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CHURCH HILL QUARRY  
WORKING GROUP  

 
 
 
 
 

CONSULTATION QUESTIONNAIRE RESPONSE SUMMARY    (as at 27th April 2015) 
 
 
 

750 Questionnaires went through letterboxes with the options brochure and the Parish Newsletter. 
 
Questionnaires were also available at the 2 day consultation exhibition. Some residents attending 
on the day brought their completed forms with them, other visitors collected a form to complete on 
the day. 
 
An e mail went to 471 e mail addresses – 255 of these were opened. 
 
In the e mail, on the Parish Council website, and on the village Facebook site residents were 
invited to use the online survey, using a free service provided by Survey Monkey. 
The questions for the online survey were the same as for the paper questionnaire. 
 
(Some comment was made in response to the Facebook posting, largely from people who had 
already completed questionnaires. What figured in the comments was a confusion with the Elmete 
Greenway consultation-a feeling that there was an either/or choice to be made between the two. 
The thread then deteriorated into banter about who used the existing bench on Church Hill.) 
 
 
 
In total there were 151 responses, 123 on completed questionnaires and 28 online. 
 
 
Residents were invited to copy forms if they wished so that more than one member of a household 
could individually register their views. There were a handful of cases where it was evident this had 
been done.  
 
Number and percentage of responses are shown in the table, and all comments made are 
included on the following pages. In addition there were 2 letters expressing concerns from 
owner/residents of houses across the road on Church Hill. They had also completed 
questionnaires. 
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73% of those responding agreed that clearance was a good thing – but the degree to which this 
was appropriate varied. Comments reflected concern about wildlife and retaining the natural 
habitat. 
 
Opinion on what should be done with the wall was split – 44% opting for repair and retain, 34% to 
remove entirely, with 22% considering  reducing wall height a favoured option. 
 
What was reflected in the question about preserving historical features is the high level of interest 
in preserving/enhancing the lintels of the former cottage doors and windows. 46% of respondents 
thought that this was important, and a number of comments reflected the interest in this aspect. 
 
Relating to access 51% favoured some kind of public access, though this was tempered in the 
comments by avoiding an undue impact on wildlife habitat. Residents across the road and 
comment form others expressed concern that access could create a magnet for anti-social 
behaviour. 
 
Of the 3 options proposed option 3 (minimal change) was the most popular. However 33% 
favoured option one, though there were comments that this would be too expensive. 
 
There was an apparent contradiction in relation to access and a preferred option. 
52% would like some kind of public access, but the most popular option selected was Option 3 ( 
45%) which as described in the brochure as having no public access. 
This could be a reflection of the limited number of options illustrated in the brochure. These were 
reduced to 3 to avoid confusion, though, as the brochure indicates, there could be several 
variations on those options. It may also be a reaction to the prices quoted, with a desire to reduce 
costs.  In total 55% selected either option 1 or 2. Perhaps a scheme that would best reflect a 
preferred majority view lies between options 2 & 3? 
 
A significant number of people (41) offered to help with on-site work, reflecting a view that 
something should be and could be done to improve the appearance of the site. 
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RESPONSE SUMMARY 27th April 
 

 

 

  

          

 1 Would you like to see the area of the 
quarry cleared? 
 

147  responses 

  
Yes 

107 
 (73%) 

   
No 

35 
 (24%) 

  
No  opinion 

5 
(3%) 

 

 

    
 

   
 

  
 

 

 
2 What would you like to see done with 
the boundary wall? 
 

140 responses 

 Repair- keep as  
is 
 

62 
(44%) 

  Reduce the height 
     

     31 
(23%) 

 Remove entirely 
 

47 
(34%) 

 

      

          

 

3 What is most important to preserve? 

179 responses 

 Historical 
features 

82 
(46%) 

  Geological features 

56 
(31%) 

 Trees 
 

41 
(23%) 

 

          

   Yes 

 
73 

(51%) 

  No 

 
63 

(43%) 

 No Opinion 
 
 

9 
(6%) 

 
 

 

 4 Would you like to have access to the 
site? 

145 responses 

     

          

 5 Which of the 3 options shown in the 
leaflet do you prefer? 
 

136 responses 

 Option 1 

 
44 

(33%) 

  Option 2 
 
 

30 
(22%) 

 Option 3 

 
62 

(45%) 

 

      

    

 7 Would you be prepared to  
    help in any way? 
 

116 responses 

 No 

60 
(52%) 

  Help- fund raising 

15 
(12%) 

 
 

 Help- site work 

41 
(36%) 

 

 

          

123 questionnaires returned + 28  online responses – Total 151 
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COMMENTS FROM QUESTIONNAIRES 

 Retain the part of the wall with windows and doorways and open up the cellars 

 Keep some trees  

 I think the wildlife habitat is important 

 “Overgrown” is more attractive than over- tidy & sanitised 

 It would be a shame to lose too many trees 

 It’s a very good idea! 

 Option 1 the best but too expensive 

 If the pavement was inside the wall it would be pleasanter to use 

 Secure a number of quotes £200k is OTT 

 Contact Bramham Park re land to deposit waste 

 Suggest using wall stones to create a cobbled surface  

 Nice if doorways were cut out 

 Leave the area for wild life 

 If option 2 chosen could there be a few steps or disabled ramp for access 

 Interpretive panel to explain historical significance  

 Refurbish old doorways an lintels 

 Has a wild life survey been carried out? This should be the next step. 

 Interpretive panels often too big –a small carefully place one would be good 

 Turn into wild life area with seats and bird feeding stations 

 If the site was cleared or partially people would park thereabouts and would create traffic problems and you 

don’t want to have to put double yellow lines there. 

 Tidy it up but no need to spend silly amounts of money 

 Not worth the cost, but the question didn't ask that!! 

 At present it is a haven for wildlife so leave it alone 

 It would be nice to perhaps preserve the orchard as part of the restoration. 

 At the very least it would be good to see the appearance improved: it forms an important entrance to the 

village. 

 A great site to improve and expose the historical and geological features of Thorner 

 Retain doorways and open to give access/leave other features found to show as much as possible about the 

site 

 Will kids hurt themselves climbing on the quarry wall? 

 Could infill go to Mangrill La corner or local farmers be approached who have holes to fill? 

 Not an area of the village that I go to often - not sure how much it will contribute to the village atmosphere. It 

could do with a clean-up but I would not spend large amounts on it 

 Waste of money 

 Proximity to road prohibits all but the most simple of seats 

 Position of site is nor ideal for development as pavement is so narrow 

 How do the householders in Church Hill feel? 

 Minimum cost- tidy up area, trim back and remove unsafe trees 

 A nice seat in the area would be good for tired walkers 

 A two seated area. This would help folks to take a rest, but not at £200,000 

 Refurbishment of the old doors and lintels is a good idea 

 A child friendly area 

 A good idea to tidy the site and secure the wall but not to open access as it could become a gathering  place 

for teenagers and so become a problem for people living nearby 

 Retain part wall with doorways and windows 

 Repair the wall and tidy the site but not open access- I can only see it being used for children to gather with 

potential for anti-social behaviour for nearby residents  
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 Tidy the site (though there are some nice blackberries growing here , and perhaps an interpretive panel 

 Sympathetic preservation of historical stone wall, maintain wildlife area. Natural elm, abundant birdlife – don’t 

clear a natural wildlife area 

 Remove all of the wall up to where door and window lintels can be seen. Keep these but reduce surrounding 

wall to half height 

 Call it Festival or Mexborough Place/Gardens/ Quarry Nook 

 Retain and enhance as much of cottage heritage as possible 

 I have a couple of saplings, shrubs and ground cover I’d like to donate. I have concern that wildlife habitats 

should be enhanced rather than diminished. I don’t want to cause difficulties for people directly affected, and 

hope that a mutually agreeable compromise can be reached. 

 Tidy up only – no need for seats  

 Please please don’t. Only teenagers would use area for drinking & smoking & worse. Tidy it up, enhance the 

features, put up information board, don’t waste money removing soil, & don’t provide benches for people to 

linger 

 Just tidy up. Forget the quarry. Make a path/cycle way alongside road to Bramham Park for Festival goers 

 Site needs tidying up – the contractors left a mess 

 No need to spend much money on this 

 I do not think that any more money should be spent on this. I do not feel that it is of any significant historical or 
geographical interest. Money could be far better spent - on Victory Hall for instance which offers a real benefit 
to the village. 

 Just general tidy would be the best option. I think option 1 &2 involve too much expense for very little gain and 
possibly make an area for dumping rubbish. 

 It is historically important that the stone walls are retained. There is no reasonable question here on this 
survey that would allow respondents the opportunity to say that the stone walls should be retained and 
openings made for access. It is disappointing to see that the survey has been skewed with this omission. 

 Use the doorways still in the wall to give access to a basic path and possibly a seat. Preserve the native trees 
but reduce undergrowth. Avoid creating a den. 

 I do not think that any more money should be spent on this. I do not feel that it is of any significant historical or 
geographical interest. Money could be far better spent - on Victory Hall for instance which offers a real benefit 
to the village. 

 Leave everything as it is –preserving trees and undergrowth for wildlife, badgers etc. Unsuitable as a seating 
area –noise and pollution form traffic-unsafe for young children 

 The money needed for option 1 or 2 would be better spent elsewhere – eg. supporting children’s activities  for 
the youth of the village 

 We do not think this location merits great expense-Unlikely anyone will want to use it as a park, but it might be 
used as a night time gathering place for young drinkers – a pity if this happens. Leave alone except for 
maintenance. 

 On this busy road any major work will cause months of chaos to people and traffic.The position is poor for any 
public park, as who will want to go there to sit? Not a good use of village cash. Leave it to nature and make 
wall safe only. 

 I think you must have too much money and don’t know how to spend it. Put it to some use like the youth of the 
village. 

 Install a drinking fountain if possible. 

 This part of the road is already narrow and doesn’t need further vehicle distractions. Planting alpine shrubs 
and bulbs would be better -low maintenance and pleasing to the eye. 

 Clear the area and plant some bulbs and low shrubs. Would not wish seating areas as I think this would 
attract undesirables and rubbish. Would not be acceptable to residents. 

 Not sure that people would actually walk up that hill to sit on chairs next to a road. More likely to sit in the park 
and cheaper 

 Widened pathway is the key feature which appeals 

 I’m concerned that opening the site would;- ▪have an adverse impact on wildlife habitat; ▪involve removal of 
apple trees (could we start a community orchard?); ▪encourage anti-social behaviour. 

 Stop wasting money repair the whole wall (it needs it). How much money has been spent repairing the old 
wall and now an option is to knock it down?!! 

 I suggest a couple of Eco Cottages sympathetically built on a 99 year lease and solely as Community 
Housing. The area was used in the past for housing, so why not in the future? 
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ISSUES ARISING  
 
 
Antisocial behaviour  
 
Member of the Working Group have met with W Yorks Police representatives. Their advice was 
that the site as it now exists, and in continuing decline, was more likely to attract antisocial 
behaviour and dumping of rubbish than cleared site. In any proposals, benches and lighting are 
best avoided– these would attract people to linger on the site. An open site would not encourage 
drug taking or dealing. They dismissed the suggestion of the area being used to “case“ properties 
- this is generally done from the rear of buildings, or increasingly using Google “Street View”. 
 
Wildlife 
 
Having noted the comments about wildlife we contacted Richard Marsh, Senior Nature 
Conservation Officer with Leeds City Council. He has visited the site, and this was his e mailed 
response:- 
 
“I cannot foresee any significant ecological features that will be adversely affected by your plans and any 
removal of vegetation could be off-set through the positive works you are trying to achieve by improving 
access to the geological features. I would be strongly supportive of improving access to the quarry walls to 
improve educational opportunities – especially for school groups.  
As you said there is a hole in the corner which may be used by a Fox (it did not seem the right size/shape 
for a Badger) and it would be good to keep that corner undisturbed if possible (any re-grading retaining the 
soil levels near its entrance).  
Introducing public access to the quarry face will need special consideration given to the structural integrity 
of the quarry walls and any vegetation near the top edge. There was at least one large Sycamore near the 
quarry edge that seems to have well established roots into the quarry wall and maybe back into the field 
from the top – it may be necessary to remove some of the canopy from this tree to reduce risk of it moving. 
I could not see any rot holes but if there are any visible holes and works are needed to the large tree then 
make sure you get a bat consultant in to inspect it for bat roosting potential.“ 
 
 “Regarding an ecological survey you would be best advised to approach a consultancy to carry out a 
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal 
http://www.cieem.net/data/files/Resource_Library/Technical_Guidance_Series/GPEA/GPEA_April_2013.pd
f  
This will compile any existing ecological records for the site (from West Yorkshire Ecology) and include a 
walkover survey (probably best done in Spring). The aim should be to identify any protected species that 
may be present and affected by your plans. 
  

http://www.cieem.net/data/files/Resource_Library/Technical_Guidance_Series/GPEA/GPEA_April_2013.pdf
http://www.cieem.net/data/files/Resource_Library/Technical_Guidance_Series/GPEA/GPEA_April_2013.pdf
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The main consideration should be to look for any bat potential roosting features - crevices in the quarry wall 
or holes in trees that could be used by roosting bats (or hibernating bats in the case of any crevices into the 
quarry walls). 

  
There are some smaller local ecological consultancies that can carry out bat scoping surveys and also an 
ecological assessment of the site – probably best if you look at the West Yorkshire Bat Group 
website  http://www.westyorkshirebats.org.uk/?page_id=98  
I think BL Ecology and Brooks Ecological both provide Ecological Appraisal and Bat Scoping Surveys. This 
should ensure you have sufficient ecological information for when you need to submit a planning 
application.” 
 

 
We intend to follow up these sources of advice on ecological aspects and bat populations, to 
determine what might be on offer and what costs might be involved, or what might be done without 
charge. 
 
There was similar support from the LCC Trees Officer, Richard Lapish, and he saw little problem 
in clearing some of the trees that were either dangerous or creating pressure on the retaining wall. 
He did identify some young elm trees worth preserving, as have been spotted by a resident in the 
comments made. 
 
Historical features 
 

Possibilities for preserving doorways and lintels were discussed with Matt Bentley, Conservation 
Officer from LCC. He was very supportive of the whole project, and encouraging in relation to 
preserving historical features, and any planning application in this respect would be supported by 
him. He also promised a letter of support when we were ready to make grant applications. 
  
Geological features 
 
Three members of West Yorkshire Geology Trust came to the Exhibition, and one had prepared 
an illustration to indicate the formation of strata exposed in the quarry. They are keen to see the 
site made more visible and accessible, and again have promised a letter of support to aid grant 
applications. 
 
Highways 
 
We sought views from the Highways Team at Leeds City council, and this is an extract taken from 
the response by Gillian Hunt, Transport Development Manager. 
 
“I would have no objections to any of your proposed options but provide the following comments for your 
consideration:….  
  
….There is no recorded road safety accident record on Church Hill so although the forward visibility around 
the bend is reduced it is not causing any particular road safety problem.  The biggest road safety benefit 
would come by widening the footway on Church Hill but that does not appear to be a part of any of the 
options.” 

 
Budget 
 
There is an interesting assumption in some of the comments that there is money in a budget 
available in the village for the project – in any further consultation it would be helpful to explain that 
the money would have to be applied for from external sources 

http://www.westyorkshirebats.org.uk/?page_id=98

