
Appendix 3 

CONSULTATION REPORT 

This report considers the responses of the public and stakeholder consultation on the site options for the 3-16 

VA School and details the findings for each question. 

Q1. Are you a Resident, Local community rep, School pupil, Parent of pupil, Teacher/Staff member, 

Local parishioner, Other? Please select one only that best describes you. 

The responses per category of respondent are shown below 

Respondent Category Number Percentage 

Resident 25                           31% 

Local community stakeholder  2 
 

3% 

Parent of Pupil 22 27% 

School Staff 27 33% 

Parishioner* 4 5% 

Other 1 1% 

All 81 100% 

 

There were a total of 84 respondents that completed the questionnaire but 3 of these responses skipped every 

question and so have not been reflected in the analysis.  

Of the 81 individual respondents 5 categorised themselves in more than one category. These were all 

parishioners and so although 9 parishioners answered in total, 5 of these also selected another category and 

their responses indicated they were answering from the perspective of this other category whether as a 

resident, parent or member of school staff and so they have been classified against this category. 

For the purpose of providing clear analysis of results, responses from pupils, parents, staff and parishioners have 

been grouped into an overall group recognising the School Community. The single Other respondent indicated 

themselves as a prospective parent and their responses have also been grouped within the school community 

for this reason. 

The amended responses per category of respondent following the above filtering of category are shown below 

Respondent Category Number Percentage 

Resident 25 31% 

Local community stakeholder 2 3% 

School community                          54 66% 

All 81 100.0% 
 
 
 
 



 

Q1a. Are there any general comments which you wish to make? 
 
Although this was asked as question 8 in the survey, general comments were also made against the ‘comments’ 
section within question 1. There were also many comments that were made that applied to both options as they 
relate to the general proposal to build the school on the overall site that has been selected and consulted on.  
 
All of these general comments have been taken as whole and analysed below into those that are positive 
comments, concerns / suggestions / questions and comments that are negative. 
 
The many positive comments include: 
 

 The revised plans show that my initial concerns from the previous consultation have been addressed 

and this is a genuine process. Thank you for listening. 

 The drop-off parking is on the same site as the school giving access to a safe route to school, plus all 

school community facilities are on site. 

 Staff parking is now incorporated onto the site alleviating my initial concerns. 

 All parking and drop off located on the same side of road as school which seems a safer option for 

everyone 

 The facilities look really good and the layouts are really impressive. 

 It will be good to see a modern purpose build school and will enhance the area. 

 Updating of playing fields will be useful if shared access can be secured. 

 
There were also many concerns, suggestions, questions and negative comments noted.  

Alternative Options 

 Why can’t the new school be built on the same site as the current Bishop Hedley High school? 

 Excellent opportunity if the school is built in the right location, this shouldn’t be in a built up area 

 Has the option of putting the school in the middle area (plateau-2-3) been considered, using plateau-1 

for secured school playing fields, leaving plateau-4 untouched? 

Loss of green open space 

 Disagree entirely with the loss of green space given the school already sits on a large site of land. The 

selling of green spaces is supposed to be the very last resort and done when there is no other 

alternative. 

 I disagree with this altogether without knowledge of how green spaces will be maintained, if at all. 

 Taking more of our green areas that many people use for walking etc. 

 The Lower greenie is used daily, the green space should not be lost 

Traffic Congestion, Safety, Parking and Parent drop-off/collection 

 Traffic management is a concern due to the number of pupil places (1225) how will this be managed?   

 The volume of traffic on the ‘dangerous hill’ is already very high and will be made much worse 

 Drastic traffic calming measures would be needed to prevent future potential accidents 

 Potential for very bad traffic congestion on an already dangerous main road on quite a steep hill which 

has a lot of speeding vehicles daily 

 To mitigate the risk of accidents when the school is built there should be speed restrictions in the form 

of signage, flashing warning lights and even speed bumps installed. 

 Suggest you double yellow both sides of the road from the current BHHS phase 2 entrance down as far 

as Billingham Crescent plus the road from BHHS phase 1 to the junction with the Dangerous Hill 



 Concerned there would not be enough parking for staff/visitors on this site and also the parking for 

parents too.  

 Concerns include congestion if cars stop without a space, how will you stop this from happening to 

ensure safety of pupils?  

 Hopefully the parking will not disrupt outside of the school when parents are dropping and picking up 

their children 

 How realistic are travel plans given the wet climate and that school will be situated on an insanely steep 

incline? 

 

School Transport / Safe routes to school 
 How will you ensure that pupils are protected from the increase in traffic/crossing main road if needed 

etc? 

 Cycle routes/storage and active travel should be a key consideration for access 

 Will there be access from Goetre Lane? 

 The most important thing is to find a solution for parents who do not have their own transport 

 
Ground Investigations 

 Concern that not enough is known about the feasibility of building on the site and things such as ground 

conditions etc. 

 The drainage in the area has always been an issue 

 

Impact on Residents 

 Are there plans in place to address the extra noise for residents in their homes? E.g. new windows? 

 Both options result in an unacceptable impact on residents in terms of noise, disturbance & anti-social 

behaviour 

 
Design of building / site, sports facilities and use of space 

 KS2 require easier access to outdoor areas, sports halls etc. and it would also be very useful for KS2 to 

have breakout rooms outside of their classroom with extra areas etc. 

 I would like to have seen a more detailed plan of the playground and forest school facilities for primary 

aged children.  

 It would be great if there were plenty of outdoor facilities for Primary and Secondary, without the need 

of timetabling slots. 

 Can the current indoor 3G be retained? 

 Will the building be designed sustainability to reduce carbon footprint and energy costs? If so, will it be 

designed with any specific standards? 

 As a parent I want the most space for learning both indoor and outdoor. 

 

Size of school buildings  

 Concern over the seemingly small footprint of the school considering the projected numbers of pupils 

 

 

 



Community Facilities 

 It would be marvellous if the new school could include a library that could be open at times for 

community use. 

 Will the access to the community fields be restricted as to whom may use it and when? 

Transition of current schools to new 3-16 school 

 As a parent I would like to be informed of any changes to the current situation regarding how the 

schools will be run in the lead up to the transition. We were informed that a new Headteacher would be 

appointed a year before the new school opens is this still the case? 

Use of Current Bishop Hedley Sites 
 Concern and interest over what the vacated school sites Bishop Hedley currently located on will be used 

for 

 There should be transparency over what will happen with the old school sites. 

 
Site consultation and decision 

 Concern site chosen without consulting residents and decision already made 

 Concern planning seems to have been passed behind closed doors without proper consultation  

 Would have liked to have seen the actual overhead plans for each option. 

Some of the concerns/questions noted above have come from generally unfavourable feedback but other 

specific unfavourable feedback to draw out from the responses not included above has been detailed below 

 I don’t like either of the options 

 I don’t think the area is suitable for a school  

 Neither of these options are highly desirable for me 

 Residents have the option of choosing a super school directly behind their properties, or a playing field 

which may lead to security issues. No real option. 

 Unacceptable (to build the school on the proposed site) 

 The school should not be built as the children are happy in the schools they are in now so should be left 

alone 

 
Q2. What is your view of Option 1? 
 
The many positive comments included: 
 

 This looks like it is more secure with the community not being able to access while school is in session. 

 It would be quieter to have the main school building adjacent to residents than a sports field 

 Although the school building itself is closer to local residents, the sports facilities would be further away 

and it is those facilities, that are likely to cause more disruption and inconvenience to the residents 

 Safer and quieter location for the school building  

 The school and community feels more segregated but this could be better for local residents 

 Retaining playing fields where they are will be less disruptive to local residents 

 It is lovely to see the green areas in this built area, it would be much nicer to keep the school building at 

the bottom   

 I believe the site being lower down will be better for primary children compared to option 2. 



 The car park and drop off areas are separated which could provide less congestion at the end of the day 

with buses leaving. 

 Positive option for full size playing fields. 

 Good use of available space 

 I like that the school building is on lower site, close to the woodland for primary to use it for forest 

schools. 

 Better design from a school placement perspective and doesn't destroy the current playing field whilst 

the school is being developed.   

 Much better option with less disruption 

 Seems to provide more outdoor play areas for children 

 

There were also many concerns, suggestions, questions and negative comments noted.  

Traffic Congestion, Safety, Parking and Parent drop-off/collection 

 Gwaunfarren road already sees heavy congestion during drop off/pick up and I feel this option would 

add to this. 

 Concerned the traffic will stack up on the roads leading in and that this option would create major traffic 

issues 

 Access to the site and visitor car park is much too close to the junction between Galon Uchaf road and 

the Gwaunfarren road  

 Concerned about the distance of main car park and drop off to school building especially being too far 

for primary children to walk. 

 Parking is not functional for staff working at the school only visitors- carrying books and supplies that 

distance is not a reasonable expectation 

 Car parking and drop off an exposed walk during bad weather 

 
School Transport / Safe routes to school 

 Option 1 is a bad idea on road safety grounds - Speed bumps/20mphs zones will help a little but not 

enough as people will ignore them as they do elsewhere.    

 Concerns about safety of young children 8+ walking home from school, potentially unaccompanied 

 Poor layout and pedestrian access, especially for youngest pupils. 

 Dangerous for pupils with traffic etc. 

 
Location/siting of school 

 School is a lot more open which is a positive and negative 

Site Security / Safeguarding 

 The school will be hidden away and could be a place for unwanted loitering 

 The situation of the building does not offer good surveillance of the school grounds which could pose a 

problem for management overseeing the grounds. 

Ground Conditions 

 Concerns with drainage within our property due to the ground disruption involved in the foundations 

and construction of such a large building.  

 Concerns regarding drainage, knotweed, levels of the ground, gases, and mine seams are also a concern 

 



Loss of green open space 

 There is still a requirement to take away part of a green space with this option 

Impact on Residents 

 How will the residents feel with the access and drop off road being so close to their homes? 

 School and drop off road is too close in proximity to the residential properties and would have a 

detrimental impact on the lives and wellbeing of existing residents 

 Extent of site & buildings too close to dwellings. 

 Concern about impact on house price valuations due to close proximity of school building  

 Concerns regarding noise pollution during the construction phase of the project. 

 The noise, traffic, security , lighting would all impact us residents greatly.  We would be become an 

island with traffic in front and behind us. 

 
Q3. What is your view of Option 2? 
 
The many positive comments included: 
 

 School buildings are better situated at the top of the site, not in close proximity to houses.  

 Due to the elevation of surrounding houses this option makes more sense, as no neighbouring 

properties and residents will be encroached or negatively affected in any way. 

 The position of the school is looking down the valley and not overlooking private homes and so less 

privacy concerns than Option 1   

 There will be less noise with the school building being further way than Option 1  

 Option 2 would stop the almost daily anti-social behaviour that is currently happening on plateau 4. 

 Elevated position maximises daylight and increases visible presence of the school building within the 

community and surrounding valley (similar to that of Pen Y Dre High School) 

 Maximises views for surveillance from the school building to the school grounds to the south. 

 This is the better option as far as safety and site security is concerned  

 This makes the school appear much more part of an existing community with established pedestrian 

access from both Galon Uchaf and Gurnos making the journey to school for some families easier 

 Potential to use existing, safe pedestrian routes into the site from all directions which is a priority 

 The position of the school and car parking area is logical and gives more provision of privacy for 

residents. 

 Access road/drop off area is not around the back of residential properties therefore impacts them less  

 Access is further away from the busy junction with Gwaunfarren Road i.e. the ‘Dangerous Hill’ making 

everyone’s route to school safer. 

 The flow of traffic would be redirected from Gwaunfarren road and the parking facilities would be more 

suitable.   

 Drop off & parking close to main school building and seems more functional than Option 1 

 Better access to main school building with safer routes for youngest pupils 

 Seems more accessible to staff and pupils and the safest options when taking traffic into account. 

 Seems a better overall picture of school and how it will run more fluidly. 

 The sports pitches being further away from the school building will be less disruptive in regards to noise  

 The pitches and fields are much better placed behind the residents rather than the school building 

 There are drawbacks with both of these plans but Option 2 will give the residents the best outcome. 

 The re-positioning of the community pitches will reduce the current danger caused by spectators 

parking on the bend of Galon Uchaf Road. 



 

 

There were also many concerns, suggestions, questions and negative comments noted.  

Traffic Congestion, Safety, Parking and Parent drop-off/collection 

 Concern that the proposed parking for this option would cause more congestion. 

 The car parking is so far away from the pitches, I can see cars parking along the main road. 

 Option 2 is further up the road with a difficult bend/ potential blind spot which could cause problems 

with vehicle access into and out of the site with a big potential for congestion. 

 

Location/siting of school 
 School building very close to the main road another concern 

 Concern that the school buildings will be too close to the Galon Uchaf and Gurnos residential area 

 School buildings are overlooked by the road going up the hill and too exposed which increases the risk 

of anti-social behaviour effecting the school 

 
Loss of green open space 

 The main concern for me is losing the one main area of green which is the only useable part of the park 

and is well used 

 I’m more opposed to this as there’s a greater impact on loss of green space ... with so few accessible 

open spaces this is an issue 

 

Impact on Residents 

 The location of the floodlights is not suitable for residents, could the fields be switched? 

 Concerned about the location for the proposed community playground in Option 2 as it would be totally 

hidden away from Galon Uchaf Road and would "invite" anti-social behaviour. 

 The playground needs to be more visible to create a safe playground that children can use for its 

purpose, potential to relocate to the grass triangle verge between Phase 1 and Phase 2 of current BHHS  

 The opening up of access to the general public by locating a community field at the rear of our property 

(plateau 1) gives us concerns about security and unwanted access to our property. Currently only thick 

vegetation and a lack of use prevents access to properties 

 A secure boundary fence could be constructed along the Billingham Crescent properties boundary – this 

would then be a better option than Option 1.  

 The community pitch/field needs to be fenced off to prevent access to motorcycles, etc. 

 Will the community pitch be secured? Will it have fences to stop balls & other items being kicked or 

thrown into gardens or at dwellings? Will it be lit? If so, how negatively will this affect dwellings? 

 Increased risk of anti-social behaviour to residential properties that will back onto the relocated 

community pitch. 

 Playing field nearer to the residents of Billingham crescent would be a lot noisier as children tend to 

shout loudly during sports activities 

 A pedestrian walkway right behind our homes is not something I want. 

 

 



Design of building / site, sports facilities and use of space 

 Concern sports pitches will be too far away from school building for infants to access sporting events 
 Forest school a very long walk for little legs in this option! 

 

Size of school buildings  

 The building seems smaller and the outdoor space seems to be reduced  

 School seems to be smaller as well by footprint size than Option 1 and would not like to see this 

accommodated by the addition of an additional floor 

Community Facilities 

 There will be greater disruption to the existing sports facilities with option 2 
 The community grass pitch and playground are too far away from the communities that use it and the 

only way to access them is along the busy main road.   

 No point moving the existing fields. 

 The only negative would be the fact that the community pitch would be out of use during the build. 

 It’s disappointing the sport’s pitches will be smaller 

 

Q4. Please rank each option out of 5  

Each option was scored by respondents on a scale of 1 – 5.  

 

Unfavourable 

1 2 

Satisfactory 

3 4 

Favourable 

5 

Option 1:      
Option 2:      

 

Scores of 1, 3 and 5 were indicated as ‘unfavourable’, ‘satisfactory’ and ‘favourable’ respectively.  

For the purpose of this analysis a score of 2 is considered ‘less than satisfactory’ and a score of 4 as ‘more than 

satisfactory’.  

The ranking score for each option is provided below. 

Option 1 

Rating of each response out of 5 

       

  1 2 3 4 5 None 

Resident 44% 12% 16% 8% 12% 8% 

Local community rep 0% 0% 0%       50% 50% 0% 

School community 17% 20% 24% 24% 13% 2% 

All 24% 17% 22% 18% 12% 7%* 
*7% of respondents did not rate the option. These were 2 of the Residents and 1 member of the School 

Community. These respondents did not rate Option 2 either and did not choose a preferred site stating that 

neither was preferred. 

In total 41% of all respondents consider Option 1 to be either unfavourable or less than satisfactory, with 52% 

considering this option to be at least satisfactory.  



In total 30% of respondents consider Option 1 to be either more than satisfactory or favourable. 

Of those respondents categorised as Residents 56% consider the option to be unfavourable or less than 

satisfactory with a further 8% choosing not to score the option at all.  

36% of Residents consider the option to be at least satisfactory (a score of 3 or more) and 20% consider the 

option either more than satisfactory or favourable. 

61% of the School Community consider Option 1 to be at least satisfactory with 37% opting for either more than 

satisfactory or favourable.  

 

Option 2 

Rating of each response out of 5  

       

  1 2 3 4 5 None 

Resident 40% 12% 4% 12% 24% 8% 

Local Community Rep 0% 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

School community 6% 13% 24% 28% 28% 2% 

All 16% 13% 17% 22% 25% 7% 
*7% of respondents did not rate the option. These were 2 of the Residents and 1 member of the School 

Community. These respondents did not rate Option 1 either and did not choose a preferred site stating that 

neither was preferred. 

In total 29% of all respondents consider Option 2 to be either unfavourable or less than satisfactory, with 64% 

considering Option 2 to be at least satisfactory, compared to 52% for Option 1.  

In total 47% of respondents consider Option 2 to be either more than satisfactory or favourable, compared to 

30% for Option 1. 

Therefore Option 2 scores more highly across respondents overall than Option 1.  

Of those respondents categorised as Residents 52% consider the option to be unfavourable or less than 

satisfactory with a further 8% choosing not to score the option at all.  

40% of Residents consider the option to be at least satisfactory (a score of 3 or more) and 36% consider the 

option either more than satisfactory or favourable, compared to 20% for Option 1. 

Therefore, Option 2 also scores more highly across Residents who responded than Option 1.  

80% of the School Community consider Option 2 to be at least satisfactory, compared to 61% for Option 1, with 

56% opting for either more than satisfactory or favourable compared to 37% for Option 1.  

Therefore, Option 2 also scores more highly across the School Community category.   

It is only the local community rep category selected by 1 respondent, that scores Option 1 more highly than 

Option 2 with a score of 4 (more than satisfactory) as opposed to 2 (less than satisfactory). 

 
 
 
 
 



General Analysis 
 
Most of the respondents have opposing views of the options with only 36% agreeing that both options are at 
least satisfactory and 9% thinking that both options are more than satisfactory. 
 
59% of the respondents think at least one of the options is less than satisfactory whilst 14% think both options 

are less than satisfactory. 

However, 81% of respondents think that at least one of the options is satisfactory or better, with 73% thinking 
that at least one of the options is more than satisfactory i.e. scoring at least 4 out of 5.  
This is a positive outcome overall with the majority of respondents (81%) considering at least one of the options 
to be a reasonable choice. 
 

 

Q5. What is your preferred Option 1 or 2? 

    

  Option 1 Option 2 Neither* 

Resident 36% 40% 24% 

Local community rep 100% 0% 0% 

School community 33% 65% 2% 

All 36% 55% 9% 
*the survey only gave options 1 or 2, however some responses indicated that they did not support either option 

and so this has been reflected in the analysis.  

Option 2 is the preferred choice of the respondents with 55% selecting this compared to 36% selecting Option 1 

and 9% (7 respondents) selecting Neither.  

65% of the school community selected Option 2 with 33% choosing Option 1 and 2% selecting neither option; 

this was one respondent who does not support the merger of the schools.  

24% of residents selected neither option (6 respondents) expressing a view that the school should not be built 

on the site at all. 40% of residents selected Option 2, whilst 36% selected Option 1.  

Option 2 is preferred to Option 1 by each category of respondent with the exception of the two local community 

rep respondents who prefer Option 1.   

 
 


