
Monmouthshire Meadows Group survey report 
 
Purpose 
 
The purpose of the Monmouthshire Meadows Group (MMG) membership 
survey was to find out how the group can best serve its members.  Although 
many members come to open days or to the spring or autumn meetings, or 
visit the MMG stand at agricultural shows or other events, there is little or no 
contact with some members beyond an initial survey visit. A questionnaire 
offered a simple way to make contact with all MMG members to ask about 
problems encountered with the management of their meadows and to find out 
which MMG activities are most important to them.  It was hoped that the 
results would provide a picture of members’ needs and expectations to focus 
the group’s future efforts, and offer people the chance to raise any individual 
concerns they may have.  
 
Method 
 
The survey was carried out using SurveyMonkey, an on-line provider of tools 
to design surveys, collect responses and analyse the results. We used a free 
version of the service that limited the number of questions we could ask. 
However, since we had no wish to burden members with a lengthy 
questionnaire, this limitation was not an issue. Most questions required tick-
box responses but we also provided comment boxes for members to note any 
particular concerns or suggestions. If they left their name, we replied 
personally to specific enquiries added to these boxes. A copy of the survey 
can be found in Appendix 1. 
 
Other drawbacks of the free version of SurveyMonkey are that the 
presentation of results and analysis are limited (for example, one cannot 
compare responses for different groups) and that the tables of results and 
graphs created cannot be exported into a report. Also, it was not possible to 
append the results from completed paper forms (see below). To overcome 
these drawbacks, individual survey responses have been coded and recorded 
in the program Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) to which 
data from paper forms have been added before analysis. 
 
Sample and response rate 
 
A link to the survey with a request for its completion was emailed to 223 
people, identified as current MMG members at the end of February 2016.  
Emails were not sent to people if the membership list noted that they did not 
own a meadow, and corporate memberships were also excluded. We 
explained to joint members that we wished to receive only one form per 
meadow. Paper versions of the form were distributed to 15 members who do 
not have email addresses.   
 
In all, 238 members were invited to complete the survey. Two emails 
‘bounced back’, and one person replied to say that they did not own a 
meadow (this had not been noted on the membership list), and one member 



explained that the survey was awkward for them to complete because they 
farmed multiple fields under differing management regimes.  
 
Ninety-one completed forms were received (88 electronic and 3 paper), a 
response rate of 38.9%.   
 
The results 
 
 The extent of members’ meadows 
 
We asked people to describe the extent of their wildflower meadow or 
meadows (see Figure 1). Although this provided only a limited description of 
the meadows, MMG already holds more detailed information from botanical 
surveys. 
 

  
Figure 1: The extent of members' meadows 

 
An area up to 5 acres was the most common size, 61 (67%), with 16 (17.6%) 
respondents reporting greater acreage. It is worth noting that 14 (15.3%) 
people noted meadow areas within their gardens.  
 
 Grass management 
 
The principal aim of MMG is to help owners manage their wildflower meadows 
either by grazing or by cutting and removing the grass at appropriate times.  
We were interested in how people are achieving this. Since meadow 
management can change from year to year, we asked people to describe how 
they managed their grass in 2015. Figure 2 shows the range of approaches to 
management.   
 
 



 
 
Figure 2 Approaches to grass management 

 
 Grazing 
 
Twenty (22%) respondents reported that their meadow was grazed rather 
than cut. These included one member who added that in previous years they 
have cut the grass before the animals go onto the field, and one member who 
resorted to grazing in 2015 because the contractor they had employed did not 
turn up to cut it.   
 
Responses to a question about management problems showed that none of 
these 20 members had difficulties with finding grazing animals (some of them 
keep their own animals but we did not ask about this).  However, nine other 
members who reported managing their meadow principally by mowing the 
grass did have difficulties with finding grazing animals either for aftermath 
grazing or to have had the option of managing the meadow by grazing (but we 
did not ask about their reasons). 
 
 Grass cutting 
 
The majority of respondents, 67 (73.6%), managed their meadow/s by 
mowing the grass either to make hay or to dispose of the grass in some other 
way. Twenty-three people did this work themselves but the other 42 were 
dependent on a contractor (28 members), a local farmer (11 members) or the 
MMG Tracmaster (three members). Whereas less than half of garden-
meadow owners required help, two-thirds of those with larger acreage to cut 
were dependent on someone else. 
 
We were interested to know if people had difficulty finding reliable contractors 
for mowing or haymaking. Eight of the 42 members dependent on someone 
else to cut their grass reported difficulties.  Only one of these had required a 
contractor to make hay while six people on smaller sites had wanted the grass 
cut and collected. One other respondent who reported difficulties finding a 



contractor had employed MMG with the Tracmaster to cut their garden 
meadow. 
 
 Hay-making 
 
About half all respondents made hay, 44 (48.4%), including 19 people who 
made their own.  Eight people reported difficulties with selling the hay, 
including four who had paid a contractor to make it.  Perhaps unsurprisingly, 
none of the members who had an arrangement with a local farmer had 
difficulties. Presumably, the farmer took the grass as hay or silage (possibly 
as payment or part-payment for the work, though we did not ask for details 
about the arrangements).   
 
 Leaving the grass  
 
Only four (4.4%) members had grass that had not been removed either by 
mowing or grazing in 2015 (represented as ‘Other’ in Figure 2). One 
described their meadow as ‘untouched’ but as they also indicated that they 
had no problems with cutting the grass (in question 5) it was not clear what 
the situation was. One member reported carrying out bracken bashing on their 
meadow and random grazing by deer. One member had ‘tried sheep 
unsuccessfully’ and had no luck with contractors. One member had resorted 
to topping the grass having struggled with scything so it seems probable that 
the grass had not been raked up. 
 
 Finding Contractors 
 
The use of contractors by members is not limited to mowing and haymaking 
but they are also employed for other land management work such as, for 
example, fencing. We asked where people had found a contractor if they had 
indicated that they used one. As a service to members, the MMG website lists 
contractors with their contact details under different category headings, 
depending on the type of work carried out. We were interested to know if 
members make use of the service. We have looked separately at people who 
either did or did not report difficulties finding a contractor. 
 
Eighteen respondents reported difficulties finding a contractor.  Only one of 
these, managing over 10 acres, had found a contractor to make hay on the 
MMG website. One other member, with a garden meadow, had grass cut by 
the MMG Tracmaster.  Six people who wanted their grass cut and collected 
had said they had difficulties finding a contractor. This could either be 
because they did not use the website or because the website had not helped 
them find anyone (but we did not ask directly about this). However, five 
people who had difficulties finding a contractor had not rated the contractor 
lists on the website as important to them, one of them also noting that they did 
not know about the lists.  
 
Of the 73 members who reported no difficulties with finding a contractor, just 
five had used the MMG website, two of them to find hay makers, one of them 
to find someone to cut and collect the grass, and two people whose fields 



were grazed found contractors on the website for fencing and for hedge-
laying.   
 
 Contractors’ names 
 
We asked respondents to say which contractors they had employed in order 
to add names to the lists on the MMG website. However, many people gave 
general replies such as ‘a local farmer’,  ‘person who has helped us for last 30 
years’, ‘couple of lads’ rather than give the name of a contractor. The names 
that were supplied are listed in Appendix 2. 
 
 Other difficulties with managing the meadow 
 
We know that many meadows present problems of overly dominant grass or 
encroaching bracken or nettles. We asked about these as well as giving 
members the opportunity to describe any additional management problems. 
Nettles were the most common problem cited (50%), closely followed by 
bracken (47%), then dominant grass (35%).  
 
The extent to which these plants are problematic appears to vary with the size 
of meadow. Table 1 shows the percentage of people reporting each of these 
as a problem in each size category (meadows of 5 -10 acres and over 10 
acres have been treated together to increase sample size).  
 
Table 1.  Percentage of respondents reporting problems with vegetation by 
size of meadow 
 

 Dominant 
grasses 

Encroaching 
bracken 

Nettles, 
docks, 
brambles 

Garden (n = 
14) 

43% 0% 29% 

Up to 5 acres 
(n = 61) 

38% 51% 49% 

Over 5 acres 
(n = 16) 

19% 75% 69% 

 
Smaller meadows appear to have more problems with dominant grasses and 
fewer problems with other vegetation while larger meadows appear to have 
more problems with bracken and nettles etc. and fewer problems of dominant 
grasses. Given the small sample sizes it is difficult to judge the reliability of 
this result. However, it seems likely that the proximity of hedges is more likely 
to be associated with the encroachment of unwanted species in fields than in 
gardens where dealing with these could be easier. 
 
Ten people noted that access to their meadow was a problem: one garden 
meadow owner, seven people with meadows up to 5 acres, and two people 
with larger meadows.  Only two of these owners made hay while the others 
either cut and raked up the grass or the field was grazed. 
 



Seventeen respondents ticked the ‘Other’ box to note that they had additional 
problems. Their comments are listed in Appendix 3, along with those left by 
some other respondents who had not ticked the box. Not all the comments 
describe problems but some of those that do mention thistles and hogweed as 
additional problematic species.  
 
Other problems noted were: a wait for a survey; rabbits; ribwort plantain 
heating up the hay; establishment of wild flowers; feasibility of fencing to allow 
aftermath grazing; winter growth of grass, insufficient grass for grazing stock; 
winter poaching and a wet meadow. 
 
 Which MMG activities are most important to members? 
 
We listed regular MMG activities and asked respondents to indicate their 
importance to them by rating each activity as ‘extremely important, ‘important’, 
‘not at all important’ or ‘no opinion’. We avoided asking which activities people 
thought generally important to avoid everything being rated as important, 
which would be relatively uninformative. Indeed, this is what happened on 
some forms where the respondents said that this was how they chose to 
reply. Others acknowledge that, although not all activities are important to 
them, other people may find them important. Some people rated only the 
activities they thought were important and made no response to others.  
These missing responses have been coded as ‘no opinion’.  Complete ratings 
appear in Appendix 4.  
 
To illustrate the relative importance of different activities to members, 
‘Extremely important’ and ‘important’ ratings have been combined and treated 
together as ‘Important’. ‘Of limited importance’, ‘not at all important’ and ‘no 
opinion’ responses have also been combined and treated together as ‘Not 
important or no opinion’. Figure 3 illustrates the results and shows that MMG 
activities are not of equal importance to the membership as a whole. 
However, all activities were rated as important to some members and only 
varied in terms of the number of members that find them useful.  Even the 
lowest rated services were important to 30-40% of respondents. 
 
Given the principal aims of MMG, it is unsurprising that the provision of 
botanical surveys and management advice were rated as important by nearly 
all its members, with the newsletter not far behind in its importance. 
 
 Other comments and suggestions 
 
At the end of the survey, we provided a box for people to leave any additional 
comments or suggestions. These are listed in Appendix 4. 
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Figure  3.  Relative importance of MMG activities to membership.  
 
 
 
 
 

 



Appendix 1  Copy of paper version of the questionnaire form 
 

 
MEADOWS MANAGEMENT SURVEY 

 
1.  How big is your wildflower meadow or meadows? 
 

An area within your garden  ☐ 

Up to 5 acres   ☐ 

Between 5 and 10 acres  ☐ 

More than 10 acres   ☐ 
 
2.  How is your grass managed? 
If the way you manage your grass has changed over time, please describe what you did in 2015 
 

I/we employ a contractor to mow, strim or scythe the grass and rake it up ☐ 

I/we employ the MMG Tracmaster to cut the grass, and then rake it up ☐ 

I/we cut the grass and make hay ourselves    ☐ 

I/we pay a contractor to cut and bale the grass for hay or haylage  ☐ 

I/we have an arrangement with a local farmer to cut and take the grass ☐ 

I/we do not cut the grass but graze the field with animals  ☐ 

Other (please specify)      ☐ 
 
3. If you used a contractor, where did you find the contractor? 
 

On the MMG website   ☐ 

In the local paper   ☐ 

Recommended by somebody else ☐ 

Other    ☐ 
 
4. Which contractor/contractors have you employed? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.  Have you encountered any of the following problems with managing your grass cutting? 
Select all that apply. 
 

Weather   ☐ 

Access to meadow  ☐ 

Finding a contractor  ☐ 

Reliability of contractor ☐ 

Selling the hay  ☐ 

No problems  ☐ 

Other (please specify)  ☐ 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



6. Have you encountered any of the following problems with managing your meadow? 
Select all that apply. 
 

Overly dominant grass   ☐ 

Encroaching bracken    ☐ 

Encroaching nettles, docks and/or brambles  ☐ 

Finding animals for grazing (if required)  ☐ 

Other (please specify)    ☐ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
7. We would like to know which MMG activities you think are important to you. 
Please indicate whether you think each activity is extremely important (1), important (2), of limited importance (3), not at all 
important (4) or, if you have no opinion (5), by circling the relevant number.  
 
Meadow surveys     1 2 3 4 5  
Management advice     1 2 3 4 5 
Provision of meadow seed, including hay rattle  1 2 3 4 5 
Working parties     1 2 3 4 5 
Lists of contractors and suppliers    1 2 3 4 5 
Newsletters     1 2 3 4 5 
Open days      1 2 3 4 5 
Spring and autumn meetings    1 2 3 4 5 
Purchase of meadows     1 2 3 4 5 
Talks to other groups (e.g., garden clubs)   1 2 3 4 5 
Grass cutting with the Tracmaster   1 2 3 4 5 
Presence at agricultural shows and other events  1 2 3 4 5 
Provision of Exmoor ponies for grazing   1 2 3 4 5 
 
 
8. Please use the box below to add any comments or suggestions that you would like to make. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
9. Thank you for completing the survey.   
 
If you would like your name to be entered into a draw to win a book, please add your name and email address or telephone 
number. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 



 
Appendix 2 
 
List of contractors’ names given in response to Question 4 
 
Andrew Brown (no contact details provided) 
Martin Wistance (Pandy) 
Danny Watkins (recommended by Peter Tierney) 
Country Contracts. Rob Escott Tel: 07775 711770 (described as efficient and helpful) 
Paul Seycell (no contact details provided) 
RNG Morgan and Son (no contact details provided) 
Ian Morgan (no contact details provided) 
Kate Mobbs-Morgan (bracken bashing) 
Jamie Mayo (no contact details provided) 
Brooke Estate Management (no contact details provided) 
Ian Morgan 
Mr Parry and Son. Very efficient 
Ian Morgan, Llanishen 
David Jones, a neighbouring farmer. 
Ian Morgan. 
Gareth Jones 
Chris Tooze from Trostey 
Mark Protheroe 
Mr Morgan (fencing contractor) 
 

 
  



Appendix 3. List of ‘other’ problems’ reported 
 
1. Waiting for someone to visit us from Monmouth Meadows ta assess the field 
2. Mollinia grass is our biggest concern as we are on limestone. Also over grazing by rabbits 
during the last couple of years has reduced the amountof orchid flowers. 
3. Too much Ribwort Plantain (can cause the hay to overheat). 
4. Some dominent grasses; establishing wild flowers 
5. Lots of thistles. I pulled out over three thousand young thistles but many more grew quite 
tall. I'm not sure what to do with them this year. 
6. This is the year of discovery! 
7. Also thistles 
8. But have got interesting results from scattering wild flower mix seed with hay rattle taking 
very well 
9. We do not have those particular areas fenced, so as much as we would like animals to 
graze them, we do not really want to fence the area. We could use electric fencing, but am 
not on site all the time and don't want roaming animals. We are trying to reseed the area with 
locally procurred wild flower seed (GWT), but it seems there are no instant results! 
10. We are very new to this game and last year was out first year at meadow making so not 
entirely sure what problems we will have going forward 
11. In 2014 there was an informal agreement with a neighbour for grazing sheep. However for 
2015 the neighbour had pulled out of dairy, so had more than enough land of his own for his 
sheep. So for 2016 I need to find someone else to graze (or an alternative to grazing). 
12. Used Yellow Rattle to keep grass down. But this year climate change has meant grass 
has grown over the winter for the first time and we will have to cut again before spring growth 
started - we have never had that before 
13. No problems, it's a relatively small area with good access, part of an old garden which I 
believe was treated as a lawn for many years but luckily without any damaging herbicide use. 
14.Not enough grass for my two donkeys(one is the size of a horse). I have now managed to 
get some grazing next door in my neighbours field. 
15. Getting rid of the hay 
16. Excessive rushes but hopefully under control. 
17. Creeping thistle (pull every year and now reducing) Hog weed in some areas 
absence of adequate fencing to facilitate safe grazing (hence being grateful for the visiting 
deer!) 
18. No real probs 
19. Grazing would be beneficial, but we have no divisional internal fencing, so it would entail 
electric fence on all sides to prevent damage to garden, hedges and young orchard trees and 
therefore is not really feasible. 
20. Linsay Tyler of MMG has kindly dealt with the encroaching bracken and brambles using 
the MMG tracmaster. 
21. Hogweed. Dealt with. Hogweed and dock--DIG Nettles--Spot spray with Pastor Brambles 
cut/strim 
22. we have seed ready to sow but as we are time restricted have not found the time to 
actually sow, hence the answer above. 
23. Creeping thistle 
24. The problems as above. 
25. I work hard to keep docks out (weeding not chemicals). I've given up in the rest of the 
small holding, but the meadow is almost clear. I stomp down and cut bracken, though, to little 
avail. In the past I had problems with brambles too, but not too bad now. I probably have my 
animals on too long; I have limited grazing and I have to keep my flock levels down. 
26. I've solved the 'Finding animals...' problem through someone who has a small flock of 
sheep locally 
27. We top cut bracken and nettles at the edges leaving good margins for wildlife. Seems to 
work quite well. We use dried bracken as bedding in the duck house. 
28. Although I have marked the above it has been easy to manage them 
29. Wet ground this winter - leads to poaching - and wet meadow in summer. What has 
happened to summers? 
 

 
  



 
Appendix 4 
 
Table of ratings of MMG activities 
 

 Extremely 
important 

Important Limited 
importance 

Not at all 
important 

No opinion 

Surveys 51 (56%) 37 (41%) 1 (1%) 0 2 (2%) 

Advice 48 (53%) 32 (35%) 8 (9%) 0 3 (3%) 

Newsletters 22 (24%) 52 (57%) 11 (12%) 2 (2%) 4 (4%) 

Open days 21 (23%) 42 (46%) 16 (18%) 5 (6%) 7 (8%) 

Seed 20 (22%) 39 (43%) 16 (18%) 7 (8%) 9 (10%) 

Meadow 
Purchase 

16 (18%) 32 (35%) 21 (23%) 13 (14%) 9 (10%) 

Shows 12 (13%) 33 (36%) 24 (26%) 8 (9%) 14 (15%) 

Meetings 11 (12%) 47 (52%) 18 (20%) 6 (7%) 9 (10%) 

Talks to others 10 (11%) 28 (31%) 26 (29%) 6 (7%) 21 (23%) 

Tracmaster 9 (10%) 20 (22%) 19 (21%) 19 (21%) 24 (26%) 

Contractor list 8 (9%) 34 (37%) 20 (22%) 15 (17%) 14 (15%) 

Work parties 7 (8%) 19 (21%) 30 (33%) 19 (21%) 16 (18%) 

Ponies 6 (7%) 20 (22%) 24 (26%) 8 (9%) 27 (30%) 

 
 
 
 
 



Appendix 4 
 
List of comments and suggestions  
 
1. The most important aspect of MMG activities is opportunities to meet other 
meadow owners to hear their experiences and to informally discuss concerns 
etc. Visiting other meadows is the best way to do this. Therefore the 
acquisition of Kingcoed meadows will be of limited value in this respect. It 
would be helpful if MMG shared members addresses, and type of meadow 
they manage so we could make our own arrangements to meet up. There 
would need to be a system of people agreeing to this as not everyone would 
want their details circulated 
2. There wasn't an option for hay cut AND grazing (aftermath) which is what 
we usually do! We have a few of our own sheep and then bring in cattle or 
sheep for late autumn/winter grazing. 
3. It's taken me years to realize that there are different ways of managing 
each of my meadows. Hay meadow (1 acre) is cut in Autumn then grazed a 
bit depending on weather till mid March. Pasture (4 acres) is wet and grazed 
all year by 2 horses. Orchard usually cut, but not cut in 2015 (plan to graze it 
with GWT sheep next Autumn) and new (3 years since we planted 3000 
trees) woodland left alone (except when stray sheep come in for tea!) 
4. We are new members so ask again next year 
5. In process of reverting a grazing/hay meadow used for breeding sheep 
back to a wild flower rich hay meadow if we can 
6. All of the above are important to keep it all going. 
7. We welcome surveys and advice on grassland management 
8. My field is around 1 acre, so my main concern is how to best manage this 
small area. Proper hay cutting is expensive. Maybe I need to look at just 
cutting the grass and removing it (where to?) If aftermath grazing was not 
possible, would a late winter / early spring top cut be beneficial? Advice would 
be greatly appreciated, and I imagine other owners of small meadows may be 
interested. 
9. Because we have so many family commitments we are never able to make 
meetings, sadly, but we are still nevertheless enthusiastic about our meadow. 
10. We rely on the great skills and enthusiasm of individuals. 
11. I enjoy the presentations by members given at meetings. 
12. The views above reflect that while we still work midweek we are unable to 
attend most events - so they are only of limited importance to us NOW - that 
may change when we retire 
13. My main appreciation of MMG is of the role you fulfil in encouraging and 
helping landowners to appreciate and conserve their meadows and educating 
the public about the scarcity of wild flower meadows and of their benefit. 
14. I’ve found it difficult to get appropriate wild flower seed so I'd like more 
support in this 
15. I answered question 7 from my point of view - not necessarily taking an 
overall view 
16. I didn't know many of these activities were available. I should have read 
the literature! 
17. Responses above are based on what I think regarding the work of MMG 
rather than that I have accessed those activities. 



18. I've indicated that the availability of the Trackmaster as not important to 
me. That's true of now. However, when I was getting started it was REALLY 
important to me. As was the help of Steph and Bill. Plus a question: is the 
purchase of the common at King Coed part of a move to buy/adopt other old 
or (potentially) new meadow areas? I'd support that. 
19. Can an expert talk to a CPRW group in Newport? (If so please contac Vic 
Warren 01495755557 - or below. 
20. We look forward every year to seeing improvements in our meadows and 
the pleasure of finding plants which have just 'arrived' 
21. Recognise the good work the group is doing. 
22. I attempted to cut the one acre with scythe almost t impossible due to the 
type of stringy grass and bitten by horse flies 
23. MMG do magnificent work and have helped hugely with advice and 
assistance on a very steep site. 
24. I am surprised with myself for saying extremely important with all, but 
really I feel this all these things are vital and wonderful undertakings of MMG. 
I cant find any of them of lesser importance. 
25. Keep up the good work. Everyone has different requirements so dont take 
comments as 'not important' as not relevant to everyone!!!! 
26.I take seed from my meadows myself,and have not found nos of annuals 
have decreased in last 2 years since I stopped cutting/grazing,dont know how 
long I can do this for without deterioration. 
27. Small fields dotted about are of great benefit to wildlife and wildflowers but 
are harder to manage than large units. This is where Mon Meadows help is so 
necessary. Machinery share would be wonderful eg small baler..The most 
needed item. Farmers will top and cut but not bale small fields. A Mon 
Meadows Baler that can be loaned out would be wonderful. But I instantly see 
the difficulties that would carry. 
28. It's nice to feel there is a possible backup should our arrangement with the 
farmer hit a problem. 
29. I wasn't clear whether I the importance related to me directly or to what I 
think is important for the group. I have answered according to the latter. I 
would add the web site and twitter feed as also very important. 
30. Thanks for all the hard work done by the committee. 
31. Continue the good work. So far we have been relatively passive members 
so we must try harder 
32. Above are for my personal experience - I'm sure the items marked "not at 
all important" are actually necessary for the improvement of Monmouthshire's 
meadows overall 
  



 


