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Solent SANGs Visitor Survey

Summary

This report presents the results of visitor interview surveys carried out at five inland Suitable
Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG) sites along the Solent (namely: Firestone Copse,
Shoreburs Greenway, River Hamble Country Park, Alver Valley Country Park, and (the still in
construction) Minerva Heights) in the winter of 2021/22. It follows on from previous surveys
carried out by Footprint Ecology at two of the locations (Shoreburs Greenway and Alver Valley
Country Park) in 2015 and 2016. The surveys have been commissioned to provide data to
better understand visitor origins, current access patterns, and levels of use at the five survey
locations. These results will inform future planning policy with respect to the role of SANGs in
providing mitigation for recreation impacts (linked to new housing growth) around the Solent
coast.

A total of 886 groups, comprising 1,570 individuals, were recorded entering the survey
locations, with Alver Valley Country Park the busiest site overall and Minerva Heights the
quietest. Larger groups of people were generally recorded at both Alver Valley and River
Hamble Country Parks, with the largest number of dogs per group recorded at Firestone
Copse. Over half of interviewees across the five survey locations had arrived by car or van,
with most of the remainder having travelled on foot, although this varied significantly
between sites.

The majority of interviews carried out across all survey locations were with people
undertaking a short visit from home, and the most frequently recorded main activity at each
was dog walking (followed by walking). Approximately three quarters of all interviewees
across all locations visited the survey area at least once a week, with dog walkers comprising
the group who visited most frequently (more than half of whom visited most days or daily).
Dog walkers however tended to make the shortest visits, with two thirds spending less than
an hour on site.

The majority of interviewees across all survey locations indicated that they tended to visit
equally all year round, with just under half stating that they had been visiting the locality for
more than ten years. The partially constructed Minerva Heights was the exception, however,
with more than half of the interviewees there having been visiting for less than a year. The
pandemic also seems to have had limited impact upon site users, with the majority of
interviewees indicating that the frequency of their visits to the survey location had not
changed since the onset of the pandemic.

Proximity to home was the most common reason given for site choice, and a variety of other
sites were regularly visited by interviewees (with Royal Victoria Country Park, Weston Shore,
and Stokes Bay being those most commonly identified across the survey locations). Overall,
more than a third of the alternative locations identified comprised coastal or estuarine sites,
and nearly a fifth of interviewees overall were aware of Bird Aware Solent.
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The majority of site users originated from settlements along the Solent coast and
neighbouring areas inland of them, although there were differences between the catchments
for each location. Most interviewees at both Shoreburs Greenway and Minerva Heights lived
within a kilometre of the survey point, whilst those at the remaining locations lived between
two and four kilometres distant (with Firestone Copse having the greatest pull geographically).

A range of factors influenced the interviewees’ choice of routes when on site. Previous
knowledge/experience was the most the commonly given response, and most routes were
less than three and a half kilometres in length. Popular circular routes were apparent within
Firestone Copse, Minerva Heights, and River Hamble Country Park, whilst the routes at Alver
Valley Country Park and Shoreburs Greenway were more linear. Interviewee footfall was often
concentrated within close proximity to car parks or pinch points, or at crossing points along
the length of the Shoreburs Greenway.

The majority of interviewees scored their survey site highly for the activity that they were
undertaking, and all of the five survey locations were considered extremely “dog friendly”.
Nevertheless, everyone who was interviewed suggested that there was room for
improvement, with path quality identified as a particular issue along the Shoreburs Greenway,
whilst parking provision was identified as a major issue at Minerva Heights. Installation of
more/improved signage was also repeatedly highlighted as being beneficial across localities,
and measures to address dog fouling (e.g. dog waste and litter bins) were identified at several
locations.

Postcode data indicates that each of the five sites has a relatively local and small catchment
with little overlap between them. This would suggest that there is potential for further SANGs
along the Solent coast, in the ‘gaps’ between the surveyed sites, in order to further divert
access from the coast. Furthermore, the existing SANGS generally appear to be working well,
with Alver Valley Country Park alone deflecting >1,300 coastal visits per week in the winter,
and Firestone Copse, Shoreburs Greenway, and River Hamble Country Park each deflecting
several hundred weekly coastal visits over the same period (Minerva Heights is however
clearly still bedding in).

There were large increases in both the numbers of groups and individuals (based upon tally
data) at Shoreburs Greenway and Alver Valley Country Park compared to similar surveys
conducted in 2015/16 and those in 2021/22. The number of groups had doubled at the
former, and increased by 70% at Alver Valley Country Park, whilst the number of individuals
counted at the two sites increased by 95% and 82%, respectively. There was also a marked
increase in the proportion of interviewees arriving by car at Shoreburs Greenway.

These comparisons should however be treated with some caution as the comparisons are
based on single points in time and the surveys differed in the time of year that they were
conducted. While the uplifts potentially suggest that the two sites are working well to attract
new users, there has been little change in the size of visitor catchments for either Shoreburs
Greenway or Alver Valley Country Park since the previous surveys carried out there. Key
metrics from the remainder of the 2021/22 surveys were generally similar to those collected
during the two earlier studies, although differences in the survey season may be affecting the
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comparison at Shoreburs Greenway. Ultimately, both localities appear to be attracting visitors
from similar distances, with the proportion of frequent visitors, and those who visit equally all
year, also remaining relatively static.
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1. Introduction
Overview
1.1 The Solent coastline covers the southern shoreline of Hampshire and West

Sussex and the northern shoreline of the Isle of Wight, measuring some
250km in total length. It has a large local population, including major cities
and large towns in close proximity. The coastal areas are classified as Special
Protection Areas (SPAs) for their bird interest, namely:

e Solent & Southampton Water SPA,;

e Chichester and Langstone Harbours SPA,;
e Portsmouth Harbour SPA; and,

e Solent and Dorset Coast SPA'

1.2 These European sites are subject to strict legal protection. The first three
SPAs are classified for their assemblages of wintering birds, for which there
are particular concerns relating to recreational disturbance as a result of
growing recreation use associated with increased housing. Mitigation to
reduce the impacts from disturbance around the Solent is managed through
the Solent Recreation Mitigation Partnership, now known as Bird Aware
Solent, which brings together relevant local authorities and other
stakeholders. The mitigation enables local growth to proceed compliant with
the necessary legislation to ensure no adverse effects to the relevant
European sites.

1.3 The mitigation delivery, including the rangers who patrol the coast, is
undertaken by Bird Aware Solent. Promoting the use of alternative sites for
recreation, and dog walking in particular, forms another component of the
mitigation package, including the use of inland Suitable Alternative Natural
Greenspaces (SANGS). This report details the results of visitor interview
survey work carried out at five inland SANGs/visitor sites (see Map 1) across
the Solent during the winter of 2021/22 and follows previous survey work
carried out at nearby coastal sites (Caals et al., 2020).

' This site is classified solely for foraging terns (which are present during the summer) and
therefore is of limited relevance to the Bird Aware Solent remit which is focussed around
wintering birds.
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Aims of this work

1.4

The 2021/22 winter visitor surveys aim to provide comprehensive, robust,
data to better understand visitor origins, current access patterns, and levels
of use at the five survey locations. The data presented will help inform
decisions regarding the suitability of the sites for us as SANGs and identify

what improvements could be made to them to encourage greater levels of
use.
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Methods

Interviews were conducted at five survey sites, at 10 different survey points
(see Table 1 and Map 2), between 7" November 2021 and 13" March 2022,
avoiding the busy festive and New Year holiday periods. Surveys were
initially planned to be completed by the end of February, but lengthy periods
of bad weather in early 2022 meant that the survey period was extended
slightly to accommodate suitable survey days.

Single survey points were used at Firestone Copse and Minerva Heights, two
survey points at Alver Valley Country Park, and three survey points at both
Shoreburs Greenway and River Hamble Country Park. The variation in the
number of survey points at each of the five locations was due to differences
in their size, shape, access infrastructure, and layout. Furthermore, parts of
Minerva Heights were still under active construction during the survey
period.

Both Alver Valley Country Park and Shoreburs Greenway have previously
been subject to visitor surveys carried out by Footprint Ecology (Panter &
Liley, 2015, 2016), with the majority of the five survey points used during the
current survey being identical to those used in the past. The one exception
was Survey Point 3 (Shoreburs Greenway central), which was relocated
slightly to the southwest of the previously used survey point due to changes
in access on site in the intervening period.

All visitor interviews and counts were conducted by trained and experienced
Footprint Ecology visitor surveyors and were predominantly carried out
during periods of mild weather, with little to no rainfall, throughout the
survey day. A tally was also kept of all people passing through or
entering/leaving a predefined count area in proximity to the survey location.
This comprised surveyors recording the number of groups, individuals,
children, dogs, and bicycles.

Face to face interviews were carried out with a random selection of visitors,
with the surveyors interviewing the first person/s they saw after completing
the previous interview. When groups were encountered, only one person
within each was interviewed, and no unaccompanied minors were
approached. Interviewees were asked a range of questions, including their
point of origin (home postcode), their reasons for using the area, and their
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Table 1: Visitor interview survey locations

Previously surveyed
Survey Point | OS Grid Ref Description by Footprint
Ecology?

In large Forestry England car
S755799103  park off Firestone Copse Road,
in middle of copse

1 - Firestone
Copse

Along footpath at
2 - Shoreburs SU43671026 southwe;tern er.wd'of v
Greenway west Greenway, in proximity to
parking and local housing
Along footpath in south central
3 - Shoreburs SU44771063 sc.ect.ion of Gregnway, in
Greenway central proximity to Mayfield Park car
park and local housing
Along footpath in central north
SU45911154 section of Greenway, in v

proximity to local housing

4 - Shoreburs
Greenway east

Along footpath heading south
5 - River Hamble away from Country Park,
CP south SU49611102 potentially favoured by locals
accessing on foot
Barnfield Car Park. Alternating
between the northern end of
6 - River Hamble SU49861121 main car park. (in proximity to
CP car park dog exercise area) and
southern end of the car park
(busier end)
7 - River Hamble At footpath junction between

CP north SUS0451173 main car park and Manor Farm

8 - Alver Valley CP Adjacent to main car park in

SU57300116 . '

north northwest of site

West of the southern Country

Park car park, at a bottleneck
9 - AlverValley CP ¢ 00350001 formed by the Alver River v
south . .

crossing at Apple Dumpling
Bridge

At the northern access point to
10 - Minerva the partially completed (as of
Heights 5184830555 late 2021) Country Park

element of the SANG.
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3. Results
Tally counts
3.1 Tally counts were maintained by the surveyor when on-site conducting

interviews. Tally counts mainly comprised the number of people entering,
leaving, and passing through at each of the survey locations (although
passing counts were solely maintained at those localities situated
on/adjacent to linear features, such as footpaths). The tallies therefore
provided an indication of total ‘footfall’ within the relevant survey window
over 16 daylight hours at each of the survey points.

3.2 Tallies are summarised in Table 2, with both the total count of those entering
at the survey location and the combined totals for those entering, leaving,
and passing through/by at each survey location presented. The total counts
of both minors and bicycles (cyclists) are also incorporated in the total
number of individuals column in the table.

33 A total of 886 groups, comprising 1,570 individuals, were recorded entering
the survey locations during the survey period, with 2,045 groups and 3,493
individuals cumulatively recorded entering, leaving, and passing through.
The tally data varied between survey points however, with the largest total
number of cumulative groups (487), individuals (926), minors (150), dogs
(546), and bicycles (41) all recorded at Survey Point 9 (Alver Valley CP south),
and the smallest cumulative number of groups (81) and individuals (102)
recorded at Survey Point 4 (Shoreburs Greenway east).
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Table 2: Tally counts of groups, individuals, minors, dogs, and bicycles recorded entering (and combined entering, leaving, and passing) at each survey
point, with combined totals also provided for Shoreburs Greenway, and River Hamble and Alver Valley Country Parks. Grey shading reflects the largest
two values in each column (either metric) for each survey point, with the darker shading highlighting the larger value.

Total groups Total individuals Total dogs Total bicycles

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west 33(116) 44 (156) 3(13) 33(98) 1(6)
3 - Shoreburs Greenway central 35(137) 39 (204) 5(38) 35(112) 0(6)
4 - Shoreburs Greenway east 0(81) 0(102) 0(23) 0 (55) 0(5)
5 - River Hamble CP south 131 (279) 256 (517) 34 (67) 117 (254) 6 (18)
6 - River Hamble CP car park 77 (126) 116 (204) 17 (35) 87 (138) 2(2)
7 - River Hamble CP north 48 (146) 82 (246) 8 (28) 36 (115) 10 (20)
8 - Alver Valley CP north 116 (275) 222 (479) 41 (67) 134 (314) 1(14)

9 - Alver Valley CP south

10-MinervaHeights  57(163)  93@7n  13@9)  450133)  13(9)

Total 886 (2,045) 1570 (3,493) 240 (507) 910 (2,046) 62 (148)
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3.4 The figures in Table 2 can be used to calculate ratios of people and dog
numbers with respect to group size at each of the survey locations. These
are provided in Table 3. Survey Points 5 (River Hamble CP south) and 9 (Alver
Valley CP south) recorded the largest mean number of people per group
(1.9), whilst Survey Points 2 and 4 (Shoreburs Greenway west and east,
respectively) recorded the smallest number of people per group (1.3).

3.5 The mean number of minors per group showed relatively little variation, with
the largest value (0.3) recorded at 4 survey points across three survey
locations (Shoreburs Greenway, and River Hamble and Alver Valley Country
Parks). 0.2 minors per group were recorded at all other survey points, with
the exception of Survey Point 2 (Shoreburs Greenway west) which recorded
0.1.

3.6 The mean number of dogs per group across all survey points was 1.0, with
this metric varying between individual survey points (ranging from 0.7 at
Survey Point 4 (Shoreburs Greenway east) to 1.2 at Survey Point 1 (Firestone
Copse)).

Table 3: Mean number of individuals, minors, and dogs per group at each survey point, based upon
cumulative counts, with combined totals also provided for Shoreburs Greenway, and River Hamble
and Alver Valley Country Parks. Grey shading reflects the largest two values in each column, with
the darker shading highlighting the larger value.

Mean no Mean no
Survey Point individuals per minors per

Mean no dogs

group group per group

W-Fresonecopse 17 02 [NZE

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west 1.3 0.1 0.8

3 - Shoreburs Greenway central 1.5 _ 0.8

4 - Shoreburs Greenway east

5 - River Hamble CP south

6 - River Hamble CP car park 1.6 _ 1.1

7 - River Hamble CP north
8 - Alver Valley CP north
9 - Alver Valley CP south —_

Total 1.7 0.2 1.0

10
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Visitor interviews

3.7

3.8

A total of 657 individuals were approached for interviews across the survey
period (see Table 4). Approximately 64% of the individuals approached were
receptive to being interviewed, although note that a small number of
respondents did not answer all of the questions asked due to a variety of
time constraints (this is highlighted when relevant in subsequent sections of
this report). Approximately 36% of those approached declined to be
interviewed, with a small number of refusals due to either Covid concerns
(<1%) or language issues (<1%). Approximately 8% of those approached had
already been interviewed during a previous session, with this category
comprising 20% of those approached at Survey Point 3 (Shoreburs Greenway
central).

A total of 420 interviews were conducted across the 10 survey points (see
Table 4), with the largest number of total interviews (60) carried out at
Survey Point 9 (Alver Valley CP south). The smallest number of interviews (27)
were carried out at Survey Points 2 and 4 (Shoreburs Greenway west and
east, respectively). A slightly larger number of interviews overall (52%) were
carried out at the weekend (see Table 5), with this pattern holding at the
majority of survey points, although a significantly larger majority (60%) of
interviews at Survey Point 8 (Alver Valley CP north) were undertaken on a
weekday.

11
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Table 4: Summary of visitor interviews carried out and reasons for refusals (number and row %), stratified by survey point, with combined totals also
provided for Shoreburs Greenway, and River Hamble and Alver Valley Country Parks.

No of refusals

y carried out Interviewed Covid-19 | L@nguage Other approached
issues reasons

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west 27 (68) 0(0) 9(23) 40 (100)

3 - Shoreburs Greenway central 29 (73) (20) 0(0) (5) 1(3) 40 (100)
4 - Shoreburs Greenway east 27 (63) 5(12) 0 (0) 0 (0) 11(26) 43 (100)
5 - River Hamble CP south 49 (75) 2(3) 0(0) 1(2) 14 (21) 66 (100)
6 - River Hamble CP car park 29 (53) (‘I 5) 0(0) (O) 18 (33) 55 (100)
7 - River Hamble CP north 43 (67) 1(2) 0) 14 (22) 65 (100)

8 - Alver Valley CP north 45 (48) 1(1) 0 (0) 40 (43) 94 (100)
9 - Alver Valley CP south 60 (59) 1(1) 0 (0) 39 (38) 102 (100)

Total 420 (64) 55 (8) 3(0) 3(0) 176 (27) 657 (100)

12
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Table 5: Number of interviews (%) per survey point, stratified by day type.

No and % of interviewees

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west 12 (44) 15 (56) 27 (100)
3 - Shoreburs Greenway central 16 (55) 13 (45) 29 (100)
4 - Shoreburs Greenway east 12 (44) 15 (56) 27 (100)
5 - River Hamble CP south 23 (47) 26 (53) 49 (100)
6 - River Hamble CP car park 16 (55) 13 (45) 29 (100)
7 - River Hamble CP north 16 (37) 27 (63) 43 (100)
8 - Alver Valley CP north 27 (60) 18 (40) 45 (100)
9 - Alver Valley CP south 24 (40) 36 (60) 0 (100)

Total 200 (48) 220 (52) 420 (100)
Type of visit (Q1)
3.9 The majority of interviews carried out across all survey points (98%) were

with people undertaking a short visit from home, with this pattern holding
true across all survey locations (see Table 6). Overall, holidaymakers
comprised 1% of interviewees, with the remaining categories comprising
<1% of interviewees in total.

13
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Table 6: Number (and %) of interviews at each survey point (Q1), stratified by visit type. Grey
shading reflects the largest value in each row.

Type of visit
Staying away .
from home in avi:;y:fm
Survey Point D Total
ay trip s second. home with | Other
from home | home, mobile .

friends or

home, or on famil

holiday y

2 - Shoreburs
Greenway west 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 27 (100)

3 - Shoreburs
Greenway central - 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 29 (100)

4 - Shoreburs
Greenway east 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 27 (100)

5 - River Hamble CP
south L)

6 - River Hamble CP
car park - 1) 0(0) 0(0) 29 (100)

7 - River Hamble CP
north 0 (0) 0 (0) 3(1

00)
8 - Alver Valley CP - 0(0) 0(0) 5 (100)

north

9 - Alver Valley CP
south 2(3) 0(0) 0(0)  60(100)

Total 412 (98) 4(1) 2(0) 2(0) 420 (100)

Main activities undertaken (Q2)

3.10 The most frequently recorded main activity across all survey points was dog
walking (75% of interviewees), followed by walking (21% of interviewees; see
Figure 1). Jogging/power walking was the third most frequently recorded
activity overall (2% of interviewees), with the remaining activity types each
comprising 1% or less of all interviewees.

14
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B Dog walking

B Walking

W Jogging / power walking / running
[0 Cycling /mountain biking

W Outing with family

W Horse riding

@ Photography

W Access/shortcut to facilities (school,

shops, friends etc.)
[ Other

Figure 1: Main activities undertaken across all survey points across all respondents (Q2)

3.1

Map 3 and Table 7 provide a breakdown of the main activities recorded from
each of the survey points. Dog walking comprised the most frequently
recorded activity at all bar one, ranging between 67% of responses at Survey
Point 2 (Shoreburs Greenway west) and 86% at Survey Point 1 (Firestone
Copse). Walking was however the most frequently recorded main activity at
Survey Point 7 (River Hamble CP north), comprising 44% of interviewees, with
dog walking coming a close second (42%). Walking was the second most
frequently recorded activity at all other survey points. Jogging/power
walking/running and horse riding were carried out by >5% of interviewees at
Survey Point 7 (River Hamble CP north), with the remainder of activities
across all survey points comprising <1% of interviewees.

15



Map 3: Main activities recorded at each survey point (charts sized by the total number of activities
recorded at each): (A) overview of survey locations and (B to E) individual sites

A - Overview of Legend
. :] Survey location Cycling or mountain Other ———60
survey locations Keuiars biking > N
o Visitorsurvey M Outing with family LT N X L
point numbers | . / % )
B Dog walking Horse iding T e
" Photograph ' / h
B ek ography \ |/ J
- = '|ng B Access or shortcut \\ K \/ /)
Jogging to facilities N\ /4
—— N\ ,;4’/
A e N
- &

E B 7
t‘ q !(nesle

v
o
o

o

w

o

o

wv

—-

L

wv

=

3

L. v V“™IB-FirestoneCopse |.__ % . %

C - Shoreburs
Greenway & River
Hamble CP

0 0.5 1 1.5 km
D - Alver Valley CP E - Minerva Heights

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and Database Right 2021. Contains map data © OpenStreetMap contributors. Terms: www.openstreetmap.org/copyright Designated
site boundaries download from the Natural England website © Natural England.
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Table 7: Main activities undertaken at each survey point across all respondents (Q2), arranged in order of overall prevalence (row %). Grey shading
reflects the largest two values in each column, with the darker shading highlighting the larger value.

Main activity
Jogging / . . Access /
Survey Point power Cychng'l Ou'tmg Horse shortcut Total
Walking . mountain o Photography Other
walkmg walking / " . riding to
. biking o
running facilities

4.7 __--__-_

2- Shoreburs

Greenway west SED) 0(0) 14 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 7 (100)
3 - Shoreburs
Greenway central - > (17) vy 000 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 29 (100)

4 - Shoreburs
Greenway east 2l 0 0(0) 1(4) 1 7 (100)
00)

E 0
5 - River Hamble CP
o - 8 (16) 12) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0 9(1
g;ri'ver Fiiele CP e - 8 (28) 0(0) 0(0) 13)  0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)  29(100)

7 - River Hamble CP

i 18 (42) 3(7) 0 (0) 1(2) 2 (5) 0(0) 0(0) 0 (0) 43 (100)
8 - Alver Valley CP north 7 (16) 1(2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0 45 (100)
9 - Alver Valley CP

9(15) 0 (0) 1(2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 60 (100)

south
AlvervalleyCPtotal  86(82 16(15  1() 1) 1) 00O 00 00  0(0) 105(100)
10-Minerva Heights ~ [[36(69) | 1427 1@ 1@ 0@ 00O 00 00  0(0  52(100

Total 313(75) 87 (21) 8(2) 3(1) 3(1) 2(0) 2(0) 1(0) 1(0) 420 (100)

17
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Interviewees were also asked whether they, or anyone in their group, would
be carrying out additional activities on site on the day of the interview. 27%
of interviewees indicated that this was/would be the case, with interviewees
able to provide multiple responses. The most frequently recorded secondary
activity across all survey points was walking (28% of responses), followed by
an outing with family (16% of responses; see Table 8). Dog walking and
birdwatching comprised the third and fourth most commonly recorded
secondary activity types (9% and 8% of responses, respectively).

There was however some variation between survey points, with dog walking
comprising the most frequently recorded response at Survey Points 6 and 7
within River Hamble Country Park. Furthermore, birdwatching (30%) and
non-defined “other” activities (58%) comprised the most frequently recorded
responses at Survey Point 2 (Shoreburs Greenway west) and Survey Point 9
(Alver Valley CP south), respectively. It should however be noted that these
figures are based on relatively small sample sizes.

18
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Table 8: Secondary activities undertaken at each survey point across all respondents (Q3), arranged in order of overall prevalence (row %). Grey shading reflects the
largest two values in each column, with the darker shading highlighting the larger value.

Secondary activity

Survey Point

Birdwatching
Jogging / power
walking / running
Meeting friends
Litter picking
Commuting to work
/ shortcut to work
Access / shortcut to
facilities
Photography
Cycling/mountain
Horse riding

i
E .
8 €
< =
5= [
3 3
o0
& 5
=) (o
5
O

2 - Shoreburs

Greenway 1(10) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0)  2(20) 0(0) 2(20) 0(0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (20) 10 (100)
west

3 - Shoreburs
Greenway
central

4 - Shoreburs
Greenway
east

0 (0) 0 (0) 1(6) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(6) 0 (0) 0(0) 0(0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 4(22) 18 (100)

1(10) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(10) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 10 (100)

5 - River

Hamble CP
south

1(10) 2 (20) 0 (0) 2 (20) 0(0) 1(10) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(10) 0 (0) 10 (100)

19
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Secondary activity

Survey Point

6 - River
Hamble CP 1(14) 1(14) 0(0) 1(14) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 7 (100)
car park

7 - River
Hamble CP 2(17) 3(25)
north

0 (0) 0 (0)
(0)

Birdwatching
Litter picking
facilities
Photography
Horse riding

Outing with family
Dog walking
Jogging / power
walking / running
Meeting friends
Commuting to work
/ shortcut to work
Access / shortcut to
Cycling/mountain

0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1( 0(0) 2(17) 12 (100)
0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0 (1

1) 0(0) 0(0 9 (100)

0 (0)

8 - Alver
Valley CP 0(0)
north

9 - Alver

Valley CP 1(8) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0) 0 (0) 3(25) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(8) 0 (0) 0(0) 12 (100)
south

2 (22) 0(0 2 (22) 1(11)  0(0)

Total 31(28) 18(16) 10(9) 9(8) 7 (6) 5(5) 4 (4) 3(3) 2(2) 2(2) 1(1) 1(1) 18(16) 111 (100)

20



Solent SANGs Visitor Survey

3.14 Approximately a third of all interviewees (32%) across all survey points
visited the survey location daily or more than once a day, with a further 46%
visiting at least once a week. 4% of all interviewees were on their first visit to
the survey location. Frequent visitation was a feature at all individual survey
points (see Figure 2), with >50% of interviewees at Survey Points 2 to 5 (all
three of the Shoreburs Greenway survey points and River Hamble CP south)
and Survey Point 10 (Minerva Heights) visiting most days at least.

1 - Firestone Copse (n=59)

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west (n=27)

3 - Shoreburs Greenway central (n=29) B More than once a day (365+ visits a year)

4 - Shoreburs Greenway east (n=27) M Daily (300-365 visits per year)

@ Most days (180-300 visits)
5 - River Hamble CP south (n=49)

01 to 3 times a week (40-180 visits)

6 - River Hamble CP car park (n=29) 02 to 3 times per month (15-40 visits)

O Once a month (6-15 visits)

7 - River Hamble CP north (n=43)

[ Less than once a month (2-5 visits)

8 - Alver Valley CP north (n=45) W First visit
W Other
9 - Alver Valley CP south (n=60)
ODon't know

10 - Minerva Heights (n=52)

Total (n=420)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of responses

Figure 2: Summary of respondent’s visit frequency (Q7), stratified by survey point. Values in brackets
indicate the number of respondents at each.
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Based on the categorical responses relating to visit frequency, each
interviewee had visited the interview location around 180 times on average
over the past year?. This value varied between sites, however, from 233 visits
per year at Survey Point 2 (Shoreburs Greenway central) to 108 visits per
year at Survey Point 1 (Firestone Copse).

Across sites, dog walkers were the user group who visited the most
frequently (see Table 9), with 55% visiting most days, daily, or more than
once a day, with a further quarter (28%) visiting 1 to 3 times a week. 24% of
walkers and 50% of joggers/power walkers/runners also visited most days or
daily, with a further 32% and 25%, respectively, visiting at least once a week.
The sample sizes of the other activities recorded were generally too small to
make meaningful assessments of the relevant interviewees’ visit frequency.

2 Calculated by assigning an estimate of time to each category: “More than once a day (365+
visits a year)” = 400 visits, “Daily” = 350 visits, “Most days (180 - 300 visits)” =200 visits, “1 to 3
times a week (40-180 visits)” = 110 visits, “2 to 3 times per month (15-40 visits)” =27.5 visits, “Once
a month (6-15 visits)” = 10.5 visits, “Less than once a month (2-5 visits)” = 3 visits, and “First visit" =
1. Typical visit frequency is then the average based on the total number of interviewees that gave
one of the above categories.
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Table 9: Summary of respondent’s visit frequency (Q7), stratified by main activity. Values in brackets indicate the number of respondents for each activity.
Grey shading reflects the largest two values in each row, with the darker shading highlighting the larger row value.

Visit frequency
More than Daily Most 1to3 2to3 Once a | Less than
Activity once a day | (300-365 days timesa | timesper | month | oncea Don't | Total
(365+ visits | visits per | (180-300 | week (40- | month (15- | (6-15 | month (2- know
ayear) year) visits) 180 visits) | 40 visits) visits) 5 visits)

Dog walking 176)  [H0AEHN 52(17) 90 (29) 15 (5) 14 (4) 12 (4) 8(3) 0(0) 1(0) 313(100)
Walking 0(0) 10 (11) 11013 28BN 9010 7(8) 14(16)  8(9) 0(0) 0(0) 87(100)
Jogging / power
walking / 0(0) 1(13) 2 (25) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(13) 1(13) 0 (0) 0 (0) 8 (100)
running
Cycling /
mountain biking 0(0) 00 - 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 00 133 00  3(100)

Outing with

Photography o 000 00 0(0) 0(0) o MBI o0 o0 0© 2(100
Horse riding o [HET oo NG 00 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0  2(100)
Access/shortcut

to facilities oL 0 0(0) i) ) - 0(0) 0(0) 0() 0(  1(100)
Other 0(0) 0(0) oo @ 00 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0( 0(0) 1(100)
Total 17 (4) 116(28)  66(16) 124 (30) 25 (6) 23 (5) 30(7) 17(4 1(0) 1(0) 420(100)
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3.17 More than half of interviewees (59%) across all survey points spent <1 hour
on site (see Table 10), with another third (35%) spending 1 to 2 hours. A
greater number of interviewees across the 3 River Hamble Country Park
survey points (56%) spent 1 to 2 hours on site, whereas 83% of interviewees
at Survey Point 10 ( Minerva Heights) spent <1 hour on site (with 33%
spending less than half an hour).

Table 10: Number (row %) of interviewees and duration of visit (Q5) stratified by survey point. Grey
shading reflects the largest two values in each row, with the darker shading highlighting the larger

row value.

Less Between
Survey Point 30 2 3 3 -4 | Total
than 30 . 1-2 hrs
minutes FIRMEES
and 1 hr

G-FresoneCopse  3() [ 470 600
e

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west 4 (15) 9(33) 0 (0) 0 (0) 27 (100)
3 - Shoreburs Greenway central (3) _ 7 (24) 13) 0(0) 29(100)
4 - Shoreburs Greenway east ) 2@ 726 14 14 27(100)
5 - River Hamble CP south 2(4) 18 (37) 3(6) 0(0)  49(100)
6 - River Hamble CP car park 103) 931 769N 13 103 29(100)
7 - River Hamble CP north 0(0) 11(26) 49 3(7) 43(100)
8 - Alver Valley CP north _ 13(29) 2(4) 0(0) 45(100)
9 - Alver Valley CP south (3) 440 82BN 23 0(0) 60(100)

____--_
(10-MinervaHeights  17(33) [126(50) | 7(13) 2(4) 0(0) 52(100)

Total 37 (9) 210(50) 149(35) 19(5) 5(1) 420(100)

3.18 Amongst the 3 most commonly represented main activity types in the
dataset, dog walkers exhibited the shortest visit duration (see Table 11), with
nearly two thirds (62%) spending <1 hour on site, and a further third (35%)
spending 1 to 2 hours. The majority of walkers (75%) spent between half an
hour and 2 hours on site, whilst the majority of joggers/power
walkers/runners (88%) spent between half an hour and an hour on site. The
small sample sizes within the remaining categories makes discerning any
patterns difficult.
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Table 11: Number (row %) of interviewees and duration of visit (Q5) stratified by main activity. Grey
shading reflects the largest two values in each row, with the darker shading highlighting the larger
row value.

Visit duratlon
Activity Less Between Total
than 30 | 30 minutes 3-4 hrs
minutes and 1 hr

Dog walking 24 (8) 109 (35) 9 (3) 1(0) 313 (100)
Walking 11 (13) 30 (34) 8(9) 3(3) 87 (100)

Jogging / power
walking / running 0(0) 0(0) 1(13) 0(0) 8 (100)

Cycling / mountain

Outing with family 0(0 0 (0) 3(100)
Photography 0 (0) 0(0) _— 0(0)  2(100)
Horse riding 0(0) oo [N o0 0(0)  2(100)

Access / shortcut

- 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(100)

to facilities

Other o [E o) 0(0) 0(0)  1(100)

Total 37 (9) 210 (50) 149 (35) 19 (5) 5(1) 420 (100)
3.19 The majority of interviewees across all survey locations (79%) indicated that

they tended to visit equally all year round, with the summer months the next
most preferred time of year overall (8%: see Table 12). A similar pattern was
seen when interviewees were stratified by activity type, with all (bar those on
an outing with family and photographers) tending to visit equally across the
year. Second preference was however more varied, with a range of seasons
preferred across the different activity types.
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Table 12: Number (row %) of interviewees and time of year (Q10) that they tend to visit, stratified by
main activity. Grey shading reflects the largest two values in each row, with darker shading
highlighting the larger row value. Interviewees could give multiple responses and the percentages,
based upon the row totals, may therefore total >100.

Activity

(Dec-Feb)
Don't know

Dog walking 25 (8) 5(2) 14 (4) 4(1) 7 (2) 326 (100)
Walking (3) 6 (7) 1(1) 2(2) (1) 7 (8) 91 (100)
Jogging/ power

7S f T 1(10) 1(10) 1(10) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (20) 10 (100)

Cycling/mountain

biking 0(0) 1(33) 0(0) 3(100)
Outing with family 1(17) 0(0) 0 (0) 6 (100)
Photography BGEN o 00 00  0(0) 2 (100)
Horse riding 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0) 0(0) 0 (0) 2(100)
Access/shortcut to

facilities 0(0) 0(0) 0 (0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(100)
Other 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0) 0(0) 0 (0) 1(100)
Total 347 (79) 13(3) 34 (8) 9(2) 17 (4) 6(1) 16 (4) 442 (100)

3.20 The majority of interviewees across all survey locations (45%) stated that

they had been visiting the interview locality for more than 10 years, with a
further 15% having done so for between 5 and 10 years (see Table 13).
Overall, 40% of interviewees had been visiting for less than 5 years, with 20%
having done so for less than a year. A similar pattern was observed across
most of the survey locations, with the exception of Survey Point 10 (Minerva
Heights), where 63% of interviewees had been visiting for less than a year.
This was again believed to have been largely driven by the recent creation of
the site.

26



Solent SANGs Visitor Survey

Table 13: Number (row %) of interviewees and number of years that they have been visiting (Q6) stratified by survey location. Grey shading reflects the
largest two values in each row, with the darker shading highlighting the larger row value.

Number of years visiting

Less than Less Less than
Survey Point or than or or

approx. approx. approx.

10 years 5 years 3 years

12 (20) ______

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west 6 (22) 1(4) 1(4) 27 (100)
3- Shoreburs Greenway central 2@ 4 (14) 7 (24) (1 0) 2(7) 103) 0 (0) 29 (100)
4-Shoreburs Greenway east OGN 2(7) 4(15) 6(22) 1(4) 4(15) 1(4) 27 (100)

5 - River Hamble CP south 6(12) 4 (8) 3(6) 1(2) 0(0) 49 (100)

Less than Less than
or approx. or approx.
1 year 6 months

6-River Hamble CP car park BB 4 (14) 2(7) 3(10) 3(10) 103) 103) 29 (100)
7 - River Hamble CP north 1300 5012 0(0) 3(7) 2(5) 0(0) 3(7) 43 (100)
8 - Alver Valley CP north 1431 5(1 ) 5(1 10 (22) 3(7) 0(0) 45 (100)
9 - Alver Valley CP south | 24(40) 14 (23) 8 (1 12) 5(8) 0(0) 2(3) 60 (100)

_________
(10-MinervaHeights 1223 36 4@ 0@ [4763 | 11@) 5000 52(100)

Total 188 (45) 62 (15) 51(12) 36 (9) 45 (11) 24 (6) 14 (3) 420 (100)
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3.21 76% of interviewees across all survey locations, who were not on their first
visit, indicated that the frequency of their visits to the survey location had
not changed since the onset of the Coronavirus pandemic (see Figure 3). This
figure was however lower (62%) at Survey Point 7 (River Hamble CP north).
Approximately 15% indicated that they had visited more in the time period,
with 3% suggesting that they had visited less. Amongst the three most
commonly recorded main activity types, a greater relative proportion of both
walkers and joggers/runners (34% and 25%, respectively) indicated that they
had begun visiting more since the onset of the pandemic, however.

B Visiting less
ONo change

40% @ Visiting more

Percentage of responses

oy R == —
AN A N 3\ N\ N\ S\ O\ W AN AN
S A Y A R AN A Y RN 0 D
NN N & N N & & & \g”
& S @ S & SR
3 & <& &P 2 S &L M <@
& N EO S R R P RN Y
& Sg\ *c, & o 3 & Q & B
O N N I« NN S N
> < & O N L N A &
A & &z %@ Q\,bé‘ ((;0 Q\,bé‘ ﬁ’b S'b ®o
) 5 S )
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Figure 3: Changes in the visit frequency of interviewees due to the Coronavirus pandemic (Q8),
stratified by survey point. Note that “don’t know/unsure” and “first visit” responses have been
removed.

3.22 By assigning a set number of visits to each frequency category (see para
3.15) it is possible to derive a rough estimate of the difference in the number
of annual visits each interviewee made pre-pandemic compared to when the
survey was conducted. This gives a rough estimate of 13 additional visits per
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year per interviewee across all survey locations. This however varied across
survey locations, with 3 additional visits per year per interviewee at Firestone
Copse, 19 at Alver Valley CP (survey points combined), 25 at Shoreburs
Greenway (combined survey points), 30 at Minerva Heights, and 41 at River
Hamble CP. The increase at Minerva Heights was however driven by the fact
that the site was only (partially) opened to the public in the summer of 2021.

Amongst the three most commonly recorded main activity types,
joggers/runners showed the largest number of additional visits per year per
interviewee (41), with walkers second (20), and dog walkers third (11).

Mode of transport (Q4)

3.24

Percentage of responses

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
%
AN AN N O

Overall, 54% of interviewees had arrived by car/van, with most of the
remainder (45%) having travelled on foot (see Figure 4). Nevertheless, a
larger proportion of interviewees arrived on foot across the three Shoreburs
Greenway survey points (88% across the three) and at Survey Point 10
(Minerva Heights: 77%). Conversely, 100% of interviewees at Survey Point 1
(Firestone Copse) had arrived at the site by car/van.

@ Car /van EOn foot OBicycle M Other

N
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Figure 4: Mode of transport used by interviewees to access site (Q4), stratified by survey point
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3.25 Reasons for site choice are summarised in Figure 5. Answers were
categorised by the surveyor, using pre-determined categories which were
not shown to the interviewee.

3.26 Overall, proximity to home was by far the most common reason for site
choice, accounting for 26% of responses. Benefits to the dog (11%), the
ability to let the dog off the lead (7%), and the absence of a need to use the
car (7%) were also important. All other predetermined reasons individually
comprised <4% of responses overall.

3.27 ‘Other’ reasons comprised 11% of responses and consisted of those not
identified by the pre-determined options in advance. They included a wide
range of reasons, with those recorded more frequently including
convenience, on route elsewhere/part of a larger walk, weather conditions,
tide on the coast, and time limitations.
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Close to home
Good for dog / dog enjoys it
Ability to let dog off lead
No need to use car
Closest place to let dog safely off lead
Suitability of area in given weather conditions
For a change / variety
Good / easy parking
Scenery / variety of views
Quick & easy travel route
Not many people
Closest place to take dog
Appropriate place for activity
Rural feel / wild landscape
Quiet, with no traffic noise
Habit / familiarity
Variety of habitats
Feels safe here
Particular wildlife interest
Choice of routes
Presence of water
Particular facilities
Don't know / others in party chose
Openess / wide open spaces
Refreshments / cafe / pub
Avoid bird disturbance issues on the coast

Information from Bird Aware Solent (inc. rangers)
Other

Visitor Survey

_uguuuuuuHUUUUUUUUUUUHHH

|
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220

No of responses

Figure 5: Reasons for site choice (Q22). Note that interviewees could give multiple responses.

3.28 The majority of interviewees across all survey locations first heard about the
relevant site due to living locally (62% overall), with 16% having heard about
it via recommendations from friends or family (see Table 14). Non-
predetermined “other” reasons were however also important across the
River Hamble CP survey locations and at Survey Point 10 (Minerva Heights) in
particular (comprising 13% and 18% of the respective responses).

3.29 The “other” reasons provided

varied considerably, but common themes were

discovering the site whilst carrying out a longer walk or exploring the area
and having visited the site as a child.
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Table 14: Number (row %) of interviewees and how they first heard about the site (Q17) stratified by survey point. Grey shading reflects the largest two
values in each row, with the darker shading highlighting the larger row value.

Live next | Recommendation . Saw .
. Recommendation Internet | Saw a | Social
Survey Point to the from ona . . | Other Total
. . . from other people search | sign |media
site/locally | friends/family map

1-FirestoneCopse 3262 | 196H 39 58 00 1@ 00 1@  61(100

2 - Shoreburs

Greenway west - 2] 2(6) 13 0(0) 00 0( 4(13)  31(100)

3 - Shoreburs

Greenway central - () 0(0) 1) 0(0) 00  0(0) 1(3)  31(100)

4 - Shoreburs
Greenway east - ) 3(10) 2(7) 3(10) 0 0(0 2(7)  30(100)
ioui:er e e - 10(17) 305 23 2(3) 0(0) 10(17) 58(100)

7 - River Hamble CP 3(6) 0(0) 0(0) 1(2) 1(2) 6(12)  51(100)

6 - River Hamble CP
car park - 9 (27) 0(0) 0(0) 1(3) 1(3) 0(0) 3(9) 33 (100)

8 - Alver Valley CP
north

ia_u/zlr:/erva”eycp 15(22) 3(4) 1(1) 4 (6) 0(0) 0() 8(12) 67(100)

AlverValley CPtotal  66(58) 2119 8(7) 3B 5@ 00 00 100 113(100)
10-MinervaHeights [[44(72) | 4 1@ 1@ 0@ 00 00 11018 61(100)

Total 291 (62) 77 (16) 23 (5) 13 (3) 11 (2) 5(1) 1(0) 48 (10) 469 (100)

5(11) 2(4) 1(2) 0(0) 0 (0) 2(4) 46 (100)
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3.30 Interviewees were asked to rate the survey location (on a scale of 1 to 10) for
the main activity that they were carrying out (see Figure 6). Overall, the
scores were generally high, with 89% of interviewees awarding the site a
score of 8 to 10 (“excellent”). This pattern was mirrored across the majority
of individual survey locations, with most interviewees rating the site highly.
There were however indications that a small proportion of interviewees at
the Shoreburs Greenway (at Survey Point 4, in particular) and at Survey Point
10 (Minerva Heights) rated the sites as “fair” only (with 8% and 6% of
interviewees, respectively, scoring the site at 4 to 5).

1 - Firestone Copse (n=59)

2 - Shoreburs Greenway west (n=27)

3 - Shoreburs Greenway central (n=29) W 1-Very poor

m2

4 - Shoreburs Greenway east (n=27) m3
5 - River Hamble CP south (n=41) 4

5 - Fair
6 - River Hamble CP car park (n=28) 6
7 - River Hamble CP north (n=43) 7
m3
8 - Alver Valley CP north (n=45)
m9

9 - Alver Valley CP south (n=60) m 10 - Excellent
10 - Minerva Heights (n=52)

Total (n=411)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of responses

Figure 6: Interviewee scoring of the site for main activity carried out on the day of the interview.
Note that 9 interviewees did not respond to this question.

3.31 Across the three most frequently recorded main activity types, satisfaction
with the survey location was high, with 91% of dog walkers, 85% of walkers,
and 100% of joggers/power walkers/runners awarding the site a score of 8 to
10 (“excellent”).
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Interviewees were also asked to rate the survey location (on a scale of 1 to
10) for a range of access/recreational attributes (see Figure 7). All of the
survey locations were identified as being “dog friendly”, with 96% of
responses awarding the site a score of 8 to 10 (“excellent”). The majority of
responses concerning path quality (63%) and parking provision (70%) also
fell into this scoring band. 94% and 86% of the scores for other facilities and
infrastructure and signage and interpretation, respectively, were at least 5
(“fair”). Nevertheless, 11% of the responses for both parking provision and
signage and interpretation were <3.

Path quality (n=420) I _ W 1-Very poor

m?2

4

7
Signage and interpretation (n=371) . _ =3
mo
Other facilities and infrastructure (n=277) I _ B 10 - Excellent

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of responses

Figure 7: Interviewee scoring across survey locations of four site attributes related to access and
recreation. Note that the sample size for each varies, as not all interviewees responded to each

question.

3.33

3.34

Individual barplots of the ratings for path quality, signage and interpretation,
and parking provision (split by survey location and combining data from the
survey points within each of the two Country Park sites and Shoreburs
Greenway) are presented in Figure 8.

Path quality is identified as a particular issue along the Shoreburs Greenway,
with 10% of responses scoring <3, whilst parking provision is identified as a
major issue at Survey point 10 (Minerva Heights: 78% scoring <3). Signage
and interpretation are also an issue at the latter location, with 24% of
responses scoring them <3, with a significant minority of responses also
scoring that attribute within the same range at both Shoreburs Greenway
(13%) and Alver Valley CP (11%).
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a) Path quality

- I
3horeburs Greenway (n=83) . _
River Hamble CP (n=121) - e
Alver Valley P (n=105) ] R
Minerva Heights (n=52) I _
Total (n=420) |} 0 |

0% 200 A0% G005 B0%  100%
Percentage of responses

Firestone Copse (n=59) I

b) Signage and interpretation

Firestone Copse (n=57) . - Ly
m 1-Very poor
[ |
- 4
&
. . HE
m 10 - Excellent

0% 20% 40% B0% B0%  100%
Percentage of responses

c) Parking provision

Firestone Copse (n=59)
Shoreburs Greenway [(n=20) |
River Hamble CP (n=100) I

Alver Valley CP [n=E8)

Minerva Heights [n=37)

Total (n=304) .
0%

20% 40% B0% B0%  100%
Percentage of responses

Figure 8: Interviewee scoring of the site for: (a) path quality, (b) signage and interpretation, and (c)
parling provision, stratified by survey location. Note that the sample size varies between localities
and barplots, as not all interviewees responded to each question.
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3.35 Interviewees were also asked to identify potential improvements that could
be undertaken at the survey location to encourage them to visit more
frequently (see Figure 9). At least one potential improvement was identified
by every interviewee, with 39% of responses overall relating to
improvements to path issues, condition, or extension (with 25% relating to
generalised “path issues”). Dealing with dog fouling/providing more dog
waste bins comprised 14% of responses, with provision of more litter bins
forming 6%.

3.36 Despite forming some of the lower scoring metrics for site quality from a
significant minority of interviewees (see Paragraph 3.32), relatively few
respondents overall identified improvements in signage (5% of responses) or
parking provision/quality (3% of responses).

3.37 The non-defined “other” category comprised 16% of responses overall. This
covered a myriad of different responses, with some of the most frequent
being reductions in the cost of parking, increased lighting and opening
hours, improvements for wheelchair access, more control of speeding
cyclists and off-lead dogs, and a reduction in overall management (more

“wilderness”).

M Path issues (i.e. maintenance, flooding, muddy paths)
I Improvements to path network

[0 More paths / longer routes

W Dog fouling/dog bin provision

[ Litter issues / more litter bins

[ Minor infrastructure (i.e seating/ picnic benches, etc)
B Major infrastructure (i.e. cafe, toilets, etc)

[0 Signage / sign posting

I Vegetation clearance/management

M Parking provision (i.e. more spaces)

I Parking quality (i.e. better surfacing)

B Improvements for dogs (i.e. fencing, water for dogs, agility areas)

H Safety or anti-social behaviour

[ Other

Figure 9: Potential site improvements identified by interviewees (combined across survey points)
which would encourage them to visit more frequently (Q13).
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3.38 The relative frequency of responses varied between survey points (see Table
15 and Map 4), with dealing with dog fouling/more dog waste bin provision
the most frequent response at Survey Point 1 (Firestone Copse: 29% of
responses), whereas path issues comprised the most frequent responses at
most of the other survey locations (based upon combined survey points).
Improvements in vegetation clearance/maintenance were also of particular
importance at Shoreburs Greenway (17% of responses overall). “Other”
improvements were also frequently cited at that locality (14% overall), as well
as at River Hamble CP (24% of responses overall), and at Survey Point 10
(Minerva Heights: 19% of responses).
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Table 15: Number (row %) of responses relating to how the survey location could be improved to encourage the interviewee to visit more frequently (Q13), stratified by
survey point. Grey shading reflects the largest two values in each row, with the darker shading highlighting the larger row value.

Comments relating to:

Survey Point

provision
management

Path issues
No idea / not sure

Minor infrastructure

Dog fouling / dog bin
Litter issues / more
litter bins
Signage / sign posting
Major infrastructure
Parking provision
More paths / longer
Improvements for
dogs
Safety or anti-social
behaviour
Parking quality

Improvements to path
Vegetation clearance /

2 - Shoreburs

Greenway 2(9) 0(0) 3(14) 3(14) 2(9) 4 (18) 0(0) 0 (0) 0(0) 0(0) 2(9) 0 (0) 1(5) 0(0) 22 (100)
west

3 - Shoreburs

Greenway 3(10) 2 (6) 2 (6) 2 (6) 2 (6) 13) 7 (23) 2 (6) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0) 0(0)
central

4 - Shoreburs
Greenway
east

0 (0) 31(100)

2 (5) 7 (19) 0 (0) 2 (5) 2 (5) 4(11) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(3) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (5) 0 (0) 37 (100)

5 - River

Hamble CP 7 (15) 0(0) 3(7) 2(4) 1(2) 2(4) 3(7) 1(2) 0(0) 46 (100)
south

6 - River

Hamble CP 2(9) 3(13) 2(9) 0 (0) 1(4) 0 (0) 0(0) 2(9) 4(17) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(4) 23 (100)
car park
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Comments relating to:

Survey Point

Path issues
Dog fouling / dog bin
provision
Improvements to path
Minor infrastructure
Litter issues / more
litter bins
Signage / sign posting
Vegetation clearance /
management
Major infrastructure
Parking provision
More paths / longer
routes
Improvements for
Safety or anti-social
behaviour
Parking quality
No idea / not sure

7 - River
Hamble CP
north

8 - Alver

4(11) 1(3) 4(11) 3(8) 2(5) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (5) 0 (0) 1(3) 0 (0) 0 (0) 8 (21) 0 (0) 38 (100)

Valley CP 13 (29) 5(11) 1(2) 2(4) 1(2) 1(2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 7 (16) 0 (0) 45 (100)
north

9 - Alver

Valley CP 10 (13) 12 (15) 3(4) 2(3) 5 (6) 2(3) 5 (6) 0(0) 3(4) 0 (0) 3(4) 0 (0) 9(11) 0 (0) 79 (100)

south

Total 117 (25) 68 (14) 55(12) 30 (6) 26 (6) 22 (5) 20 (4) 18 (4) 10 (2) 7(1) 6 (1) 5(1) 4(1) 72(15) 12(3) 472(100)
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Map 4: Potential site improvements identified by interviewees which would encourage them to visit more
frequently, stratified by survey point (charts equally sized due to small sample sizes): (A) overview of

survey locations and (B to E) individual sites
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Interviewees were asked to name a single site which they might have visited
on the day of the interview instead of the survey location, in addition to up to
two other sites that they also use on other dates for their given activity.
When all of the named localities were combined, a wide variety of other sites
were found to be regularly visited by interviewees (see Figure 10), with Royal
Victoria Country Park by far the most frequently identified (82 responses),
followed by Weston Shore (32 responses), and Stokes Bay (29 responses: see
Table 16). It is nevertheless important to note that several of the localities
named (e.g. “local roads”) potentially refer to multiple, disparate, sites, or are
potentially synonyms for the same locations (e.g. “Lee-on-Solent” and “Lee-
on-Solent Beach”).
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Figure 10: Word cloud detailing other sites given by interviewees (Q19-21). Graphic created using the Wordclouds app.
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Table 16: Other sites named by ten or more interviewees (number of respondents in parentheses).

3.40

3.41

Royal Victoria Country Park (82) Hill Head (14)
Weston Shore (31) Lee-on-Solent (14)
Stokes Bay (29) Quarr (14)
Centurion Way (27) Itchen Valley (13)
New Forest (25) Local roads (13)
Browndown (19) Lee-on-Solent Beach (12)
Gilkicker Beach (19) Westwood Nature Reserve (12)
Holly Hill (19) Hook-with-Warsash (11)
Ryde Beach (19) Miller's Pond (11)
Hundred Acres Wood (17) Brandy Hole Copse (10)

The alternative sites identified by interviewees were subsequently classified
into four broad categories bases upon their proximity to the Solent coast.
The categories comprised:

e (Coastal/estuarine sites (i.e. specifically mentioning a beach, bay,
promenade, marina, etc);

e Coastal/estuarine settlements (i.e. settlements on (or within
approx. 1km of) the coast or a connecting estuary (e.g.
Portsmouth, West Wittering, etc));

e Inland sites; and,

e Unassigned locations (e.g. “local roads”, etc).

Overall, 34% of the alternative locations identified comprised
coastal/estuarine sites (see Figure 11), with a further 13% comprising
coastal/estuarine settlements. This pattern was mirrored in the two most
frequently recorded activity types, whereas only 17% of
joggers/runners/power walkers identified sites falling within each of the two
categories (although 38% of their given locations were unassigned).
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Figure 11: Proportion of alternative sites identified by interviewees across all survey locations (Q19-
21) categorised by proximity to the Solent coast or contiguous estuaries, stratified by main activity
(n =the number of responses received (i.e. named sites)).

3.42 The proportion of alternative coastal sites varied between survey locations
(see Table 17), with 46% of the alternative locations identified from both
Shoreburs Greenway and Alver Valley CP (combined survey points for both)

comprising coastal/estuarine sites, whereas only 14% of those identified at
Survey Point 10 (Minerva Heights) were. 28% and 27% of alternative

locations, respectively, were identified as coastal/estuarine sites at Survey
Point 1 (Firestone Copse) and at River Hamble CP (combined survey points).
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Table 17: Proportion of alternative sites identified by interviewees (Q19-21) categorised by proximity to the Solent coast or contiguous estuaries,
stratified by survey point. Grey shading reflects the largest two values in each row, with the darker shading highlighting the larger row value.

Coastal/ Coastal/ estuarine
Survey Point Inland site Unassigned Total
estuarine site settlement

4s9) 3009 [8sED 3@ 163(100)

2- Shoreburs Greenway west 6(9) 22 (40) 3(7) 58 (100)

3 - Shoreburs Greenway central _ 3(4) 28 (42) 0 (O) 67 (100)

4 - Shoreburs Greenway east 22 (38) 1(1) 3409 2) 58 (100)
5 - River Hamble CP south 35 (34) 15 (13) @y nan 110 (100)

6 - River Hamble CP car park 18 (26) 9(12) . 38(3 5(9) 70 (100)

7 - River Hamble CP north 20 (21) 16 (14) 5202 7(13) 95 (100)

8 - Alver Valley CP north - 3842 19(17) 36 (34) 3(7) 96 (100)

9- Alver Valley CP south - 7049 24 (16) 47 (31) 7 (4) 148 (100)
10-MinervaHeights 19014 15012 [58(42) | 4033 132(100)

Total 330 (34) 138 (13) 449 (43) 80 (9) 997 (100)
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We can use the responses to the initial alternative site question posed (i.e.
which one site would the interviewee have visited instead of the survey
location), alongside tally data, to calculate the potential number of coastal
visits which would have been carried out in a given period if the survey
location did not exist (see Table 18). The calculation assumes that anyone
who said they would have visited a coastal site on the day of the interview
instead of the survey location, had the SANG not been in existence, have
effectively been diverted from visiting the coast by the SANG.

The proportion of total interviewees who were deflected/diverted can be
calculated, and this ratio applied to the total number of visitors to the SANG
in daylight hours (calculated from the tally count data). This proportion can
then be upscaled to both daily and weekly numbers of deflected coastal
visitors.

Although approximate, the data suggests that Alver Valley Country Park is
deflecting >1,300 coastal visits per week in the winter, with Firestone Copse,
Shoreburs Greenway, and River Hamble Country Park deflecting between
285 and 365 coastal visits over the same period. Minerva Heights is however
only currently deflecting 72 weekly coastal visits.
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Table 18: Number of person-visits deflected from coastal/estuarine sites by the survey locations in a typical winter week. Bracketed terms and footnotes
are provided to assist in interpretation of the calculations presented.

. h) Person-
¢) Total g) Proportion of ) e . - j) Total
individuals interviewees who VASIES e erson-visits
a) Survey | b) Day o o deflected |deflected from P
. recorded deflected from
location . coast/week
from a coastal/estuarine coast/week
o e coast/day (h*2 or *5) .
tallies site instead (xi)
(f*g)

Firestone Weekend 249 8 31.1 311 0.3 93 186 365
Copse Weekday 139 8 17.4 174 0.2 35 175
Shoreburs Weekend 238 24 9.9 99 0.5 50 100
Greenway 285
total Weekday 224 24 9.3 93 0.4 37 185
River Weekend 716 24 29.8 298 0.2 60 120
Hamble Weekd 251 24 10.5 105 0.4 42 210 330
CP total eekday ’ ’
Alver Weekend 1067 16 66.7 667 0.6 400 800
Valley CP 1,330
total Weekday 338 16 21.1 211 0.5 106 530
Minerva Weekend 143 8 17.9 179 0.2 36 72 5
Heights Weekday 128 8 16.0 160 0.0 0 0

3 Combined entering, leaving, and passing counts.
4 Corresponds to entire 10hr span encapsulated by 7am to 5pm survey period (winter daylight/twilight hours).
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3.46 Interviewees were asked whether they had heard of Bird Aware Solent prior
to the interview. 18% of interviewees overall had heard of the partnership
(see Figure 12). This proportion varied between survey locations however,
with >20% of interviewees aware of Bird Aware Solent at both Firestone
Copse and Shoreburs Greenway, whereas only 8% had heard of the
partnership at Minerva Heights.

100%
90%
80%
70% ONo
60% OVYes
50% ONot sure / Don't know

40%
30%
20%

Percentage of responses

10%
0%

Firestone Shoreburs River Alver Minerva Total
Copse  Greenway Hamble CP Valley CP  Heights  (n=419)
(n=59) (n=83) (n=120) (n=105) (n=52)

Figure 12: Proportion of interviewees who had heard of Bird Aware Solent before the day of the
interview (Q23), stratified by survey location (combined survey points). Note that a single
interviewee did not answer this question.

3.47 A total of 404 interviewee postcodes (96%) could be accurately mapped, with
the full postcode given in the interview matching the standard national
postcode database. A total of 16 interviews (4%) were therefore not assigned
to a home postcode. The greater proportion of recorded postcodes
originated from settlements along the Solent coast and neighbouring areas
inland of them, with most located in relative proximity to the relevant
interview location (see Map 5).
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Map 5: Interviewee postcodes stratified by survey point. The inset depicts all 404 postcodes (across all visit types), whilst the main map excludes 17

postcodes lying outside the map extent
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Map 6 presents the 75th percentile minimum convex polygons (MCPs) of
straight-line home postcode interviewee distance from their respective
survey locations (multiple survey points combined where relevant) for all
those undertaking a day visit from home. MCPs show the area in which the
closest three-quarters of interviewees originated and provide a good way to
summarise where most visitors to each survey location live.

The 75th percentile MCPs for day visitor postcodes at each of the survey
locations vary, with those for both Shoreburs Greenway and Minerva Heights
extending only a short distance (<1km) from the site boundary (indicative of
extreme local use) whilst those of the remaining three locations extend 2-
4km from the site boundary. The latter also indicates use primarily by
interviewees from within the local area, and the absence of overlap between
any of the MCPs (with the exception of a small area of those for Shoreburs
Greenway and River Hamble CP) further highlights localised use.

The straight-line distance (‘as the crow-flies’) from each interviewee's home
postcode to the relevant survey location was calculated (see Table 19).
Across all visit types (404 interviewees) the mean distance was 3.8km and the
median was 1.4km (i.e. 50% of all interviewees during this period had come
from a radius of <1.4km around the survey locations). The mean distance is
larger than the median as there are a few larger values (up to 124.9km) that
skew the data. The third quartile (75th percentile) was 3.0km (i.e. 75% of all
interviewees lived within this distance of the survey location), decreasing
slightly to 2.9km when those not on a day visit from home were excluded.

These statistics varied between the survey locations however, with larger
mean and 75th percentile day visit distances recorded from Firestone Copse
and River Hamble CP (mean distances of 4.4km and 3.7km, respectively, and
Q3 distances of 4.6km and 4.4.km). The smallest mean day visit distance and
75th percentile was recorded from Shoreburs Greenway (both values being
0.7km across survey points), with mean distances for Alver Valley CP and
Minerva Heights being 2.1km and 1.7km, respectively, and Q3 distances
2.9km and 1.0km. There was also variation between the day visit distances
recorded from individual survey points, with those located within car parks
(e.g. Survey Point 1 (Firestone Copse) and Survey Point 6 (River Hamble CP
car park)) being larger than those at locations with higher levels of foot
access.

50



Map 6: MCPS around 75th percentile of all day visit postcode distances for each survey location (A to D)
alongside an overview (E). Note that interviewee postcodes from all relevant composite survey points have
been combined to produce the seperate MCPs depicted in Maps 5B and 5C
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Table 19: Summary statistics for the straight-line distances between the home postcodes of all interviewees, stratified by survey location. Data from
interviewees undertaking day trips from home are highlighted in mauve. N is the sample size (number of valid postcodes) and Q3 is the 75th percentile.

Distance (km)
Survey Point Visit type
oD || weamn | @ [ e

2 - Shoreburs
Greenway west

3 - Shoreburs
Greenway central
4 - Shoreburs
Greenway east

5 - River Hamble 2.4 (+0.3)

CP south —-—————
6 - River Hamble 10.0 (+4.5) 124.9

CP car park

7 - River Hamble
CP north

8 - Alver Valley CP
north

9 - Alver Valley CP All 59 4.0 (+1.7) 0.3 1.9 2.9 102.5
south
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Distance (km)

YT T T N I

404 3.8 (+0.6) 124.9

o _-_____
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Visitor routes during their visit (Q11-12)

3.52 For the majority of interviewees overall (72%) the route that they took was
reflective of their normal route (see Table 20), followed by 14% whose route
was much shorter than normal. This pattern held across the three more
frequently recorded activity types, a larger relative proportion (albeit single
interviewees) of joggers/power walkers/runners were either undertaking a
longer than usual route or on their first visit to the survey location.

Table 20: Number (row %) of all interviewees and how typical their route (Q11), stratified by main
activity. Grey shading reflects the largest value in each row, with darker shading highlighting the
larger row value. Note that a single interviewee did not respond to this question.

Route length

Much

Activity i shorter First visit

than
normal

Dog walking 5(14) 5(2) 22 (7) 7 (2) 312 (100)
Walking 5(17) 3(3) 9(10) 7 (8) 87 (100)
Jogging / power

el 4 T 0 (0) 1(13) 0 (0) 1(13) 8 (100)

Cycling/mountain
biking - 0(0) 0 (0) 1(33) 0 (0) 3(100)

Outing with family 0 (0) 0 (0) - 0 (0) 3 (100)

0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2(100)
0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2(100)

Photography
Horse riding
Access / shortcut to

facilities 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(100)

Other 0(0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1(100)

Total 300(72) 60 (14) 9(2) 35(8) 15 (4) 419 (100)
3.53 A range of factors influenced the interviewees' choice of routes (see Figure

13). Previous knowledge of the area was the most commonly given response
within the predetermined categories (29% of responses), followed by the
activity undertaken (19%) and the presence of muddy tracks/paths (9%). The
remaining factors each comprised 7% or less of responses.
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Previous knowledge of area / experience

Activity undertaken (e.g. presence of dog)

Muddy tracks / paths

Time

Weather

Group members (e.g. kids, less able)
Viewpoint / feature

Other users (avoiding crowds etc)
Followed a marked trail/route
Interpretation / leaflets / promotion

Daylight

M |||

Other

o

50 100 150 200

No of responses

Figure 13: Factors influencing choice of route (Q12). Note that interviewees could give multiple
responses.

3.54 A total of 411 visitor routes were mapped. Table 21 provides summary route
length data for all survey locations, with the data provided separately for full
routes (i.e. those that extended outside of the site boundary) and clipped to
within it. The mean and 75th percentile full route lengths across all survey
locations were 3.1km and 4.1km respectively, whilst those for clipped routes
were 2.5km and 3.4km respectively.

3.55 Mean clipped route lengths were longest at River Hamble and Alver Valley
CPs (3.2km and 3.1km, respectively) with 75" percentile lengths of 4.3km and
3.8km, respectively. The shortest mean clipped route length (1.1km) was
recorded from Minerva Heights (Q3 length of 1.3km), with those from
Shoreburs Greenway and Firestone Copse being 1.7km and 2.1km,
respectively (Q3 lengths of 2.3km and 2.4km, respectively).
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Table 21: Summary statistics of interviewee route length (full extent and clipped to the survey location boundary) for each of the survey points. Clipped
extents are highlighted in tan. N is the sample size (number of interviewees) and Q3 is the 75th percentile. Note that all routes within Firestone Copse
were located within the site boundary.

Length (km)
Survey location Route extent
B T T

Full 3 4(+0.4)

7 shoreburs Greenuey et __—__--
3 - choreblrs G tral Full 2.7 (+0.2)
CE __—__--
Full 3.1 (+0.5)

- shoreburs Grecnuiay ca __—__--
o R 83 31(02 06 24 34 105
__—__--

5 - River Hamble CP south Full 4.4 (+0.3)

e e _____--

& Fvar [Harmsla @ k Full 2.3 (+0.2)

e TembiE Frearper _____--
Full 4.2 (+0.2)

/- Rver Hample P north __—__--
o Pl 19 38(#02 06 38 48 9

8 - Alver Valley CP north Full 3.4(+0.3)
9 - Alver Valley CP south zdl 3.7(+0.2)
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Length (km)
Survey location Route extent
T T T

Total

Full 3.1(+0.1)




Solent SANGs Visitor Survey

3.56 Among the three most frequently recorded main activity types, dog walkers
and walkers exhibited similar mean route lengths within the site boundary
(both 2.4km: see Table 22), with joggers/power walkers/runners exhibiting a
slightly longer mean route length of 3.2km. The 75th percentile values for
the three activity types were all similar, being between 3.2km and 3.7km in
length. The two horse riders had undertaken relatively long routes ( mean
route length of 6.0km).

Table 22: Summary statistics of interviewee route length (clipped to the site boundary), stratified by
main activity. N is the sample size (number of interviewees) and Q3 is the 75th percentile.

Length (km)
Activity
e (15D

Dog walking 307 2.4 (+0.1) 0.2 2.1 3.3 7.3
Walking 85 2.4 (+0.1) 0.6 2.1 3.2 6.0
Jogging / powerwalking /g 3.2 (+0.6) 1.2 3.4 3.7 6.7
running

Outing with family 3 2.1 (+1.3) 0.6 1.1 4.6 4.6
Cycling / mountain biking 2 0.4 (+0.2) 0.2 0.4 N/A 0.5
Horse riding 2 6.0 (+0.0) 6.0 6.0 N/A 6.0
Photography 2 2.6 (+0.7) 1.9 2.6 N/A 34
Aiccess /shorteut to 1 45 4.5 4.5 N/A 4.5
facilities

Other 1 1.3 1.3 1.3 N/A 1.3
Total 411 2.5 (+0.1) 0.2 21 34 7.3

3.57 The mapped routes are shown in Map 7, with all routes at Firestone Copse

located within the site boundary whereas a number of those at the
remaining survey locations extend beyond it. Popular circular routes are
apparent within Firestone Copse, Minerva Heights, and River Hamble CP,
whilst the routes at Alver Valley CP and Shoreburs Greenway (the latter in
particular) are more linear. A large number of other, less heavily used, routes
radiate off the main routes highlighted within River Hamble and Alver Valley
CPs in particular, and a number of heavily used “crossing points” are evident
along the length of the Shoreburs Greenway (including in proximity to Survey
Point 3).
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Map 7: Heatmap of interviewee route density at each of the five survey locations, overlaid with all visitor
routes (A: Firestone Copse; B: Minerva Heights; C: Shoreburs Greenway; D: River Hamble CP, and; E: Alver
Valley CP). Note that each survey location is shown at a slightly different scale and that all interviewee
routes from composite survey points have been combined to produce Maps 6C to 6E.
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Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and Database Right 2021. Contains map data © OpenStreetMap contributors. Terms: www.openstreetmap.org/copyright Designated
site boundaries download from the Natural England website © Natural England.






Solent SANGs Visitor Survey

Figure 14: Word cloud giving free text responses concerning access on site (Q27). Graphic created using the Wordclouds app.
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Comparison of key metrics with previous visitor surveys

3.60

3.61

3.62

3.63

Visitor surveys were previously carried out by Footprint Ecology at Alver
Valley (Panter & Liley, 2015) and at Shoreburs Greenway (Panter & Liley,
2016). The previous survey data provides scope for comparison of key
metrics for the two sites at different times. The value of the comparison
between the current and previous surveys is however limited as:

e The two survey periods comprise single points in time;

e Surveys along the the Shoreburs Greenway in 2016 were carried
out in August (i.e. outside the winter period), and the level of
survey effort was different; and,

e Visitor routes were not discretely mapped during the historic
surveys undertaken at Alver Valley, with a compartment mapping
approach used instead (see 2015 report for details).

We have attempted to compare some key findings from the surveys in Table
23, but caution is necessary when interpretating some of the results, due to
the caveats expressed above. We have also refrained from carrying out any
statistical tests.

Survey effort was similar between the two relevant survey periods at Alver
Valley CP. The greater survey effort seen in the historic Shoreburs Greenway
data can be explained by the split holiday/term time survey periods and their
summer scheduling. Differences can be seen when comparing the temporal
datasets for both localities, although values for many of the selected metrics
are nevertheless extremely similar (or even identical) between survey
periods.

The key differences are the large increases in both the numbers of groups
and individuals recorded from tally data between the two survey periods at
both localities. The number of groups counted doubled at Shoreburs
Greenway, and increased by 70% at Alver Valley Country Park, whilst the
number of individuals counted at the two sites increased by 95% and 82%,
respectively.
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Table 23: Comparison of selected metrics from the current surveys carried out at Shoreburs
Greenway and Alver Valley Country Park and historic surveys carried out at each in 2016 and 2015,
respectively (calculated across all survey points in each given year). Directly comparable metrics
which have increased between the relevant intervals are highlighted in blue, with those that have

decreased highlighted in red.
Shoreburs Greenway Alver Valley CP
Selected metrics
Aug 2016* | Nov21/Feb22 | Jan2015 | Nov21/Mar 22

Total no. interviews

(T 105 83 | 113 105
Tally data - total groups 167 334 449 762
Tally data - total people 237 462 771 1,405
Tglly data - mean group 14 14 17 18
size (people per group)

Tglly data - mean group 0.7 0.8 12 11
size (dogs per group)

o . R

% mterwgwee activity 68 75 94 82
dog walking

o : r—

% mtgrwewee activity 16 2 3 15
walking

Percentage of

interviewees visiting at 83 83 83 84

least once per week
Percentage of
interviewees visiting 84 82 88 83
equally all year round
Proportion (%) of
interviewees who solely 25 23 14 17
visit the survey location
Proportion (%) of
alternative coastal sites
identified, with total no. 38(213) 46 (183) N/A 46 (244)
named sites in
parentheses
Percentage of
interviewees travelling 0 11 77 69
by car

Median clipped route
length (km)

Median distance
between interview
location and home
postcode (km)

*Combined data from term time and school holiday survey periods.

1.0 1.5 N/A 2.8

0.5 0.4 1.9 1.8
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The other obvious difference is the marked increase in interviewees arriving
by car at Shoreburs Greenway, although this may be explained by the winter
vs summer timings of the two survey periods. Conversely, the proportion of
interviewees arriving by car at Alver Valley CP decreased slightly in the
intervening period.

The number of interviewees who carry out the entirety of their activities at
the two locations has remained relatively static between the survey periods,
with a slight increase in the proportion of alternative coastal sites identified
as being used by interviewees.

With respect to the remaining metrics, the proportion of frequent visitors,
and those who visit equally all year, have remained relatively static, although
there is an indication that the routes used by visitors to Shoreburs Greenway
may have increased in length slightly in the intervening period. The
proportion of both walkers and dog walkers at that locality have also
marginally increased, whilst there has been a decrease in the proportion of
dog walkers at Alver Valley CP (alongside a corresponding increase in the
proportion of walkers).
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4, Discussion

User profiles

4.1 The current surveys show that the five inland sites are used almost
exclusively by visitors making a day trip directly from home, with the majority
of home postcodes located within close proximity to the interview site,
indicative of use by local people. This is further evidenced by the
identification of proximity to the site (and convenience) as a key reason
behind site choice, the use of previous knowledge in choosing routes on site
and having knowledge of the site in the first place as a result of local
residency.

4.2 Alver Valley and River Hamble Country Parks are much busier (in terms of
both foot traffic and the number of dogs observed) than the other locations,
with Minerva Heights and Shoreburs Greenway being used by significantly
fewer people. The larger number of children noted at the two Country Park
sites are also indicative of their popularity with families. This was further
evidenced by the larger group sizes recorded at the two localities.

4.3 Three quarters of all interviews across the five survey locations were dog
walkers, with most of the remainder comprising walkers. This pattern was
mirrored at all of the survey locations/points, with the exception of the
northernmost survey point within River Hamble Country Park. Furthermore,
walking, or an outing with family, comprised the most frequent secondary
activity types recorded across the majority of survey locations. Dog walkers
therefore comprise the key demographic with respect to outreach and
engagement on site, with families and young children also comprising
potentially useful focus groups.

4.1 Firestone Copse was only accessed by interviewees using motorised
transport, and a significant proportion of visitors to the Alver Valley and River
Hamble Country Parks had also arrived by car. Conversely, the majority of
visitors to both Shoreburs Greenway and Minerva Heights had arrived on
foot. This may however have been informed by the absence of parking
provision in proximity to the Country Park component of Minerva Heights (to
the south of the survey location), with the lack of parking identified as a key
issue by site users.
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The number of interviewees arriving by car at Alver Valley Country Park has
however decreased since the previous surveys carried out there in 2015. This
may be due to an aspirational increase in foot access to the site but could
also be a result of changes in parking availability (and charges), both at the
Country Park itself and in the local area, dissuading people from driving to
the site. Parking fees and availability were frequently identified as issues by
interviewees at the location.

Visitor behaviour

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

Frequent visitation across the year was commonly recorded across all survey
locations (with dog walkers the most frequent visitors amongst the activity
types recorded). This suggests that interviewees showed relatively high levels
of site fidelity and that any engagement activities carried out would be likely
to reach the majority of site users over a relatively short period.

When converted to approximate number of days visited, Shoreburs
Greenway received the largest number of annual visits, although this is
potentially due to the extremely local distribution of its visitors. This could
also however be evidence of the site’s use as a conduit rather than a
destination location. This is further evidenced by the short visitor route
lengths recorded within it, with few interviewees appearing to fully utilise the
central footpath running the length of the site.

Interviewees spent between half an hour and two hours on site at the
majority of the survey locations, with the exception of Minerva Heights
(where most spent less than an hour on site). Across all survey locations
combined, the majority of dog walkers spent less than an hour on site also.

The coronavirus pandemic appears to have had a limited impact upon
visitation frequency at the survey locations, with the majority of interviewees
stating that it had not affected how often they visited. 10% to 20% of
interviewees across the five locations indicated that they were visiting more
since the onset of the pandemic however, with River Hamble Country Park
accommodating 41 additional visits per year per interviewee.

Visitor satisfaction

4.7

Most visitors to the survey locations rate them highly, and dog walkers value
having access to sites that benefit their dogs and within which they are able
to let their animals run freely (all of the survey locations were consistently
assessed as being extremely “dog friendly”). Nevertheless, a significant
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minority of visitors would like to see improvements to the path network and
increased/improved signage and interpretation on site. Path quality is a
particular issue at both Alver Valley Country Park and Shoreburs Greenway,
with issues posed by mud and seasonal flooding identified by multiple
interviewees. The provision or more litter and dog waste bins on site would
also be welcomed by a large proportion of site visitors and would be
particularly well received at Firestone Copse.

Use of alternative sites

4.8

49

Visitors to the five survey locations use a multitude of other localities for
recreation, with Royal Victoria Country Park, Weston Shore, and Stokes Bay
all being particularly well used. Across all survey locations, approximately a
third of alternative sites identified by visitors comprised coastal sites, with
nearly half of those identified at both Shoreburs Greenway and Alver Valley
Country Park falling into that category. This suggests that although the
inland sites are visited frequently by a large proportion of local site users
(and dog walkers in particular), there is still likely to be a significant level of
recreation access by them to coastal localities.

Nevertheless, calculations of the number of visits deflected from coastal and
estuarine sites, as people choose to instead use the survey locations,
indicate that Alver Valley Country Park alone is absorbing 1,330 coastal visits
per week during the winter months. Most of the other survey locations are
also absorbing what would otherwise comprise several hundred coastal
visitors per week, although Minerva Heights is currently absorbing fewer
than a hundred weekly coastal visits.

Outreach and site effectiveness

410

4.11

Between 8% and 22% of visitors to the five survey locations were aware of
Bird Aware Solent, with the lowest proportion recorded at Minerva Heights (a
novel site used by local people, and therefore perhaps not unsurprising).
Nevertheless, the discrepancy between the proportion of alternative coastal
sites mentioned by interviewees and those who were aware of Bird Aware
Solent suggests that there is still capacity to undertake novel outreach at
these inland sites concerning the potential impacts of coastal recreation.

There was an obvious increase in both the number of groups and individuals
counted at Shoreburs Greenway and Alver Valley Country Park between the
historic surveys carried out in 2016 and 2015, respectively, and the 2021/22
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surveys. The number of groups at the former site doubled, with those at
Alver Valley Country Park increasing by 70%. Furthermore, the number of
individuals counted at the two locations increased by 95% and 82%,
respectively.

Little change was noted in the rest of the key visitor metrics at both
Shoreburs Greenway and Alver Valley Country Park. Similar proportions of
interviewees at the two localities solely carried out their relevant activities at
the interview location, and a similar proportion of alternative coastal sites
were identified by those travelled further afield. There was however an
obvious increase in the number of interviewees accessing Shoreburs
Greenway by car, although this may have been due to winter weather
effects.

The large increases in the number of individuals using the sites are however
noteworthy, with the large increase in use seen at Shoreburs Greenway (in
light of the summertime programming of the historical surveys there) being
particularly interesting. These uplifts suggest that the two sites are working
well to attract new users, with 47% and 40% of interviewees at Shoreburs
Greenway and Alver Valley Country Park, respectively, having been visiting
the site for less than 5 years (i.e. subsequent to the previous surveys).

There has been little change in the size of visitor catchments for either
Shoreburs Greenway or Alver Valley Country Park since the historic surveys
carried out there, however. Furthermore, the non-overlapping nature of all
five of the 2021/22 survey locations’ MCPs indicates that the identification of
a number of geographically infilling SANGs/visitor sites along the Solent
coast would be beneficial in further diverting access from alternative coastal
sites.

Interviewee route data shows that the majority of site users traverse a route
of approximately 3.5km whilst on site, which is similar to the 3.7km routes
undertaken by the majority of visitors to coastal sites on the Solent (Caals et
al., 2020). Any new SANG/visitor site would therefore need to incorporate a
path network of at least this length to be effective. Circular routes also
appear to be preferred, with the narrow shape of Shoreburs Greenway (and
its’ largely linear path network) potentially detracting from the site’s
attractiveness to recreational users.

Finally, Minerva Heights is still bedding in and parts of the site were still
under active construction during the survey period. As such, it is understood
that an increased number of access points, longer routes on site, and more
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car parking will be available in the future, once more the development is
complete. Nevertheless, the full extent of the Country Park component of
the site only opened halfway through the surveys, and the site was still very
much “bedding in". This could have impacted the attractiveness, or
awareness amongst potential site users, of the site, and may partially explain
the lower visitor numbers recorded there (as well as the almost complete
absence of routes within the northern components of the site boundary).
This was further evidenced by the fact that 64% of interviewees at the site
had been visiting for less than a year or were on their first visit on the day of
the interview (with the majority of interviewees at all other survey locations
having been visiting their respective interview location for more than 10
years).

Recommendations

417

418

419

An increase in parking provision would benefit Minerva Heights in particular,
and improvements in signage and interpretation across the five survey
locations would also potentially encourage people to visit more frequently.
Increased promotion of the sites, through a range of media and potentially
targeting specific user groups (e.g. dog walkers), would also be beneficial.
The postcode data collected during the current surveys indicates that several
additional SANGs should also ideally be identified to plug gaps along the
Solent coastline.

Continued future monitoring is recommended to understand how visitor use
of the sites changes with time. Data on visitor numbers would however be
better collected using vehicle counts or automated counters, and it could be
possible for formalised parking locations within the SANGs to be included in
already established biennial vehicle transects. Monitoring of disparate
(informal) parking locations along the length of Shoreburs Greenway would
potentially be less straightforward than in the Country Parks. However, the
Victoria Road car park (located on the Greenway’s south-western extent) is
already incorporated into the existing transect route.

Visitor interviews provide the potential to record activity types, views on
management, routes, and home postcodes. Now that a standardised survey
method has been established, the surveys can be repeated on a five-yearly
basis. This will allow continued monitoring of site use and allow any changes
in visitor numbers and/or profiles to be identified as mitigation continues to
be carried out along the Solent coast.
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Appendix 1: Questionnaire
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FOOTPRINT
ECOLOGY

"

Good morning/afternoon. | am conducting a visitor survey on behalf of the Bird
Aware Solent, who are interested in gathering visitors' views about the area
and recreation. Can you spare me a few minutes please?

Qi

O Are you on a day trip or short visit and have travelled directly from your home today... if no
O Are you on a short trip/short visit and staying away from home with friends or family ... if no
O Are you staying away from home, e.g. second home, mobile home or on holiday

O If none of the above, How would you describe your visit today?
Further details

Q2  What is the main activity you are undertaking today? Tick closest answer. Do not
prompt. Single response only. Ensure activily rather than reason for undertaken is given
(e.g. not "health”, "relaxing" etc.)

O Dog walking

() Walking

O Jogging/ power walking / running

O Quting with family

O Cycling/mountain biking

O Commuting to work/shortcut to work

O Access/shortcut to facilities (school, shops, friends etc.)

O Other, please defail:
Further details
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Are there any other activities you, or the people with you, will be undertaking today?
Tick closest answer. Do not prompt. Multiple responses possible. Ensure activity rather
than reason for undertaken is given (e.g. not "health”, "relaxing" etc.)

|:| Dog walking

[) walking

l:l Jogging' power walking / running

I:I Outing with family

D Cycling/mountain biking

[) Commuting to work/shortcut to work

|:| Access/shortcut to facilities (school, shops, friends etc.)

|:| Other, please defail:
Further details

How did you get here today? if necessary prompt with: What form of transport did you
use? Single response only.

O Car/van

O On foot

O Public transport (e.g. bus, train)
() Bicycle

O Other, please detail

Further details:

How long have you spent / will you spend here today? Single response only.
O Less than 30 minutes
O Between 30 minutes and 1 hour

O 1-2 hours
O 2-3 hours
O 3-4 hours
O 4 hours +

Further details:

For how long have you been visiting this site?
O First visit to the site

O Less than or approximately & months

O Less than or approx. 1 year

O Less than or approx. 3 years

O Less than or approx. 5 years

O Less than or approx. 10 years

O More than 10 years

O Not sure / dont know
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