The pub is still here and still seeking improvement to the 

village. 
14 With more amenities e.g. shop 
15 I like it how it is but the large trees that block people (sic) light should be 'managed'. 
16 Pretty much the same as now. 
17 With more amenities, a shop 
18 As now plus a bit more affordable housing. 
19 Much the same. Some infill where appropriate 
20 Infill 
21 As it is today but maybe with a good pub and a small shop again. If you want affordable housing and all the 

amenities, the best thing to do is move or live in Burwell, not spoil our village with more houses. 
22 Not a lot different from how it is now but having made a contribution, albeit small, to the housing shortage. 
23 Similar to now but with excellent cycle paths, no oil tanks, areas enhanced for biodiversity. 
24 Keeping the character it has at the moment 
25 Would be nice to have a small shop in village 
26 Not much change 

Improved care of byways, hedges, green spaces 
Control of heavy/large vehicles through village 

27 Similar size but zero carbon 
28 Relatively the same 

Local shop 
Better transport 

29 With a good mix of people from long families and single individuals to elderly people. 
30 More demographically diverse 

Environmentally sustainable – e.g. green energy + public transport rather than cars 
31 We all acknowledge that things have to change and that some change is good. Any new housing must be 

discrete (sic) and considered. It must be affordable and small. It must reflect the history that there is in the 
village. It shouldn't be large executive homes for a quick profit. It would be good to think that my children could 
afford to live here if they chose to do so. It would also be a shame to lose the small, village feel that is so often 
lost in modern society.  

32 • No growth, Reach should not sprawl 
• All necessary new housing fitting in with the aesthetic 

33 Younger generation wanting and affording to live in Reach 
34 Mostly the same but maybe a village shop 
35 Much the same 
36 Get more trees.... 

Basically, preserving much of its present atmosphere (& size) as possible. Change is inevitable, but good things 
can be fostered and guarded. 

37 Pretty much as it is but with every house with solar panels, wind turbines etc. – energy self-sufficient, more 
biodiversity in surrounding countryside. 

38 More facilities such as shops, doctors, playgroup. 
More classes held at village hall for kids. 

39 Substantially unchanged in respect of the characteristics identified in 2 above. 
Any development to reflect these and thus be proportionate and incremental. 

40 Not a lot different from now. 
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6. How would you like to see Reach in 20 years’ ?  

41 Very much the same 
42 Shops 

Playgroups 
43 Change is inevitable and necessary - so controlled development sensitive to the existing village. Pub is essential 

and must be supported. 
44 Broadly similar to now.  

Infill development 
Consider opportunities to relocate agricultural uses to provide local employment/workplace homes 

45 I would rally like to see the church being made use of during the week. - A small village shop could work.  
As a cafe cum tea room. 
I am concerned that Reach should not become like a chocolate box village - it has so much character which 
could so easily be lost. 

46 Retaining its character, no big housing developments, infill developments rather than extending outwards. 
47 The same as it is now 
48 Much as it is now, but with better buses and renewable energy.  
49 Relatively unchanged. (better broadband, public transport connections (via bus) to Cambridge) 
50 Similar but evolved 
51 Slightly larger with nice housing for young families - not bland affordable housing 

New front to village centre as not very attractive 
52 With young people (generation) living in it 
53 Slightly larger with potentially a younger democrat (sic) 
54 Still wish a peaceful atmosphere but with more amenities and more development so it keeps pace with modern 

ideas 
55 Quieter and simpler - less of the chocolate box/Disneyland atmosphere 
56 A small tranquil place to live with affordable housing and lots of ways to live sustainably as a village. 
57 Thriving village retaining the sense of community and with a pub. 
58 Not much change 
59 Thriving and vibrant! 
60 Still able to attract young families and younger folk, and with public transport. 
61 Much the same as now with additional cycle/footpaths to Burwell and Swaffham Prior. 
62 Much the same but be attractive to young families with more affordable housing. 
63 Retention of the sense of quiet and space. A village moving to being carbon neutral - through use of green 

energy to heat homes and to power vehicles. Significant expansion of recreational land including traffic free 
routes to Burwell and Swaffham Prior. 

64 Attractive to young familys. 
Affordable housing. 
More people using Reach pub, we don’t want to lose it. 

65 Very similar with a small number of new dwellings built. 
66 Very similar with small modest growth. 
67 Similar – with better public transport links. 
68 Very similar with small/modest growth 
69 As it is today. We all moved to Reach as we like the way it is. 
70 Very similar to now. 
71 No large scale development 

Better bus services 
keeping character it has at the moment. 

72 With no cars parked around the Green xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx. 
73 A cleaner, happier and thriving place. a pub that is friendly and successful. a real community involvement with all 

manner or events and activities for young and old.  
74 I would like to see the port with more inlets (but not too tidy as we would lose wildlife habitats) 

I would like to see Reach Church being used for creative events when the inside has been refurbished. 
75 More people will work from home so could make the village centre a hub. 
76 With a shop, a school and another pub. 
77 Much the same but benefitting from more 'eco'and collective initiatives 
78 Not much changed from now 
79 Substantially unchanged in character but able to sustain flexible working community -i.e. 21st century 

connectivity and lower carbon footprint 
80 Not very different 
81 Much the same 
82 Shop (farm shop that sells wine) please 

A few more affordable houses that fit with the village's character 
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6. How would you like to see Reach in 20 years’ ?  

83 Some new appropriately sized houses, sympathetically disguised, environmentally sustainable, sewage problem 
sorted, point on Hythe returned to village and utilised for recreation. 

84 As now. 
Pub still open 
Bus service still in place 
Reasonable added housing 

85 With features noted at start of this section maintained. 
Some housing growth - right places/sizes 
More sustainable transport options Cambridge for commuters (more regular electric buses/trams and no traffic 
jams at Quy etc!! 

86 Traditional small village 
87 As it is now - a small rural village 
88 Very much the same except for more trees and an increase in community activities - more sports, music events 

etc... 
89 A community that works together where future generations can live and work at peace. 
90 Car free 
91 Carbon neutral 

Sustainable 
Self sufficient 
Traffic free 

92 Same 
93 Same 
94 I would love to see Reach as much more vibrant community, celebrating its history and place in the fens. 
95 I would love to think Reach would look similar in 20 years but with more tree, a few more houses better facilities 

and surrounded by land set aside for wildlife. Reach should become a hub for access to the Wicken Vision. 
96 Dynamic, thriving, strong community, safe 
97 Similar to present day 

Possibly more village facilities (shop, Post Office) 
98 Having lived here almost 30 years, I have noticed the change from sleepy to vibrant village, and it would be 

wonderful to sustain this vibrancy, by making it an attractive place to live for a wide range of people. 
99 No Change 
100 Staying as it is ! 
101 Woodland on southern/south-westerly, Swaffham Prior side of village, west along Barston Drove, to east of 

Devil's Dyke (Burwell side). 
More tree planting on village green if tradition/plan permits. 
I'd like to see the village surrounded by village owned woodland/green space and buffered from intensive 
farming practices 

102 Fairly unchanged, ie unspoilt re housing.  
Security cameras, entrance to & exit from village. 

103 More affordable housing and attractive individual houses around the outskirts of the village. 
Better roads 
A thriving pub and social scene. 

104 Pretty much the same 
105 Largely unchanged - an oasis in the midst of developments in neighbouring conurbations  
106 In a similar position, with some additional in keeping properties built. 

Ask village with its own identity and the pub open. 
107 Maintaining a feeling of a small village. 
108 Hopefully maintained its village status and kept separate e.g. not a suburb of Burwell/Prior etc. 
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2. Housing  
 

7. How many houses do you think should be built in Reach between now and 2036? (tick 
one box)  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 1 to 5    35.92% 51 

2 6 to10    29.58% 42 

3 11 to 20    18.31% 26 

4 More than 20    6.34% 9 

5 None - I accept the vulnerabilities    9.86% 14 

  
answered 142 
skipped 4 

Comments: (10) 
1 Difficult to answer this it is the how and the what 
2 Impossible to say - it depends on demand 
3 1.5 per year! 

Annotation on introduction '2015 policy states +7' 
4 Annotates the introductory piece contradicting the statement that ECDC has set the housing requirement at nil, 

stating '7 at moment' 
5 Introductory statement that ECDC has set the housing requirement as nil annotated '2015 policy states 7' 
6 I think a percentage increase based on the total number of existing houses in line with local and national 

targets. 
7 Commented on the preamble to this question - Really??? 
8 Has commented on the preamble to this question - This statement needs justifying!! It sounds like a leading 

statement to bully people into agreeing to more development!! 
9 I do not accept the vulnerabilities that you allude to. 
10 Bearing in mind that several houses have been built or planned in the past 3 years. 
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8. If additional housing were to be developed in Reach, what would be acceptable to 
you? (tick one box)  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 A single group    8.09% 11 

2 Several small groups    22.06% 30 

3 Individual developments only    59.56% 81 

4 No preference / don't know    10.29% 14 

  
answered 136 
skipped 10 

Comments: (13) 
1 also ticked several small groups 'a mixture depending on position.Pref no more than 2 (in a group)'  
2 'Individual developments only' box also ticked 
3 Annotated '2/3 in one place. Maybe bungalows' 

Individual developments only box also ticked. 
4 Inputter's note:  

Also ticked ""Individual developments only"" 
5 Annotation:  

preferences 1. individual developments, 2. several small groups, 3. a single group 
6 Sympathetic developments of additional housing 
7 None 
8 Depends on site 
9 Sustainable, environmentally friendly 

Small hence affordable 
Style and materials within keeping with existing houses 

10 Several small groups box also ticked. 
11 Respondent has also ticked 'individual developments only' 
12 Infill within village boundaries 
13 ""Either of ticked plans"" ( Individual developments only also ticked) 
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9. If additional housing were to be developed in Reach, which of the following do you 
think should be built between now and 2036? (tick as many as you would like)  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 

Sheltered accommodation 
(although a scheme in Reach is 
unlikely to be seen as financially 
viable by providers who almost 
invariably want to deliver large 
schemes) 

   6.62% 9 

2 Social rented housing (housing 
association or local authority)    26.47% 36 

3 Shared ownership housing    41.18% 56 

4 Rented privately on open market    21.32% 29 

5 Owner occupied    77.21% 105 

6 No preference/don’t know    11.03% 15 

  
answered 136 
skipped 10 

Comments: (3) 
1 I doubt any of these are realistic options. 
2 None 
3 Any of these BUT in context of being able to live indecently (sic) in Reach. 
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10. Do you think houses built in Reach between now and 2036 should (tick as many as 
you like)  

  
Be suitable 

for 
downsizing 

Be suitable for 
first time 

buyers 
Be for local 

people 
Be suitable 

for the 
elderly 

Be sustainable 
and built to 
the highest 

environmental 
standards 

Response 
Total 

Yes 20.2% 
(99) 

21.6% 
(106) 

15.7% 
(77) 

17.9% 
(88) 

24.6% 
(121) 491 

No 15.2% 
(7) 

19.6% 
(9) 

37.0% 
(17) 

23.9% 
(11) 

4.3% 
(2) 46 

Don't know 18.8% 
(9) 

18.8% 
(9) 

31.3% 
(15) 

18.8% 
(9) 

12.5% 
(6) 48 

 
answered 138 
skipped 8 

 
Comments: (13) 
1 Extra box - suitable for young families 
2 Reach is not a first time buyer's location. 
3 Be suitable for downsizing box annotated '2 bed bungalows or small houses'. 
4 Inputter's notes: * by Suitable for Elderly - ""Transport is the issue here"" 
5 Particular emphasis (two ticks) for sustainable and built to the highest environmental standards. 
6 I am not sure how any houses built could be restricted for local people as defining this category would prove 

problematic. 
7 Building regulations dictate this (highest environmental standards) nowadays. 

Wants a category for normal family housing 
8 Go to Burwell! 
9 Be for local people to rent 
10 Respondent has qualified third statement 'be for local people exclusively' and fifth statement 'be sustainable 

and built to high environmental standards. 
11 Be 'for those who wish to live in the country' rather than 'local people' 
12 Annotated on bullet point 3 'define local - definitely not for second homes/holiday homes'. 
13 Respondent asks how suitable for first time buyers is defined. Comments even small houses here sell at inflated 

prices. Ho would first time properties be protected from open market price pressure? 
On building standards respondent comments 'no concrete - this is most damaging material'. 
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11. Location of land for housing. Do you think that we should allow development:  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Only within the development 
envelope?    44.19% 57 

2 Within a carefully expanded 
development envelope?    55.81% 72 

  
answered 129 
skipped 17 

Comments: (14) 
1 Depending on where it is. 
2 The current development envelope has absolutely not served the village reasonably well. The envelope as shown 

has been breached on a number of occasions with the agreement of ECDC. It does not reflect the built 
environment. 

3 As long as it didn't upset the balance of the village or wildlife 
4 Though it depends how far any expansion of the development envelope might reach. 
5 This plan does not show the envelope relation to built environment and is misleading 
6 The current envelope excludes 20+ houses who (sic) are in Reach so needs redoing. 
7 This envelope is irrelevant as 20+ Reach houses are already existing and not within the envelope. Taking the real 

envelope being where current houses are. 
8 Only because developments have already taken place /been given permission outside the envelope. 
9 Respondent's own box 'within reasonable boundaries' 
10 Outside development envelope only by exception (but possible in the right circumstances) 
11 Respondent states that salient of the development envelope alongside the Hythe needs to come out of 

envelope 
12 Respondent highlights gardens of the Manor House and Red Bar and land on either side of Burwell Road down 

to Churchfield Farm, presumably as suitable for an expanded envelope 
13 Respondent has created an tick box marked 'Within a larger envelope' 
14 We have very limited infrastructure to accommodate more. 
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12. Is anyone in your house looking to move home within Reach?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    13.57% 19 

2 No    86.43% 121 

  
answered 140 
skipped 6 

Comments: (1) 
1 Inputters note: Nothing marked but the next question answered 

  



22 

 

13. If so, what type of property do they need?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Social housing/housing association 
(rental)    0.00% 0 

2 Affordable housing up to £250,000    57.14% 12 

3 Shared ownership housing    4.76% 1 

4 Bungalows and/or accommodation 
with easy access    9.52% 2 

5 

Sheltered or other forms of high-
support accommodation *(although 
a scheme in Reach is unlikely to be 
seen as financially viable by 
providers who almost invariably 
want to deliver large schemes) 

   0.00% 0 

6 Other    28.57% 6 

  
answered 21 
skipped 125 

Comments: (6) 
1 Also ticked bungalows and/or accommodation with easy access. 
2 'Bungalows and/or accommodation with easy access' box also ticked 
3 Why? More than I need !! (sic). 

Also ticks Other box and annotates 'Quality homes' 
4 Quality home 
5 Respondent questions whether £250K figure is affordable. Also comments that sheltered housing 'is better built 

in large villages, towns and cities where amenities are available'. 
6 Also Bungalow ticked. 
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14. Building Design. How important to you are the following?  

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 

Use of local building materials 41.5% 
(56) 

39.3% 
(53) 

11.9% 
(16) 

2.2% 
(3) 

5.2% 
(7) 135 

Use of local traditional building 
styles 

56.8% 
(75) 

31.8% 
(42) 

6.1% 
(8) 

1.5% 
(2) 

3.8% 
(5) 132 

Maintenance of traditional 
building densities 

58.0% 
(76) 

22.1% 
(29) 

6.1% 
(8) 

5.3% 
(7) 

8.4% 
(11) 131 

 
answered 139 
skipped 7 
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14. Building Design. How important to you are the following?  
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15. How important is it to you to maintain separation between Reach and Burwell and 
Reach and Swaffham Prior?  

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 

Reach and Burwell 87.9% 
(123) 

7.9% 
(11) 

2.1% 
(3) 

0.7% 
(1) 

1.4% 
(2) 140 
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15. How important is it to you to maintain separation between Reach and Burwell and 
Reach and Swaffham Prior?  

Reach and Swaffham Prior 80.7% 
(113) 

14.3% 
(20) 

1.4% 
(2) 

0.7% 
(1) 

2.9% 
(4) 140 

 
answered 141 
skipped 5 

Comments: (1) 
1 ""little bit"" (for both) 
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16. Some areas already receive protection from development, eg the Devil’s Dyke and 
Fair Green. How important is it to you to minimise the effect of development on non-
protected features such as –  

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 

The Hythe, 79.9% 
(111) 

11.5% 
(16) 

6.5% 
(9) 

1.4% 
(2) 

0.7% 
(1) 139 

Reach Lode, 90.6% 
(125) 

5.1% 
(7) 

2.9% 
(4) 

0.7% 
(1) 

0.7% 
(1) 138 

The fen-edge, 78.8% 
(108) 

14.6% 
(20) 

5.1% 
(7) 

0.7% 
(1) 

0.7% 
(1) 137 

Our woodlands, 91.5% 
(129) 

6.4% 
(9) 

0.7% 
(1) 

0.7% 
(1) 

0.7% 
(1) 141 

Hedges, footpaths, 83.9% 
(115) 

11.7% 
(16) 

2.9% 
(4) 

0.7% 
(1) 

0.7% 
(1) 137 

Bridleways, 76.1% 
(102) 

16.4% 
(22) 

5.2% 
(7) 

0.7% 
(1) 

1.5% 
(2) 134 

Droveways 75.0% 
(99) 

19.7% 
(26) 

3.0% 
(4) 

0.8% 
(1) 

1.5% 
(2) 132 

Geological features 82.5% 
(113) 

10.9% 
(15) 

2.9% 
(4) 

0.7% 
(1) 

2.9% 
(4) 137 

 
answered 142 
skipped 4 
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16. Some areas already receive protection from development, eg the Devil’s Dyke and 
Fair Green. How important is it to you to minimise the effect of development on non-
protected features such as –  

Comments: (11) 
1 There are no bridleways around Reach. 
2 However there is some protection for all of these. 
3 Can't develop on hedges footpaths, bridleways driveways? But OK for access. 
4 Cannot build on bridleways and droveways 
5 Can't build on bridleway or droveway. 
6 Annotated 'Hythe and drying ground'.  

Is the village green so protected? 
Droveways and public byways. These are potentially important grassland habitats 
Geological features to include cliffs in the wood - good for bats etc. 
We have lots of permissive access areas and routes which should be included in the Plan and protected as 
appropriate e.g. National Cycle Network, brick pits 

7 Respondent has created and ticked a 'quite' box between 'very and 'not so' for all areas. Inputter has therefore 
interpreted this as 'not so' on the grounds that respondent sees protection as worthwhile but falling short of 
'very'. 
Respondent also asks the question 'who will pay for this protection which will also include maintenance?' 

8 I've taken 'not so' to mean 'quite important' 
9 (Although not highlighted in section 3, respondent comments, in relation to the Hythe 'potential to build No. 10 

as infill plot but not past No.14 as this area could be improved and used as a parking area for residents and 
National Trust visitors. 

10 Its all about compromise. Some of these may be lost for specified developments. Respondent has created an 
'ideally yes' column in which they place hedges, footpaths, bridleways, droveways and geological features. 

11 We need the waterworks removed 
We need to build around the Fen 
 
? for the last 4 categories - ""I'm not sure what you mean. they can not be developed on"" 
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17. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these statements:  

  Agree Disagree Not sure Response 
Total 

Fair Green is of major cultural and recreational 
significance to the village and should be given Local 
Green Space status. (Local Green Space designation is 
a way to provide special protection against 
development for green areas of particular importance 
to local communities.) 

97.9% 
(137) 

1.4% 
(2) 

0.7% 
(1) 140 

 
The Hythe is of major cultural and recreational 
significance to the village and should be given Local 
Green Space status. 

78.6% 
(110) 

11.4% 
(16) 

10.0% 
(14) 140 
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The redundant above-ground tanks and pipes at the 
sewage works on the Hythe should be removed, 
access improved and more land given over for 
recreation and conservation. 

90.0% 
(126) 

2.9% 
(4) 

7.1% 
(10) 140 

 

 
answered 142 
skipped 4 

Comments: (12) 
1 Access to The Hythe improved 
2 Inputter's notes : 

one tick for fair Green 
2 ticks for The Hythe  
3 ticks for removal of sewage works equipment 

3 The Hythe should be given LGS status 'if sewage works go' 
4 Bit late! has anyone seen XXXXXX! 

Sewage Works (Recreational) 
Questions the accuracy of the third point 'if actually redundant - I believe some tanks still used' 

5 Wonders if Fair Green and the Hythe already have protection. 
6 I don't think Fair Green is under threat but no harm in protecting it. 
7 Fair Green already has protection. 
8 Not possible to secure LGS status for the Hythe. Manor House Nos. 8, 12 and 14 The Hythe have stated there is 

raw sewage on the green where children play - environmental health risk. 
Respondent has deleted 'recreation' and replaced it with 'parking' in third statement .  

9 Hythe is an environmental health risk 
10 Raw sewage on the Hythe - environmental health risk 
11 In respect of the third box, relating to removing plant from the Hythe, respondent says 'conservation maybe. No 

more recreational places needed'. 
12 ""If the waterworks are removed"" 
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18. VIEWS How important to you are the views approaching and leaving Reach and from 
within the village itself?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Very  important    76.98% 107 

2 Not so important    14.39% 20 

3 Not important    5.04% 7 

4 Don't know    0.72% 1 

5 Not sure   2.88% 4 

  
answered 139 
skipped 7 

Comments: (10) 
1 Inputter's note: 

Re map a comment made "" Ideally all"" 
2 Note re map: ""Not sure what is required?"" 
3 Entrance from Swaffham Prior is ugly. New development could improve this area 
4 None 
5 The village is somewhat of an eyesore when approaching from Swaffham Prior. Any new development would be 

an improvement. 
6 Respondent has created a 'quite' box between 'very' and 'not so'. Inputter has therefore interpreted this as 'not 

so' on the grounds that respondent sees protection of views as worthwhile but falling short of 'very'. 
7 Preferably preserve all views and vistas surrounding Reach 
8 Respondent states there are two questions here. Sees views from within Reach as 'very' important and views 

approaching and leaving Reach as 'not so' 
9 Green space as opposed to long vistas are a priority - so woodland where possible. 
10 Inputter's note: 

The category was lined through and comment made ""Some areas will need to change, but must be 
sympathetic to the environment""  
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19. Any other comments on landscape?  

  
Response 

Total 
49 

1 We need more trees to be planted. 
2 I am not sure about the views/vistas but I like to walk through the countryside enjoying the small loop walks 

around Reach. rough the woods, up to Church Hill, along to (sic) lode. 
3 Would welcome re-wilding the Fen areas as land becomes available. 

Clunch workings should remain obvious as part of our history. 
More trees and hedgerows should be encouraged. 

4 Maintain our walks and countryside and the uniqueness of our village. 
5 Keep the fabulous walks by the C.P. (sic) and Hythe. Develop near Snakehall Farm. 
6 Much of the surrounding landscape has few trees or hedges. Development of the village edge is therefore 

highly visible and should be sympathetic. Dark sky should not be compromised at night. 
7 The fen should be left alone, along with woods and roads to Burwell and Swaffham Prior. 
8 I would if I knew the meaning of that word. Hence I haven't. People shouldn't have to Google things - just for 

future reference. 
9 All existing views/vistas to be preserved 
10 Devil's Dyke 

Track at back of Ditchfield 
Chapel remains 
Woods 

11 Byways should be protected from vehicle misuse - 'Restricted Byways' an option (e.g. Brinkley/Carlton) but 
expensive. 

12 All of it should be preserved 
13 Particularly from across the fens but also as you enter from Swaffham Prior 
14 All views should be preserved  
15 All of it should be preserved 
16 Building should remain within Reach boundary. Existing. 
17 County Council Planting Churchfield Farm (Reach Plantation) is good example of small landscaping schemes 
18 Every view should be cherished - Deep thought should be given before obstructing such a view from ones 

neighbour. 
19 Quality developments enhance the village 
20 No vistas should or need to be preserved as none are particularly good. 
21 Fed up with horse paddocks dominating every approach to the village. 
22 Keep the wood! 
23 Restrict ribbon development to maintain open farmland views. 

No development impairing view from The Hythe down lode. 
24 All views and vistas should be preserved 
25 Our flat,open landscape is particularly vulnerable to inappropriate development which could destroy the above 

views and the sense of space which we currently enjoy.  
26 Work with Burwell PC to improve views from Reach to Burwell – mutual benefit to both villages. 

Prevent too much more paddock views on village outskirts. 
Protect woodland and ancient quarry area – no vehicles up there! 

27 All the views 
28 All views N,S,E,W! 
29 Just as no man is an island entire of itself, the countryside round Reach is all part of the main - not a series of 

discrete views that can be swapped or juggled with, of more or less importance - the completeness is the 
essential element. 

30 Key views  
1. Church Hill towards Swaffham Prior 
2. Views from the Dyke but not at the cost of slashing the growth on it 
3. The pylons spoil the views out to the fens 

31 All the views contribute to the quality of Reach life 
32 Devils Dyke should be cleared of scrub for 200m to show how it was. 
33 I think all views should be preserved 
34 The view from the fen is particularly precious 
35 Reach has lovely views within and around it and these should be preserved far as possible 
36 All the village approaches with their trees and open landscape. 

Having horses, sheep and cattle almost in people’s back gardens is very attractive. 
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19. Any other comments on landscape?  

37 The droveways and paths that circle Reach are important - Barston Drove, Blackberry Drove etc. They help 
define the village extent - village/homes on one side, open country and farmland on the other. A principle and 
pattern that I feel should be preserved as a feature. 

38 Nil 
39 `its unique and should be preserved apart from a massive tree planting program which we should support. 
40 All bridleways and rear of property byways, hedgerows should not be destroyed at the whim of one or two 

individuals and where damage is accepted the Parish Council should explain why. 
41 Key for annotations of map 
42 I am absolutely not anti building, but would consider each application on merit, aware of the balance that a 

village like Reach must achieve carefully designed ""new builds"" can work within an existing landscape. 
43 All current views should be maintained 
44 I'd like to see the village encapsulated by green space: more of these: woodland, non-intensively farmed land, 

nature reserve, wild meadows, waterline/wetland 
45 Nod to significance of abundant wildlife within unique landscape 
46 I am very concerned about the lack of upkeep of the Lode and ditches. they have not been dredged for years 

and the effect on wildlife is quite apparent. 
47 All of these views as in previous answers. I consider it important to preserve the separate nature of the village. 
48 All the areas should be protected – but it doesn’t mean no development. 
49 There should be flexibility to allow development of areas which make sense/have some kind of dwelling all 

ready [sic]. Bridleways shouldn’t give access to these. 
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20. HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT  

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 
How important is it to you 
minimise the impact of 
development on Reach’s 
historic environment and 
archaeological sites? 

80.9% 
(114) 

10.6% 
(15) 

5.7% 
(8) 

1.4% 
(2) 

1.4% 
(2) 141 

 

 
 

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 
How important is it to you 
minimise the impact of 
development on historical 
buildings? 

81.6% 
(115) 

9.9% 
(14) 

4.3% 
(6) 

1.4% 
(2) 

2.8% 
(4) 141 
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20. HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT  

 
 

answered 142 
skipped 4 

Comments: (8) 
1 There is protection for Reach's historic environment and archeological sites. 
2 Would like to say 'very' but it does depend on what are the definitions of historic architecture and environment. 
3 I've taken 'not so' to mean 'quite important' 
4 Good to enhance in order to maintain 
5 Respondent creates a new column 'if possible' and ticks it for both. They state 'very and 'not so' are too extreme 

and asks what is the difference between 'not so' and 'not'. In these circumstances the inputter has gone for 'not 
so' on the grounds that leaving the response blank would be unrepresentative of their feeling. Arguably 'not so' 
also under-represents it but to a lesser degree. 

6 ie The church - it needs updating. Toilets, kitchen etc 
7 Careful development may enhance and prolong historical buildings. 
8 Depends on the what and how. 
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Natural Environment  
 

21. How important do you think each of the following is to maintaining and improving 
the quality of life in Reach?  

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 
The small size of the village 
and its relationship with the 
landscape 

82.1% 
(115) 

13.6% 
(19) 

3.6% 
(5) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.7% 
(1) 140 

 
 

 
 

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 
The presence of a village green 
at the heart of the village 

96.4% 
(135) 

3.6% 
(5) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.0% 
(0) 140 
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21. How important do you think each of the following is to maintaining and improving 
the quality of life in Reach?  

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 
The presence of an historic 
core (Devil’s Dyke-Fair Green- 
Hythe-Reach Lode) running 
through our neighbourhood 

90.0% 
(126) 

9.3% 
(13) 

0.7% 
(1) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.0% 
(0) 140 

 

 
 
 

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 
The rural and historic character 
of the village and the 
protections provided by the 
Conservation Area 

87.6% 
(120) 

8.0% 
(11) 

3.6% 
(5) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.7% 
(1) 137 
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21. How important do you think each of the following is to maintaining and improving 
the quality of life in Reach?  

The limited road traffic 89.2% 
(124) 

7.9% 
(11) 

2.2% 
(3) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.7% 
(1) 139 

 

 
 
 
 

  Very Not so Not Don't 
know Not sure Response 

Total 
The ready access to open 
countryside 

93.1% 
(122) 

5.3% 
(7) 

1.5% 
(2) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.0% 
(0) 131 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

answered 140 
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21. How important do you think each of the following is to maintaining and improving 
the quality of life in Reach?  
 skipped 6 
Comments: (7) 
1 Inputter's notes:  

2 ticks for limited road traffic 
2 Inputters note:  

I think this section was accidentally missed  
3 Conservation Area already shot 
4 Respondent has created a 'quite' box between 'very' and 'not so' for the first three questions. Inputter has 

therefore interpreted this as 'not so' on the grounds that respondent sees maintaining and improving the 
quality of life in Reach in these areas as as worthwhile but falling short of 'very'.  

5 I've taken 'not so' to mean 'quite important' 
6 Respondent has replaced 'not so' with 'fairly' but ticked the boxes as marked 
7 The rural and historic - comment written ""it will need to change"" 
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22. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these statements.  

  Agree Disagree Don't 
know 

Response 
Total 

All new development must demonstrate that it 
maintains or enhances wildlife habitats 

84.9% 
(118) 

6.5% 
(9) 

8.6% 
(12) 139 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Agree Disagree Don't 
know 

Response 
Total 

Our woodlands are an important asset to the village 99.3% 
(139) 

0.0% 
(0) 

0.7% 
(1) 140 
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22. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these statements.  

 

  Agree Disagree Don't 
know 

Response 
Total 

Our hedgerows and mature trees need to be 
protected 

90.7% 
(127) 

5.0% 
(7) 

4.3% 
(6) 140 

 
 
 
 
 

  Agree Disagree Don't 
know 

Response 
Total 

The relatively dark night sky in our neighbourhood is 
an asset 

85.2% 
(115) 

5.2% 
(7) 

9.6% 
(13) 135 
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22. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these statements.  

 
answered 140 
skipped 6 

Comments: (8) 
1 Inputter's notes: 

2 ticks for woodlands 
3 ticks for hedgerows and mature trees 

2 Inputters note: 
I think this section was accidentally missed  

3 Demonstration of maintaining or enhancing wildlife habitats is a legislative requirement 
4 Don't forget the grasslands! 
5 All new development must demonstrate that it maintains or enhances wildlife habitats in within regulations for 

planning. 
6 Again these are all rather broad questions that do not lend themselves to 'blanket' yes/no answers. Individual 

situations need individual assessment. 
7 Respondent has crossed out enhances in the first statement and has put a tick between the first two columns in 

the fourth statement. 
8 Respondent creates a new column 'if possible' and ticks it for the first, third and fourth questions. In these 

circumstances the inputter has gone for don't know as it is impossible to determine if the respondent is nearer 
to agreeing or disagreeing with the statements.  
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23. Would you be interested in helping plant trees and hedges, dig ponds and put in 
other natural features which could increase biodiversity and/or act to enhance the 
landscape and views of the village/parish?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    74.60% 94 

2 No    25.40% 32 

  
answered 126 
skipped 20 

Comments: (8) 
1 If I was 20 years younger 
2 I will if my health allows 
3 Inputters note: I think this section was accidentally missed  
4 Inputter's Note: ""limited ability"" 
5 Possibly 
6 Very much so!! 
7 Owing to age 
8 Sorry - getting too infirm 
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24. COMMUNITY ENERGY  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 What is the main energy source of heating in your home ? 100.00% 138 

 

  
answered 138 
skipped 8 

Comments: (2) 
1 Inputters note: I think this section was accidentally missed  
2 Partially offset by solar feed-in 
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25. Community Energy  

  Yes No Response 
Total 

Would you support renewable energy sources in a project 
organised by the community? 

86.0% 
(111) 

14.0% 
(18) 129 

 
 
 

  Yes No Response 
Total 

Would you consider replacing your existing heating with a more 
up-to-date system based on renewable electricity? 

81.0% 
(102) 

19.0% 
(24) 126 

 
 
 

 
answered 135 
skipped 11 

Comments: (30) 
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25. Community Energy  

1 Annotated 'possibly' to positive response top first question. 
2 Annotated possibly to both questions 
3 Depends on costs 
4 Cost is a factor 
5 Subject to conditions 
6 But would depend on cost 
7 Subject to cost 
8 Not sure, capital investment prohibitive, technology changes quickly 
9 Definitely not through Bouygoes 
10 Inputters note:  I think this section was accidentally missed  
11 Inclined to support but 'depends what it is'. 
12 First question annotated 'Depends what it is' 
13 What will it be?  Already got it 
14 Difficult [to replace existing heating] as oil fired Rayburn central heating 
15 But since most renewable energy systems work poorly in old buildings, alas I'm not holding my breath. 
16 Inputter's Note:  ""already is"" 
17 Not practicable alas in my lifetime 
18 Comment on first part 'rarely work' and on second part 'electric boiler not air source heat pump'. 
19 On second question asks 'electricity or energy?' 
20 New system already 
21 Yes but already sorted 
22 'Yes' to project organised by the community if more solar. 'No' if GSHP/ASHP. 

'Yes to replacing existing heating but not a 'community' scheme  
23 Depending on cost 
24 We would upgrade water heating but would not replace our log burner. 
25 'Maybe' to second question 
26 'Maybe' to second question 
27 But not a ground source heat pump 
28 1. Depends on more information but in general yes. 

2. More info to make this decision but ideally yes 
29 Respondent annotates second question to indicate that they already have a renewable energy system in place 
30 These is (are) a cost dependent decision 
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Transport and Communication  
 

26. Should future development in Reach require:  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Provision of off-road parking to fully meet the needs of the development 73.38% 102 

2 Some off-road parking but ability to also park on road 16.55% 23 

3 No off-road parking provision 2.16% 3 

4 Not sure / don’t know 7.91% 11 

 

  
answered 139 
skipped 7 

Comments: (6) 
1 Inputters note:  

I think this section was accidentally missed  
2 ""Drives rather than street or carparks"" 
3 'Some off-road parking but ability to also park on road' box also ticked 
4 Off-road parking provision to fully meet the needs of the development should be required on outside parts of 

the village. 
5 No to parking on the road 
6 Respondent also ticked 'some off-road parking but ability to park on road'. 
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27. Do you think that the speed limit in Reach should be reduced from 30 mph to 20 
mph  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    53.24% 74 

2 No    46.76% 65 

  
answered 139 
skipped 7 

Comments: (7) 
1 Absolutely 
2 15MPH in bottom half of village 
3 Suggest we have a speed monitor as in Burwell each way into village. 
4 Inputters note:  I think this section was accidentally missed  
5 Not enforceable so pointless 
6 Not necessarily. The 30 MPH sign ent.ering Reach should be moved before the Reach sign (with hedgehogs) 

perhaps to cricket pitch entrance. 
7 Swaffham Road speeding, by villagers, is an unaddressed issue - nothing came of a past investigation into this. 
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28. Do you think we need to do more to discourage through traffic?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    45.19% 61 

2 No    54.81% 74 

  
answered 135 
skipped 11 

Comments: (8) 
1 I don't think it's an issue normally - only if there's an accident on Burwell-Swaffham Prior road. 
2 Inputter's notes: 2 ticks 
3 Inputters note: I think this section was accidentally missed  
4 ? in ' Yes' box 
5 How much through traffic do we get? 
6 Not a problem? 
7 Inputter's Note:   ""?"" 
8 We need to keep the fen road as a bumpy single track road. 
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29. Do you think we need to do more to stop HGVs transiting the village?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    76.09% 105 

2 No    23.91% 33 

  
answered 138 
skipped 8 

Comments: (10) 
1 Inputter's notes:  2 ticks 
2 Inputters note:  I think this section was accidentally missed  
3 Except the long ones that get stuck 
4 The layout of the roads limits this to an extent  
5 Not a problem 
6 But also need to recognise and respect needs of genuine agricultural vehicles whilst acknowledging that they 

are now very much larger than when roads were made and which my longer be suitable 
7 And farm vehicles! 
8 Haven't noticed any problem here. 
9 Rural village/farms need this. 
10 This is part of agricultural surroundings! 
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30. How important is it to create safe access routes to Burwell and Swaffham Prior for 
pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Very important    79.86% 111 

2 Not so important    12.95% 18 

3 Not important  3.60% 5 

4 Don't know  1.44% 2 

5 Not sure  2.16% 3 

  
answered 139 
skipped 7 

Comments: (6) 
1 Inputters note:  I think this section was accidentally missed  
2 It should be possible for horse riders to follow the lode and get to 24 Acres. 
3 ""little bit"" 
4 I've taken 'not so' to mean 'quite important'. Arguably there is already pedestrian access to Swaffham Prior - 

Barston Drove so I would see it as a priority. 
5 Respondent comments that this is three questions in one and their response is for pedestrians and cyclists not 

horse riders. 
6 Respondent has replaced 'not so' with 'fairly' and then ticked the box 
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31. How important is it to improve access for pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders from 
the centre of the village to the orchard, woodland, manege and cricket pitch at the 24 
Acres?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Very important    55.40% 77 

2 Not so important    32.37% 45 

3 Not important    8.63% 12 

4 Don't know   2.88% 4 

5 Not sure    0.72% 1 

  
answered 139 
skipped 7 

Comments: (8) 

1 Inputters note:  I think this section was accidentally missed  
2 Barston Drove for horse riders to S.Prior 
3 Maybe a 'calming' intervention before the sharp corner by the 24 Acres access to slow traffic coming from 

Burwell?  
4 a footpath already exists 
5 ""little bit"" 
6 Respondent ticked 'very' for access to orchard , 'not so' for the rest of the 24 Acres facilities 
7 Improve the green lane from the Hythe to the above 
8 Respondent has replaced 'not so' with 'fairly' and then ticked the box 
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32. How do you view the broadband service in Reach ?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Very Good    31.21% 44 

2 Satisfactory    46.81% 66 

3 Not Good / Poor    15.60% 22 

4 Not sure / Don't Know    4.96% 7 

5 Don't have Broadband   1.42% 2 

  
answered 141 
skipped 5 

Who is your supplier? (119) 
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33. How do you view the mobile phone service in Reach?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Very Good    34.11% 44 

2 Satisfactory    58.91% 76 

3 Not sure / Don't Know    6.98% 9 

  
answered 129 
skipped 17 

Who is your supplier? (129) 
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34. How often do you use the bus services through Reach?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Daily   1.44% 2 

2 Weekly   2.88% 4 

3 Occasionally    46.04% 64 

4 Never    49.64% 69 

  
answered 139 
skipped 7 

What changes to the bus service would increase your usage? (84) 
1 There is insufficient evening service. 
2 Better bus times/later times 
3 More frequent service. Late night bus from Cambridge. 
4 Smaller buses - more often - through service to Ely - to the train station 
5 More often, quicker times to town/city centres. 
6 Every bus on route coming through Reach, better timings for morning to Cambridge, better connections 

across Cambridge. 
7 Frequency 
8 More frequent buses. 0645 and 0923 to Cambridge is not frequent enough. 

They’re far too expensive. 
9 Direct route to Cambridge  

Faster service. 
10 Faster service/ more direct to Newmarket and Cambridge 
11 None 
12 Later service at weekends to Cambridge 
13 More direct service to Cambridge/Newmarket 
14 Cheaper fares 
15 More evening buses. This would be good for youngsters growing up too. 
16 If it were cheaper 
17 Running later in the evening 

Less expensive 
18 Direct route to Addenbrookes where I work 
19 Honesty not sure anything would. I don't see my weekly commute as viable using bus service 
20 If the route was more direct 

If the route went to Cambridge Science Park 
21 A public service! (Not a profit making enterprise). 

Cheaper, more peak services 
22 I never use it because they are not frequent enough 
23 Later times home from Cambridge in the evening to go to theatre or pictures 
24 Frequency  
25 More regular, reliable and inexpensive 
26 Cheaper and more frequent 
27 More buses, cheaper 
28 I used to use the bus to get to college in the morning but I had to take a 6.45 because the next one was [can’t 

read] which was too late. More buses would be good. 
29 Car parking charges, while parked at work in Cambridge  
30 Inputter's notes:  Ticked weekly and occasionally. 

 
""Times to allow people to get to & from work. WHY do busses that go through Swaffham Prior link with 
Reach? I am FORCED to drive FAR MORE than I want to. 



56 

 

34. How often do you use the bus services through Reach?  

31 On average perhaps use every 2-3 weeks 
Later services to and from Cambridge 

32 Later return in the evenings 
33 Every hour would be great! 
34 More buses - should be smaller - no need for double deckers!!  
35 Maybe if they went straight to Cambridge 
36 Reach not being missed out!  

Better times for working people. 
37 Evening service 

Less than 40 min journey 
38 Regularity 

Late bus 
39 frequency and reliability 
40 frequency, price, faster 
41 More frequent and faster buses to Cambridge train station 
42 More frequent and cheaper 
43 Through buses to station might be useful 

Prices 
Frequency 

44 More buses and better times. 
Low prices. 
Direct journeys. 

45 Frequency (increased) 
46 Very good - but not always reliable. 

 
Need to be smaller buses and 2/3 into Cambridge/Newmarket 

47 Very occasionally 
Me being retired and having more time will happily use it then! 

48 4-5 times a year 
Late night services from Cambridge 

49 Re-instate 6.56 service from Newmarket thru Reach. 
Re-instate 17.15 service from Cambridge thru Reach. 
Evening and Sunday services?? 

50 Later buses for commuting, more direct buses to local towns and cities and buses at more suitable times to 
start colleges, ie in Cambridge for sixth form studies etc. 

51 More frequent buses 
52 A more regular service that takes far less time to get to and from Cambridge/Newmarket. 
53 Cheaper service 

Later returns to village 
54 More often 
55 None 
56 None 
57 More frequent service and quicker route into Cambridge and Newmarket - possibly smaller buses linking up 

to larger at certain points eg Quy 
58 Cheaper/faster 
59 Frequency and fares 
60 Smaller buses 

faster variable routes 
61 It it came more regularly 
62 A service for return to the village later than 8pm. 

Sunday service 
63 None - takes too long and bus stop is too far from office in Cambridge 
64 Uses bus services 2 to 3 times per month on average 

Evening services post 2000 to and from Reach, from and too Cambridge. 
65 More frequent buses 
66 Faster trips to city centre 

More direct 
67 More frequent journeys 
68 Increased regularity and shorter journey times i.e. without all stops and Bottisham detour when going to 

Cambridge 
69 Better late transport 
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34. How often do you use the bus services through Reach?  

70 If the morning bus didn't sit in traffic at Stow cum Quy (and Newmarket Road) and same for evening bus. It 
can take hours in the rush hour and so too unreliable. 

71 An express service to Cambridge (not so many stops to Cambridge). 
Plus cost too high. 

72 Frequency 
73 Don't know 
74 Lower cost 
75 Journey time to Cambridge too slow 

Inconvenient departure times 
Too infrequent to be useful 

76 More frequent (hourly rather than every other) 
If they were on time 

77 Regular reliable service, competitively priced - unrealistic at the moment O know, but ideally. 
78 More frequent and less ""round the houses"" routes. 
79 Late night returns from Cambridge 
80 An hourly service 
81 No realistic chance 

Frequency and journey times to Cambridge Newmarket would need to improve beyond economic reality. 
82 Revise time 
83 Better commuting options in the a.m. 
84 None 
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35. How do you view communications from the County Council, the District Council and 
the Parish Council about issues that affect Reach, including planning applications?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Very good    14.49% 20 

2 Satisfactory    48.55% 67 

3 Unsatisfactory    22.46% 31 

4 Don't know    7.97% 11 

5 Not sure    6.52% 9 

  
answered 138 
skipped 8 

What improvements would you like to see? (34)  
1 Very rarely hear/notice anything. Occasionally something about planning applications in the village 

magazine. 
2 More engagement from Parish Council especially re housing applications. 
3 Easier to find out about new applications.  Easier to find application details. 
4 Better access and responses from County Council and Highways regarding issues.  Parish Council does a 

good job and is very supportive and proactive around issues. 
5 Could be more communication via Facebook etc about amenities. 
6 All could improve especially from the Parish Council 
7 Nothing from D.C. and C.C. 
8 More clarity from County and District 
9 Receive nothing from C.C. and D.C. 
10 I don’t get any information, so I wouldn’t know anything about it. 
11 More communication. More support on applications on boundary of Reach/Burwell which would affect 

infrastructure of Reach Parish Council to actively look at surrounding planning. 
12 District Councillors very good  County Councillor unsatisfactory 
13 More social media with updates and advice about applications before closure date and published in 

magazine.  Parish Council councillors are not a member for own gain – i.e. planning as has happened in 
the past. 

14 More frequent and more visible 
15 Parish Council should make more effort to communicate issues for public comment 
16 It would be good to have an email whenever a planning application is filed 
17 Too expensive planning applications - take too long 
18 The council as a whole is poor but the District Councillor is good! 
19 Be good to get some communication 
20 An email to all parishioners about any new planning applications in the whole village 
21 A system that pushes planning applications to villagers who have requested them possibly via a web 

site. Such applications should extend beyond the neighbourhood boundary so that we can have a say 
on future Weir's Drove caravan sites and gas-fired power stations. 

22 Minutes of meetings past are insufficient. More should be done to let villagers know what is being 
discussed or coming up so people can have an input. 

23 Understandable locations of planning applications as opposed to application number or grid references. 
24 Notification about planning applications in the vicinity but not immediately nearby e.g. site on Weirs 

Drove for caravan park 
25 Action when people develop areas without planning 
26 Proper funding of Council functions for Planning, Environmental Health and Planning Regulations 
27 Issues important to the village should be given greater visibility. 
28 More information for Reach residents after meetings 
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35. How do you view communications from the County Council, the District Council and 
the Parish Council about issues that affect Reach, including planning applications?  
29 I don't think the PC has been overly good at communicating on planning and at times haven't really 

supported village views 
30 More planning (sic) approved 
31 It would be great if the Parish Council could have a website (like Burwell) to access information and 

know what PC does. 
32 A parish council website 
33 ECDC was no help with setting up the Reach community broadband, Rasp now Air Broadband 
34 I don’t think we receive any communication and would rely on us attending meetings which is often not 

possible. 
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Services and Amenities  
 

36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The Dykes End 2.2% 
(3) 

15.8% 
(22) 

36.7% 
(51) 

37.4% 
(52) 

7.9% 
(11) 139 

 

 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The Church 1.4% 
(2) 

0.0% 
(0) 

3.6% 
(5) 

51.4% 
(72) 

43.6% 
(61) 140 

 

 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

Daily, 1.4% Weekly, 0.0% Monthly, 3.6%

Less often, 
51.4%

Not at all, 43.6%
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36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

The Village Hall 0.0% 
(0) 

7.7% 
(11) 

12.0% 
(17) 

66.2% 
(94) 

14.1% 
(20) 142 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The tennis court 0.0% 
(0) 

2.9% 
(4) 

3.6% 
(5) 

35.7% 
(50) 

57.9% 
(81) 140 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 
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36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

The football pitch 0.0% 
(0) 

2.2% 
(3) 

5.0% 
(7) 

21.6% 
(30) 

71.2% 
(99) 139 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The swings on lower Fair Green 2.1% 
(3) 

5.7% 
(8) 

5.7% 
(8) 

20.0% 
(28) 

66.4% 
(93) 140 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 
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36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

The play park 1.4% 
(2) 

7.1% 
(10) 

7.1% 
(10) 

27.1% 
(38) 

57.1% 
(80) 140 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The picnic area 0.7% 
(1) 

4.3% 
(6) 

4.3% 
(6) 

26.8% 
(37) 

63.8% 
(88) 138 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 



64 

 

36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

The table tennis table 0.7% 
(1) 

2.9% 
(4) 

5.8% 
(8) 

23.2% 
(32) 

67.4% 
(93) 138 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The cricket pitch 3.6% 
(5) 

6.5% 
(9) 

5.8% 
(8) 

14.5% 
(20) 

69.6% 
(96) 138 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 
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36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

The orchard 5.0% 
(7) 

12.9% 
(18) 

18.6% 
(26) 

38.6% 
(54) 

25.0% 
(35) 140 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The equestrian manege 0.0% 
(0) 

1.5% 
(2) 

2.9% 
(4) 

5.9% 
(8) 

89.7% 
(122) 136 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 
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36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

The allotments on Barston 
Drove 

0.7% 
(1) 

6.5% 
(9) 

1.4% 
(2) 

7.2% 
(10) 

84.1% 
(116) 138 

 

  Daily Weekly Monthly Less often Not at all Response 
Total 

The shop at The Prospects 
Trust 

0.0% 
(0) 

15.9% 
(22) 

21.0% 
(29) 

41.3% 
(57) 

21.7% 
(30) 138 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
answered 142 
skipped 4 

Comments: (15) 
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36. How often do you use the following facilities?  

1 We do not have children but our visiting family always uses these facilities 
2 Didn’t know about allotments  
3 I will use the tennis court, football pitch, the swings on lower Fair Green, the picnic area, the table tennis table 

and the orchard more when we have started our family. 
4 Children grown up  
5 Inputter's note:  for The Dykes End, comment - (in the summer) 

for the table tennis table, comment - ?Didnt know there was one. 
6 Inputter's Note:  table tennis table had 3 x ? next to it. 
7 Use the pub twice a week 
8 Sorry! 
9 The wood daily 
10 Hopes to use the equestrian manege more in the future 
11 Shop at the Prospects Trust is amazing!! 
12 Reach wood - daily 
13 Where is Reach Wood on this list - probably used the most! 
14 Cricket pitch box annotated 'seasonally' 
15 Respondent also uses 'the Wood' on a monthly basis 
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37. Whilst the NP cannot deliver new amenities, in a perfect world, what other amenities 
would you like to see in the village?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 86 
1 Basketball hoop. 
2 Community shop/delivery point 
3 Community shop 
4 A co-operative village shop or pop-up amenity for residents without transport (elderly/young mums) maybe 

combined with a cafe (open a few times a week). 
All-weather riding area/surface as there are many horses and riders in the village. 

5 Recycling facilities for glass, plastic, clothes, shoes carrier bags. 
6 Shop for basics. 
7 Post Office/small village shop (maybe joined with pub) with basics (milk, bread etc). 
8 A small shop. 
9 A small shop 
10 Small Post Office/Shop 
11 Small coffee shop 
12 Village shop and improvement of footpath for disabled people 
13 Basketball area 

Clean swimming area in lode 
Better canoe/kayak launching area 

14 Small village shop for essentials 
15 Museum/historical information.  

Cafe 
16 Tea room, small shop 
17 Shop 
18 Village shop/Post Office 
19 Car park for visitors 
20 Pull the pub down and re hash to a modern one. Top Market. 
21 Shop 
22 A ‘hangout’ for teenagers 
23 A club (organised activities0 for older people and teenagers. 

Tea shop/Art/Community based craft activities/Shop 
24 Village shop/post office 
25 More support for Dyke’s End + villages hall. 

Tea room (afternoon teas) 
More events which target certain groups – elderly, young mothers, ladies only, men only, events in daytime 

26 Shop 
27 SHOP!! (even a mobile shop??) (and Post Office) 
28 Community shop – maybe if Snakehall Farm diversified? 
29 Shops, Doctors, playgroup 
30 More use of pub – tea shop, coffee shop, afternoon teas. 

Smaller events in the hall. 
31 Shop 

Doctors 
Play Group 

32 Shop ? in the pub/church/village hall 
Good broadband - it hasn't reached Great Lane yet! 

33 The village hall is a great asset and should be priced to make it more affordable to residents. 
The Hythe improvement and mooring could attract visitors and support for the pub. 

34 A Village shop - Tea Room 
35 Shop and Post Office 
36 None 
37 Shop 
38 support existing amenities ie village hall 
39 A small community shop selling basics so we do not have to drive to Burwell for basics eg Flour, milk, eggs 
40 Farm shop 
41 Shop 
42 None - no more projects - need to make better use of what we already have! 
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37. Whilst the NP cannot deliver new amenities, in a perfect world, what other amenities 
would you like to see in the village?  
43 Youth Club 

Places for older kids 
Cafe in pub 
Community shop 

44 Shop/Post Office 
45 Small shop (grocery, bakery) 

Tea/coffee cafe 
46 Shop 

Cinema in VH 
47 We’re actually pretty well-off for amenities in a village of this size. 
48 A small shop incorporated in pub/village hall selling the bare necessities ie bread, milk, maybe newspapers 
49 No amenities but better green connectivity for amenities in Burwell and beyond. 
50 Community shop 

Tea room 
51 None 
52 I'm happy with the amenities in Reach. Other amenities can be found in Burwell, Newmarket, Soham, Ely and 

Cambridge. All are easily accessible. 
53 More information for tourists about the history (& the Neighbourhood Plan) the walks & amenities of the 

village, with a good map & guide & perhaps even a small display of photos etc, perhaps housed in the church 
plus more emphasis put on the wood as an amenity for visitors. 

54 We have enough. 
Need to concentrate on maintaining key amenities ie village hall 

55 I would like to see a new wood behind the pub/village hall/church and access path to link Reach Wood and 24 
acres into a single amenity. 

56 Wild flowers on the verges and roads into the village 
more benches at the port, picnic tables. 

57 shops for food 
58 School shop 
59 Small shop/post office 
60 Clearance of the redundant treatment plant and re-landscape to provide a tranquil picnic/rest area not 

excluding making the lode navigable and provision of mornings - we were a port! 
61 Shared work shop/machine tools/garden tools 

Cycle path all the way to Cambridge 
62 Pop up tea shop (ref Swaffham Prior) 
63 Shop 
64 Village shop 
65 Combined shop with pub? 

Car sharingg service. Car club? 
Community canoes 
Water ferries boats to Cambridge! 

66 I think Reach is well supplied for a small village. 
67 Small tearoom/shop 

Additional dog bins 
68 None - for a village of its size Reach has excellent amenities 
69 Nil 
70 Nil 
71 Bakery 

Tea room 
Fibre broadband to every home - please!! 
It is nice not having shops (sic) 

72 Small shop 
73 Love to see a weekly use of a cafe in the church and much more use of the village hall 
74 A shop selling basics - milk bread etc. 
75 I would like to see joined up thinking regarding use of the village centre, the church and the pub. If only the 

pub could diversify to become a community pub with a variety of services. 
76 Shop with Post Office 

Ice rink 
77 None 
78 Given the number of small businesses and professional people in Reach, could a community office with AV & 

internet etc be provided. Allowing for small group meetings. 
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37. Whilst the NP cannot deliver new amenities, in a perfect world, what other amenities 
would you like to see in the village?  
79 A seat at the end of Devils Dyke, maybe commemorative to a Reach villager on the Green entrance to the 

walk. 
Overhall of pavements 

80 Better wider roads with a safe cycle path to Burwell. 
Better upkeep of the Lode and Blackberry Drove ditch. 

81 A shop 
82 None 
83 Small shop 
84 A shop would be great – but I know the footfall would not sustain this – so I’m happy how it is. 
85 Somewhere to buy a Sunday paper! 
86 Now the pub is better managed I think we have all we need! 

  
answered 86 
skipped 60 
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Employment and Tourism  
 

38. Are you currently:  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Employed full-time    34.27% 49 

2 Employed part-time    10.49% 15 

3 Self employed    17.48% 25 

4 Retired    25.17% 36 

5 Unemployed and looking for work    0.70% 1 

6 
Unemployed but not looking for 
work, including full-time carer, 
long-term sick or disabled unable 
to work, unwaged 
housewife/husband. 

   2.10% 3 

7 Student (including 
school/college/university)    8.39% 12 

8 Other   1.40% 2 

  
answered 143 
skipped 3 

Comments: (6) 
1 Inputter's notes:  Also ticked Retired. 
2 One person here ticked self-employed, the other unemployed but not looking for work. 
3 Part time 
4 Seems to have completed for 2 people, because also ticked employed part-time 
5 ""almost"" 
6 Inputters notes:  Self employed also ticked 
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39. Where do you usually work, train or study?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Reach    32.65% 32 

2 Burwell    11.22% 11 

3 Soham    2.04% 2 

4 Swaffham Prior    4.08% 4 

5 Swaffham Bulbeck    2.04% 2 

6 Newmarket    8.16% 8 

7 Bottisham    8.16% 8 

8 Fordham    2.04% 2 

9 Cambridge or    62.24% 61 

10 Cambridgeshire    19.39% 19 

11 London    7.14% 7 

  
answered 98 
skipped 48 

Elsewhere, please specify (18) 
1 Ely 
2 Fulbourn 
3 Six Mile Bottom 
4 Upware 
5 Ely 
6 Yes 
7 Aberystwyth 
8 X 
9 Other local villages 
10 Exning 
11 Histon 
12 North Essex 
13 Ely and surrounding area 
14 Stowmarket 
15 Lode 
16 N/A 
17 N/A 
18 Global 

 
  



73 

 

40. Do you work from home or elsewhere in Reach?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 No    41.60% 52 

2 Occasionally    24.00% 30 

3 Some days in the week    25.60% 32 

4 Full time    8.80% 11 

  
answered 125 
skipped 21 

Comments: (1) 
1 Qualifies tick by annotation 'rarely' 
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41. Do you think the NP should make provision for employment in the village?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    48.00% 60 

2 No    52.00% 65 

  
answered 125 
skipped 21 

Comments: (17) 
1 Not sure 
2 Not sure. This is a difficult question answer as very dependent on the type of employment and facilities 

required. 
3 What does this mean? Industrial park then no. 
4 Not sure. Maybe something like a barn conversion with office units? 
5 ? 
6 We are not big enough for light industry. 
7 Retired people 
8 This should have been a bigger question. There is variation between small workshops/industrial parks and 

location. 
9 Not sure 
10 Should certainly discuss changing needs. 
11 ""perhaps a little"" 
12 Don't know 
13 Or improve bus hours for working peopled 
14 Maybe 
15 Only because unrealistic 
16 If within the envelope. It would be good for the pub (potentially). 
17 Not as specific aim.  

Not against re-developments that might include offices or small commercial spaces or workshops. 
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42. TOURISM Do you think we should promote Reach’s attractions?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    57.78% 78 

2 No    42.22% 57 

  
answered 135 
skipped 11 

Comments: (12) 
1 Moderately 
2 Not sure 
3 Already in guides for interested parties. Making Reach a tourist attraction would destroy its tranquility and 

bring more vehicles into the village 
4 Only if there's more parking 
5 Only if the things in the second question were fulfilled. 
6 As long as it’s sustainable + more parking 
7 Within the limits of the characteristics in 2 above 
8 Not until we sort parking 
9 Inputter's note:  Not ticked but comment made - ""Quietly"" 
10 ""Limited"" 
11 Two edged sword. I think we should value and retain the fair but be aware of limited infrastructure in village 

for too much tourism. Fine balance between ""living"" in the village and ""attracting"" other transient visitors, 
which could mean changing the nature of Reach for the worse. 

12 Reach is already a tourist attraction - The wood, pub, play area and church all attract more people from 
outside the village than live here. 
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43. Do you think we should enhance our attraction by, for example, improving car 
parking, boat mooring and perhaps encouraging a tea room or other tourist facilities?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    58.96% 79 

2 No    41.04% 55 

  
answered 134 
skipped 12 

Comments: (10) 
1 Not sure. Reach would not cope with a lot of tourism. It would increase traffic and may be detrimental not 

helpful. 
2 Not sure 
3 Community tea room 
4 Dredge load (sic) for boat and wildlife access 
5 ""Limited"" 
6 tea room and boat morning but not car parking 
7 I think this should be driven by the businesses not village 
8 Reach as a tourism hotspot would ruin our community. 
9 Inputter's notes:    The comment above was made for this question too. 
10 Options should be separate. If so I would have ticked boat mooring. 
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About you  
 

44. Which of these age groups are you in?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 16-20    9.29% 13 

2 21-25    2.14% 3 

3 26-30    2.14% 3 

4 31-35    4.29% 6 

5 36-40    4.29% 6 

6 41-45    7.14% 10 

7 46-50    8.57% 12 

8 51-55    12.86% 18 

9 56-60    12.86% 18 

10 61-65    10.71% 15 

11 66-70    8.57% 12 

12 71-75    10.00% 14 

13 76-80    5.00% 7 

14 81+    2.14% 3 

  
answered 140 
skipped 6 

 
  



78 

 

 

45. Do you think you would consider moving within Reach in the next 20 years?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes, to a smaller house    22.39% 30 

2 Yes, to a larger house    8.96% 12 

3 No    47.76% 64 

4 Not sure / don’t know    20.90% 28 

  
answered 134 
skipped 12 

Comments: (4) 
1 Need disability facilities. XXXX.. 
2 Also ticked yes to a larger house 
3 Also ticked 'yes to a larger house' 
4 Also annotated Yes to a larger house'. Over 20 years 
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46. Are you currently thinking of leaving Reach?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

1 Yes    13.77% 19 

2 No    86.23% 119 

  
answered 138 
skipped 8 

If so, please write the reasons (25) 
1 Moving abroad. 
2 University  
3 Lived here for nearly 50 years. Moved three times (in the village). Love the village as it is. Does not need any 

more houses here. 
4 Not for some years – but thinking of moving nearer to shops, docs, train etc as we get older 
5 Undecided 
6 But in a few years yes as I will finish university and Reach is too expensive 
7 Work 
8 Anti-social behaviour at XXXXXXXXXX. XXXXXXX.  Traffic and population increase in Cambridgeshire. 
9 Downsize 
10 For university but would love to come back! 
11 I can't see myself living here forever. More exciting places such as London attract me more. Prefer the 

landscapes elsewhere. 
12 Old Age! 

Eventually will need care 
13 University 
14 ""Maybe""  

Lack of access to facilities eg doctors, dentist etc and activities for older people. More ability to meet friends 
who live in Cambridge. 

15 People here spoil it. 
16 Nothing to do and can't travel anywhere without a car 
17 I currently live in my family home. I will leave Reach when I buy my own home. 
18 It's not so much Reach. I want to leave more Cambridge and Cambridgeshire. It is too busy, too many houses 

being built and busy roads. 
19 But I have repeatedly considered moving from Reach to find friendlier people and a true sense of community 
20 availability/suitability of alternative accommodation. 
21 Suitability of accommodation for older/younger people. 
22 We would love to build a home on our land to live out our days. We need to downsize! 
23 Lack of housing 
24 Few appropriate sized houses come up for sale. 
25 We are in our 30s and plan to retire and stay in our home. 
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What have we missed?  
 

47. What would you like to see in the Plan that hasn’t been mentioned above?  

  Response 
Percent 

Response 
Total 

 Open-Ended Question 100.00% 29 

1 Thanks to all involved in this. 
2 Link to Wicken Fen Vision 
 Connectivity cycle/bus to other areas e.g. Soham/Ely/Cambridge North/Waterbeach 
 Consideration of families and children 
 Provision for electric and autonomous vehicles in the future 
3 Leave the village unchanged. It’s the village for that very reason. 
4 Cycle paths, walking paths, jogging paths in and out of the village. 
5 Swaffham Road and Burwell Road outside village need kerning to help with winter damage to verges by 

buses and lorries. 
6 Any new development should be zero carbon. 
7 Zero carbon developments in the future. 
8 Supporting any development of the pub ie increase in size. 
 continue with broadband provision 
9 Agriculture 
10 This document has many steered question (sic) and should not in anyway form a framework for any 

village vote or refferendom (sic) 
11 The majority of questions within are not within the control of a NP documented the bulk of questions are 

irrelevant to form any useful statement.  
12 Concerns with the current Development Envelope, feel strongly that the envelope that runs parallel with 

the Lode and around the Hythe, the parallel with Byway 11, should be moved in, so that there can be no 
development beyond the actual houses already along that section of the Development Envelope. The 
reason for this is to protect the rural Fen Edge, the Fen views, the Lode and the Hythe. 

13 Complete Fair Green project by burying telephone lines to bottom end of green, preferably in fibre optic! 
14 A train station in Burwell and the track reinstated. 
15 30 mph speed limit expended to take in entrance to 24 acres along Burwell Road for safer access. 
16 Nothing. Unfortunately, the NP process (prescribed by the Locality Act 201) assumes that development is 

a good thing and/or can be achieved sustainably. I doubt that this is possible in Reach. 
17 Extend 30 mph to beyond properties along Burwell Road in Reach possibly sleeping policemen on 

approaching road into Reach. 
18 I moved to Reach for what it is as did most of the villagers. I love Reach for what it is and I don't expect it 

to change to meet my needs as I age and I don't expect it to pander to my childrens' housing 
requirements. To fundamentally change the village would destroy its charm. 

19 Much greater attention paid to the condition & maintenance of green lanes tracks & drove roads - 
banning motorbikes and 4x4s - making farmers make good the surfaces damaged by tractors. Perhaps as 
more land is brought under National Trust Fen Project agricultural use will taper off entirely & they can 
revert to foot & cycle traffic (& also alas, horses that do so much to churn up the soil - perhaps riders 
could be made more aware of the damage they do) 

20 As mentioned - much more use of the village hall for events and socials. Even as a tea room on weekends 
for visitors/tourists and residents etc 

21 Using the Telephone Box as a history box ( I think a book swap will not work due to condensation) 
 We could record the history of the port/fair/village life/the geology of the Dyke/fenland stories/trades 

and a phone to hear them. 
22 Very thorough 
23 Allotments in the village 
 Water supply for the (current) allotments. 
24 More activities in the village hall for the villagers during the week, i.e.: knit and natter group 

tea/coffee/cake and chat  exercise for the elderly  I think this will help the community spirit, help the 
lonely, elderly and parents at home. 

25 A flood mitigation plan 
26 I would like to see the NP include any potential further development in the main chalk pit - an SSI site. It 

is sad that access to this area for walking, bird watching has been cut off. 
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47. What would you like to see in the Plan that hasn’t been mentioned above?  

27 Improved maintenance of green lanes and droves. New footpaths to provide circular walks. Footpath and 
cycleway to Burwell and Swaffham Prior. Acquisition of land for more woodland planting (as) a community 
effort for climate mitigation. I also think more could be made of the archeology and major view points . 
They could all have (new) interpretation boards. I am particularly dismayed by the loss of access to the 
floor of the chalkpit and the geological SSSI. 

28 Lessons need to be learned from the development at XXXX. New builds are desirable, but must be in 
keeping with the village. 

29 Seems to cover everything - Well Done ! 

  
answered 29 

skipped 117 
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