HOUSING SURVEY RESULTS – OCTOBER 2014
The aim of the survey was to seek local views on the maximum number of dwellings that should be built in any future
developments. The results from this survey will help form the basis of a policy within the Neighbourhood Plan that will limit the
size of individual housing schemes within or immediately adjacent to the village settlement boundary.
You can find a copy of the original survey at the end of this report.

METHOD
The data within this document was collated from online questionnaire, electronic PDF submission and printed forms manually
completed and returned to the Parish Clerk. This approach was used to obtain as close to 100% coverage of the Parish as
possible.
A leaflet drop was carried out throughout the whole of the Parish that contained the paper version of the questionnaire. The
online methods were advertised via a local forum (known as ‘The Google Group’), the Parish Council Facebook and Twitter pages
and via the main Parish Council web site itself. The online method was also provided as an option to use the printed version.

RESULTS
In total, there were 452 responses returned.

The “others” answers are further broken down in the following diagram.

The others were grouped into the “allowed” ranges and incorporated into those ranges.

An option of zero was removed from the “final” answers since whilst a value of zero is a valid opinion, it is not a valid option
when applied to the number of houses within potential developments. The Local Plan will allocate a number of houses to
Bramley and the purpose of this questionnaire is to determine what size developments should be built. For example, if we were
allocated 200 houses in the local plan, the purpose of the survey was to determine whether we should have one development of
all 200 houses, or perhaps four smaller developments spread across multiple sites of 50 each.

BREAKDOWN OF RESULTS BY POSTCODE

This diagram shows the spread throughout the parish of all answer provided.

This diagram shows those who answered “50 max”

This diagram shows those who answered “100 max”

This diagram shows those who answered “150 max”

This diagram shows those who answered “200 max”

This diagram shows those who answered within the “Others” category.

This diagram shows those who answered invalid answers removed.

COMMENTS
Below you will find the various comments supplied from the survey. Please note, the spelling mistakes are
as supplied. Personal identifiable information has been removed where appropriate.
0 to 50 max
10 to 20 range acceptable
100 max per site
15 Max
40 preferable
40-75 per site. Maximum of 200 until 2029, say in 4 developments of 50
70 max
A pedestrian crossing for the level crossing is badly needed in Bramley, especially if more housing
is going to put more people using the train.
Any development should include upgrades to the roads and pavements, the infrastructure (drains,
phonelines/exchange etc.) and should include additional buildings for extra doctors' surgery,
dental practice, retail units and community/sports facilities.
Flooding is a real concern and no development should be undertaken without appropriate flood
defences both for the development AND for any other areas that will be affected by the reduction
in water absorbing area resulting from said development.
All the development in Bramley in recent years and almost all of the new proposed sites are at the
Sherfield end of the village.
Why are there no plans to build in other areas such as along the Silchester Road heading towards
Little London. Why does all the new building have to be in the same area as before?
Answer is based on preserving Bramley as a village rather than a suburb of Basingstoke.I also
hink that thought needs to be given to the needs of an expanding village with a changing
demographic in addition to just housing numbers. This to maintain and improve quality of life and
meet the needs of childen, families, singles etc.
As a Rural Village, Bramley is overcrowded already. I am not prepared to collude with the Council
to build more.
As few as possible
Bramley cannot support further large housing developments, we do not have the appropriate
development land or infrastructure. Several smaller developments over 15+ years would enable
Bramley to adapt as well as retain it's rural character to the benefit of all residents.

Bramley doesn't have the infrastructure for more intensive building, it is served only by country
lanes.Housing developments should be centred on the Chineham/Sherfield area where there is
closer access to the A30.
Bramley has already absorbed considerable new development in recent years without any
improvement to the existing infrastructure. Our wish is to live in a rural village, not on the edge of
an urban scrawl. If we do not resist the ever increasing demands for new housing now, then my
fear is that there will be a continuous flood of deveopment requests over the coming years.
Bramley has already had so many large scale developments and it is out of keeping with the
village, smaller developments spread throughout the village would be much more in keeping
Bramley has had its share of house development and greenfield sites should not be built on
Bramley has quite sufficient houses, the infrastructure cannot cope with any more.
Bramley has suffered enough development already
Bramley is a rural village and as such I'd like to see it remain that way. The fields and open spaces
are the reason we moved here 12 years ago. In this time we have already seen to our detriment
the impact large housing development has had on the village.
Bramley is already overcrowded. We have only recently had 270 new homes built and there is still
only one school, one GP surgery, one shop and one pub.
Bramley is currently looking overdeveloped with few facilities. The lack of an appropriate
Basingstoke Plan seems to mean that the village will be unable to prevent the developments at
Minchens Lane and Gleeson's next to Strawberry Fields - with that in mind a cap of 50 houses
would be appropriate. If those developments do not go ahead 200 would be reasonable
Bramley needs houses for younger families to keep the community going.
Bramley needs houses to support our economy.
Build small streets not large estates
Current infrastructure is already stretched too far. Any new developments must have reinforced
infrastructure in place BEFORE work starts on new housing.
Currently Bramley is being developed without proper reference to infrastructure. An obvious
opportunity currently being missed is the possibility of more parking for the station on the proposed
development North of the pub and cricket field. If it is ever allowed it should include a large public
car-park for the station connected by a foot-path via the site of the old signal box to the road
adjacent to the up (London bound) platform so that the need for commuters to cross the level
crossing to access their train is avoided.
Depends on the size of the plot

Developers are taking advantage of the absence of a local plan, misleading residents and wanting
to build in a village that does not have the resources to cope with the existing population.
Environmental concerns have also been ignored. Development should be controlled , linked to
improvements in facilities and ultimately decided by residents
Developers are taking advantage of the absence of a local plan, misleading residents and wanting
to build in a village that does not have the resources to cope with the existing population.
Environmental concerns have also been ignored. Development should be controlled , linked to
improvements in facilities and ultimately decided by residents
Developments of 50 homes would have less impact on short-term traffic flow (and other village
services) and I'd suggest produce more of a community spirit than large developments like
German Road.
Do not want Bramley becoming over populated. I moved here because it was more quiet than
other areas. If i wanted to live in an over populated placed I would have stayed living in town
Enough is Enough
Even that is too many given the recent German Road development. Bramley infrastructure cannot
cope with anymore
Existing property owners have bought in a small village for that reason.
Property prices will decrease for those already living in the area.
Our services, shops, doctors, etc... are already stretched.
When new developments are built there will be a number of social housing projects, how will our
investment be recognised.
We look after our property and gardens.
We stretched our finances to live here, to raise our children in a nice village.
The area will go down hill and our quality of life that we have saved and paid for will decrease.
Existing property owners have bought in a small village for that reason.
Property prices will decrease for those already living in the area.
Our services, shops, doctors, etc... are already stretched.
When new developments are built there will be a number of social housing projects, how will our
investment be recognised.
We look after our property and gardens.
We stretched our finances to live here, to raise our children in a nice village.
The area will go down hill and our quality of life that we have saved and paid for will decrease.
Family of 4
Fewer in some sites

Fighting this development in the senseless belief that it will go it elsewhere as it has no merit.
Thinking that another site will take to no-development of Bramley is just plain absurd. The UK
needs over 200,000 houses in the next 10 years. Failing to meet this will cause a drop in the UK's
prosperity. Wrecking the plans is just not British!
Following the construction of the German Road developement (Which i believe was regarded as
unsustainable by an independent government advisor prior to it being approved by another
minister). I am concerned that the infa structure of Bramley is not able to support this continuing
development i.e. schooling, power, sewage/drainage and road structure to cope with volume of
traffic and jams that may occur due to a railway level crossing that is down for 37 mins out of every
60.
I moved here in 2000 to live in a rural area and my concern is that Bramley, Sherfield, Sherfield
Park and Chineham will end up blending into one urban sprawl and that farm fields north & south
of Sherfield Road will be developed, as the development will not stop at the proposed Minchems
Lane and North of Sherfield Road sites and once done there is no going back and Bramley will be
just part of one big souless urban development.
Generally I would like to see only small-scale development in Bramley during the next decade or
so. (But I know this is unrealistic.)
Housing developments must take into consideration the upheaval they bring to the community
together with the wishes of the people that have chosen to live in Bramley because of its current
level of housing and rural aspect. Villages should not be expected to fill the gaps created in
housing development from poor decisions made elsewhere in the County.
How will the additional requirements ie: school, roads, community amenities be dealt with. Until
these questions are answered nobody should be able to make a judgement on numbers. What is
an acceptable number. What considerations have been given to certain development on the
environmental impact of the new properties and the impact on existing properties, no-where in any
information are we seeing consideration for the impact on the existing community. Until these
questions are answered it is unfair to expect residents to answer loaded questions.
I am of the view that we cannot stop devolpmement in Bramley as the problems underlying the
challenges we have in our village are reflected nationally. This is due in part to the outdated
planning laws and equally outdated building practices we allow the major builders to follow and the
belief that all buidling and development is bad. I would like to see a neighbourhood plan that truly
reflects the needs of the village in terms of the mix of property and that the infrastructure
supporting any plan has equal relevance and importance.
I believe that Bramley has come to the limit of the number of households it can cope with,
especially in regard to the traffic congestion caused by the level crossing. If Bramley is to continue
to be a village rather than a 'dormitory' town then any further housing development should be kept
to an absolute minimum.

I believe that large scale housing developments in Bramley cannot be approved by the Council
without significant investment in local infrastructure and by that I mean investment in roads,
schools and leisure facilities.
The current infrastructure just cannot support further development. For example: Bramley Primary
School is already much larger than the national average and is running out of space to expand,
Sherfield Road is heavily congested during rush hour and there is little in the way of leisure
facilities for adults in the village.
I favor several smaller developments over time rather than 1 or 2 much larger developments.
I feel Bramley could cope with another 150 houses at a maximum before infrastructure is over
capacity, roads, schools etc.
I feel the village has supported as much big development as it can without really affecting the rural
nature and the local infrastructure cannot cope with the village increasing further in size. The road
through is often congested, the doctor and school is full.
I feel very strongly that only a limited no of houses should be built. Parking around the station is
already a nightmare, more homes will only add to this making Bramley undesirable to commuters
I strongly believe that all new developments should be limited to a smaller number of properties
(certainly less than 50). I believe limiting the numbers per development would help to encourage
improved infrastructure as well as allowing time to see the overall impact the new development
has on the area.
I understand that new houses need to be built somewhere and Bramley will have to accept a
number of them but taking into account the facilities we have in the village, the capacity of the
school and the doctors' surgery as well as the limitations of the road network through the village, I
feel very strongly that more than 100 dwellings would put an unacceptable strain upon our
community. I do not believe that any developer would choose to incorporate improvements in the
infrastructure.
I would ideally have said "none" but, if there have to be new houses built in Bramley, the numbers
should be strictly limited. Bramley village has grown considerably in the past few years and does
not have the infrastructure to cope with any more development.
There are numerous Brown Field sites situated around Reading and this area is already geared up
to carry heavy traffic. For once, could sense not triumph over bureaucracy?
I would like Bramley to stay rural, ideally no future expansion is needed.
I would prefer any future developments to be kept small so as not to massively change the
surrounding areas.
Ideally no more developments for several years/ The large German Road Development is not what
is needed in this village
Ideally none, no more.

If Bramley is to stay a rural village community the amount and size of new developments has to be
limited now and in the future.
With the recent developments in and around the village I believe Bramley has had its fair share of
development.
I'm not so concerned with the number of houses in a new development so much as the housing
density within them and their size. 100 homes in a large area with low density is not an issue, 100
homes at high density is more of a problem and is likley to have increased impact on current local
facilities.
In fill housing only
In the range 0 to 50
Infrastructure inadequate to take more housing
Infrastructure not able to cope with any more. School is overcrowded, roads and services not
suitable for additional development
It is not possible for the present infrastructure to support even 50 houses successfully. The
transport/traffic flow problems will be increased to unacceptable proportions if no upgrade is
completed BEFORE any development is commenced. It is shear stupidity to wait until major
problems arise before considering, accessing and completing REQUIRED improvements. Also the
school has already been enlarged and is full to capacity.
It would be preferable to locate all the housing requirement in Strawberry fields which has the best
access to the A33 and avoids the level crossing for the majority of traffic. To be completed in
stages, so that BDBC do not then lump more houses on Bramley.
it's a village. It should stay a village! No more developments !!!!
Its always just a few more. Enough is enough. When will there be a maximum
Keep a "village" status and consider limited amenities. School already under reviews, ensure
children receive best education
Keep all future developments to relatively small size and preferably spread throughout the village
(keeping the size and shape of Bramley proportionate - i.e. no big developments in one area)
Keeping green spaces together maintains the rural aspect of the village. So fields, rather than
houses, around Clift Meadow make that area seem larger and more attractive.
Development where possible needs to be on the c32.
Thanks very much for your work on this project
Large developments make it easier to do the necessary significant infrastructure upgrades and
can create a better area (eg. surrounding open space) than small piecemeal development of the
village.
We remain of the view that significant housing development is need to ensure all our children have
somewhere to live

Local infrastructure and services can not cope with any further development and all services and
village facilities are located at 1 end of the village ( although central on village boundaries not by
population ). LIF funds should be used to provide facilities to other parts of the village not just Clift
Meadow and surrounding area.
Low density housing to keep to a rural aspect for the village.
Low density housing to keep to a rural aspect for the village.
Low density housing to keep to a rural aspect for the village.
max of 10 per year
Max of 25 dwelling per site. Max of 100 in total
Need to ensure any new houses are evenly distributed either side of the railway crossing, to
spread out the impact of any congestion.
New developments should have the housing spaced out with a reasonable area of garden around
each,and with adequate driveways for off road parking for a minimum of 2 cars. They should not
be built like town-house style developments so as to keep the rural feel of the village. Likewise
they should not be 3-storeys high as this is inappropriate in a rural setting. Residential roads
should be wide enough for a vehicles to pass through even if cars are parked on either side to
avoid cars being parked on pavements.
Nil, none
No further developments around the railway station unless significant plans to upgrade road
infrastructure and community amenities.
NO MORE
No More
No More Houses
No more houses please, we are full.
No more houses! The doctors surgery, level crossing congestion! School parking already
struggling
No more pastiche please. Housing yes. People with no intention of working - no thank you.
Gardens yes. Off road parking yes. More trees and cycle paths.
Think Stratfield Saye and not Popley in the design.
No more please, the village cannot cope.
No town style houses or big estates, only small cul de sac type developments I believe are fitting
with being a village.
None

None
None
NONE
NONE
None. Since 1980 all developments(major) have been East of the level crossing which is getting
too Much!
None-None
Not sure how to answer. Developments will be dependent on site size and type of housing.
Perhaps more important will be the infrastructure requirement to support any further
developments.
Not sure if this means the total sum of dwellings regardless or number of developments or total
number of dwellings for each development.
If it is the later, I think timescales should be brought into it. My answer in that case would be max
of 100 every 5 years - 100 being the sum of all developments
Please do not destroy our open countryside views!
Please don't forget the large developments already planned for Cufaude Lane.
Prefer max of 25
PREFER NONE
Prefer sites of 30 houses
Preferably 10
Preferably less than 20
Preferably max 10. Must retain rural character of the village
Preferably zero
Rather have small pockets than 1x100
Razors farm is in Bramley and has been given permission so Bramley already has its quota
Several smaller developments would be more in keeping with the character of the village.
Shops plus Parking required
Small independent developments to preserve the village status.

Smaller developments would be integrated into the village more easily, instead of being a selfcontained unit. Smaller developments also allow neighbours to become aquainted more easily,
promoting a feeling of community.
Having answered 50 maximum, I am not in favour of any near-future development at all, as I do
not feel that the problems of schooling, shops, parking, and other amenities have yet been
resolved following the new housing at German Road.
Sufficient already
The "village" has expanded significantly since we chose to live in a village 15 years ago. We would
have chosen Chineham if we wanted to be surrounded.
The current infrastructure - roads, schools, shops, doctors and frequency of the level crossing
closure - mean any substantial increase to the current level of new homes would cause major
problems to the village. Safety is already an issue at the level crossing with people overtaking the
stationary traffic to go down Bramley Road. Bramley is a rural area, I moved here to live in the
country surrounded by fields and trees so I want to see development kept to an absolute minimum.
The current size of the village with the relevant infrastructure services is pretty much at capacity.
Additional housing would break and stress facilities, schools etc too far. Bramley is rural and
significant additional housing will change the entire village in to more a housing estate like Taylors
Farm rather than a defined, individual, location.
The information provided showed numbers, not density, of the existing developments. We should
provide for the type and density of dwellings sought by people who WANT to live in Bramley. Not
for people who want a home 'anywhere'
The issue at hand isn't really the number of new houses, it is the facilities to go with them, in terms
of school places, infrastructure, shops etc. We could support 500 new houses if the facilities were
provided, but with no investment the village cannot support many more families.
The plan provided shows very clearly the way in which the relatively large developments which
have already been constructed are eroding the rural character of the village. Whilst Bramley may
be able to absorb some relatively small developments in the future, we should try to resist the
wholesale urbanisation of our environment.
The quality of life in the village is already heavily impacted by the amount of development. Any
more housing will just course more problems. The infrastructure of the village has already been
assessed as not being able to support further development.
The traffic through the village is very heavy at peak times. There is already significant concern
about the safety of pedestrians walking through the village and crossing the road. Additional
housing will only exacerbate the problem.
The unfortunate reality is that new homes are needed nationally and Bramley has to be part of
that. However, adding new homes without the infrastructure is detrimental to all
The village does not have capacity for extra housing. The train station is already struggling to meet

the needs of current residents due to the lack of a foot bridge.

The Village is loosing its character due to large scale building
There are already too many houses in Bramley. The roads, school and shops cannot support
what we have, let alone anymore.
We moved to this village because it was rural. In the past 16 years that we have been here we
have watched the quaint little village be taken over to the point it is no-longer a village and quickly
becoming a large housing estate. There are so many houses that are vacant across the country.
Surely it makes sense to utilise these rather than ruin the countryside adding more houses.
There are too many large projects - keep Bramley a Village - Build by all means but in small
numbers
There has been enough large scale building in Bramley. More housing will not benefit current
population or be supported by existing infrastructure,
There is a big problem with not only the sewage capability of the area but also the increased traffic
additional housing would have on the small main road through the village. Also the additional
inhabitants would put even more pressure on the doctors surgery and primary school. Aside from
these main issues the essence of a "village" would be lost along with exceptional country
landscape .
There is no need for large developments, they ruin the fabric of village life. An even spread of
development reduces traffic congestion and the likelihood of assisted housing issues.
There should be no more new houses until such time as the infrastructure can support the
development.
Tracks require upgrading to support the development and provide a bypass to the railway
crossing.
They should be spread out in small plots and areas
Village life in Bramley has changed considerably since the completion of the last housing
development. It has impacted the school, general safety and in particular the traffic. At present
during the rush hour, when the level crossing is down. The tailback of traffic goes all the way down
to The Smithy/Farriers. Building additional houses would only worsen the situation.
We believe Bramley has been developed enough, the infrastructure cannot take any more houses.
This is a village NOT a small town and needs to remain so.
We need to keep our villages and green spaces, for environmental reasons, AND for the health of
our people. If we wanted to live in a built up area, we would have bought a house in town!
Whatever housing is planned it should be a good mix of property. As we are constantly being told
that we are living longer thought needs to be given to the needs of older people who may not wish
to live in 3 story 4 bedroom properties. Families, professional couples(whatever that may mean),
social housing and affordable seems to be the main focus.

When is a village no longer a village? Answer,, when there are no open spaces left for all of us to
enjoy.... Please, for goodness sake stop using Bramley as a dumping ground for housing.... I've
lived in Basingstoke since 1970, and in Bramley since 1988 so feel justified in making this
comment.... Please stop building vast impersonal housing estates which will ruin Bramley, and any
kind of village life forever.... !!
With particular reference to road usage the Strawberry Fields proposal will have a major impact on
traffic numbers and safety.
Would prefer no future development in Bramley whatsoever!!!
Zero
Zero
Zero housing
Zero, none

