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1. Requirements 

The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012, Section 15(2) of Part 5 sets out 
what a Consultation Statement should contain: 
 

(2) In this regulation “consultation statement” means a document which— 
(a) contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the 
proposed neighbourhood development plan; 
 
(b) explains how they were consulted; 
 
(c) summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; and 
 
(d) describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where 
relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan. 

 
 
2. Preamble 
The King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Development Plan has its origins in the publicity and 
consultation that accompanied the making of the King’s Cliffe Village Plan 2014. The Village 
Plan was made with the support and guidance of East Northamptonshire Council from 2012 
and, while a stand-alone document in itself and an action plan for the Parish Council, it was 
also seen as a step along the way towards the production of a formal Neighbourhood Plan. 
Extensive consultation was carried out for the Village Plan, and so close in time was it to 
consultation for the Neighbourhood Plan that it was not seen necessary to repeat the whole 
process, but rather to build upon it. Many of the proposals that were included in the Village 
Survey for the Neighbourhood Plan were chosen because of the comments and feedback 
from the Village Plan, as well as fresh comments that came from the Neighbourhood Plan 
Launch Event. Therefore, for the purposes of this statement, the consultation for both Plans 
may be seen as part of a whole, iterative, process, rather than two separate ones. 
 
 

A. Village Plan 
3. Publicity and Consultation 
3.1 It was always the aim that the Village Plan should emerge from the people of the village, 
rather than being imposed upon them by the Committee, or Parish or District Councils. 
Therefore, full consultation was at the heart of the process. 

 
3.2 Information about the Plan was disseminated through fliers to every household in the 
Parish, articles in the Nene Valley News, and monthly updates in the Parish Gazette. 
Villagers were consulted about whether they wished for a Plan at the Transition Fair, about 
whether they wanted to play an active role at the initial meeting in January 2013, at the 
Village Day when both oral and written comments were noted, and in a series of 
questionnaires which went out to every household in July 2013. Presentations were also 
made to the Endowed School and Middle School to inform children about what was going 
on, and to invite them to be a part of the process. There were three members of the 
committee of 17-18 years of age representing the youth of the village. 

 
3.3 In December 2012, at the annual Transition Fair in the Village Hall, information was 
given out alerting villagers to the intention to initiate a Village Plan, and discussions were 
had with those visiting to see how much support there was for the idea. 
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3.4 In January 2013 a meeting was called, open to all villagers, to introduce the Village Plan. 
From this, a Committee of some 12 members was formed, which had its first meeting in 
February. 

 
3.5 The initial tasks of the Committee were to decide on areas for consultation, to put 
together a questionnaire as the basis of this consultation, and to plan a Village Day to launch 
the consultation. Help and guidance were given throughout by an Officer from East 
Northamptonshire Council, and the experiences of other communities which had carried out 
such tasks were studied and applied. 

 

3.6 The Village Day to launch the plan took place on Sunday 23
rd

 June 2013 in the Village 
Hall. Some 15 local societies set up stalls to explain what they did and try to attract new 
members, as did the Parish Council and the Village 
Plan Committee. The idea of the Day was both to 
start the consultation process by encouraging visitors 
to fill in post-its on what they liked, disliked and would 
like to see happen to the village, and to encourage 
more community participation by displaying how 
much the village had to offer.  
 
3.7 Encouragingly, a number of people from the new 
houses came and were particularly grateful for this 
early opportunity to integrate into the life of the 
village. 
 
4. Feedback 
4.1 Feedback from the Village Day came mainly in the form of post-it notes that visitors were 
encouraged to write comments on. These notes were in response to 3 basic questions: 

 What do you most like about King’s Cliffe? 

 What do you least like about King’s Cliffe? 

 What would you like to change about King’s 
Cliffe? 

 
4.2 These were gathered by the Committee, collated, 
and considered. They raised the basic issues of 
concern to the community which would inform some 
of the questions in the subsequent Questionnaire, 
and provide most of the Action Points in the final 
Village Plan. 

 
 
5 The Questionnaire 
There were three types of questionnaire: adult, 
young person (14 -17 year olds), and child. They 
were distributed to every household by a team of 
volunteers. Approximately 1400 adult questionnaires 
were delivered during July 2013, and 271 were 
completed. The results of the questionnaire were 
included in the final Village Plan (see Appendix A - 
separate document)).  
 

The Village  Day 

Village Plan Questionnaire 

Village Day 
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6 The Plan 
From these results, the Committee put together a list of Action Points, which can be found at 
the end of the Plan document (Appendix A: see separate document). These points were to 
be dealt with over time by the Parish Council and a Village Plan Action Group which was set 
up to monitor the implementation of the Plan. A copy of the Plan was distributed to every 
household in the village and put online on the Parish Council website. 
 
7. Village Plan Action Group (VPAG) 
7.1 This volunteer group, which consisted mainly of members of the committee who drew up 
the Village Plan but whose meetings were open to all, met monthly during 2014 and 2015, 
with the intention of carrying out the Action Points that had been decided by villagers. It 
launched a campaign against dog mess, and succeeded in persuading the District Council to 
provide an extra dog bin in a notable ‘blackspot’. In terms of communication it launched a 
Village Directory website with links to other village sites, including a local trades directory, 
and it strongly supported, and actively helped, the successful campaign to bring fibre optic 
high-speed broadband to the village. 
 
7.2 Members of the VPAG who were also on the Parish Council have referred on several 
occasions to the Village Plan Action Points in response to planning applications and other 
local initiatives. The activities of the VPAG were regularly reported in the village Gazette. 
The VPAG were strongly in favour of the idea of embarking on a Neighbourhood Plan, a 
logical next step to the Village Plan, and several of its members are now on the 
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group. 
 
 
 
B. Neighbourhood Plan 
8. Parish Council 
The decision to begin the process of developing a Neighbourhood Plan was made in the 
meeting of the Parish Council of 9 April 2015. 

 
9. Consultation on Neighbourhood Area 
A formal Application for Designation of a Neighbourhood Area under the 
Neighbourhood Planning (general) Regulations 2012 – Part 2 (5) was made to East 
Northamptonshire Council on 10 April 2015, who then embarked on the statutory 6 week 
consultation period. Approval for the Plan was subsequently granted on 19 June 2015. 
 
10. Forming a Steering Group 
10.1 During July and August 2015 a team of 3 parish councillors began advertising around 
the parish for residents who might be interested in joining a steering group. A full-page 
notice was put in the July edition of the village Gazette (Appendix B, p.12), and a notice 
board with information about the Plan, with invitations to get involved, was displayed in the 
Village Hall during the weekly ‘Village hall Teas’ throughout July and August. One or more of 
the initial team was present on each Sunday to draw people’s attention to the display, and to 
answer questions. A preliminary meeting attended by 7 residents who had shown an interest 
was held on 23rd July to discuss involvement and to try and recruit more people. 
 
10.2 The first formal meeting of the Steering Group was held on 2nd September 2015, where 
officers were elected and Terms of Reference decided. This meeting was reported in the 
October edition of the village Gazette (Appendix B, p.13), where residents were informed 
that the meetings were now open to all, and that details of agendas and minutes could be 
found on the Parish Council website. 
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11. Neighbourhood Plan website 
The Steering Group was granted funding on 19th October 2015 by the Community Rights 
Programme, part of which was spent on developing a website – www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk. 
On this site was put information relating to the Plan, including links to official sites, minutes 
and agendas of Steering Group meetings, and notices of forthcoming events. The existence 
of the website was publicised through Gazette entries, all publicity material relating to the 
Plan, and existing village websites such as the Forum - http://forum.kingscliffe.net/  
 
12. Launch Event 
12.1 The Steering Group decided to hold a Launch Event to kick start the Plan, to bring it to 
the attention of villagers, and to gather opinions on a range of issues that could determine 
the content of the Plan. The event took place on Sunday 13th December in the Village Hall. 

 
12.2 Pre-publicity for this event consisted of notices in 
the October and December Gazettes (Appendix B, 
p.13), a flier delivered to every household in the village 
(Appendix C, p.18), and posters on lampposts and in 
windows. It was also announced in Church. 
 
12.3 In the hall, there were tables dealing with topics 
that had emerged during the Village Plan 
consultations. These included Housing, Traffic and 
Parking, Leisure and Amenities, Favourite views,  
Business and Retail, the Environment, the ex-Middle 

School site and The Local Plan and SHLAA. On these tables there was written and pictorial 
information and a member of the Steering Group to help gather opinions. Visitors were 
asked to write their thoughts about these topics on post-its, which were put on the tables. 
There was also a table dealing with the work of the Parish Council, and one explaining the 
Neighbourhood Plan, and a table for comments to be made about any extra areas that we 
hadn’t considered. There were also refreshments provided, as well as a slide show by King’s 
Cliffe Heritage on the history of the village. This last was particularly appreciated by those 
new to the village, and fitted in with the theme of the launch – Past, Present and Future.  
 
12.4 Approximately 60 villagers turned up, and a range of comments was gathered 
(Appendix D, p.19) which were then publicised on the website. These were considered by 
the Steering Group in discussions for the subsequent Village Survey. 
 
 
13. The Village Survey 
13.1 The Village Survey was the next stage in the process. From all the evidence so far 
gathered from the Parish Plan process, the Launch Event, and any comments arising from 
residents and from discussions at Parish Council meetings, the Steering Group began to put 
together a formal survey which could form the basis of the Draft Plan. Research was done 
into how other Parishes had undertaken this exercise, and we decided that the best example 
was that of Tattenhall Parish in Cheshire. This was also the Parish that East 
Northamptonshire Council had highlighted as an exemplar of good practice, and which had 
produced a successful Plan with positive comments from its Examiner. 
 
13.2 One of the most attractive aspects of the Tattenhall questionnaire is that it had 
formulated its questions in ways that would easily translate into Policies for the Draft Plan. 
Since we had already done a general questionnaire as part of the Village Plan some 18 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
http://forum.kingscliffe.net/
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months before, there seemed no point in simply repeating this exercise, so the Tattenhall 
example represented a step forward. The Steering Group examined this example in detail, 
and amended it for the context of King’s Cliffe. 
 
13.3 The Survey (Appendix E – separate document) which went out to residents had 
Proposals for each area that the Plan might cover, together with explanatory text showing 
how and why these Proposals had been arrived at. Residents were asked to judge each 
proposal on a scale of 1-5.  
 
13.4 The Village Survey booklet was delivered to every house in the Parish. Three 
Response Sheets were included in each booklet so that several members of each household 
could reply.  The Response Sheets contained a space for comments. The Survey and 
Response Sheets were put on the website so they could be downloaded, and for those 
without computers a notice was put in the Gazette with a telephone number to call to ask for 
further copies. Residents of all ages were invited to respond, with a prize offered to every 
20th entry received to encourage participation. 
 
13.5 Boxes were placed in the Post Office and Grocers (Woodings) for return of the 
Response Sheets, and collectors went round the village door-to-door to collect the sheets. 
Six weeks was allowed as a response time. 228 replies were collected - approximately a 
third of households or, perhaps less impressively, around 20% of the adult population.  
 
13.6 The Steering Group collated the results, which were presented in diagrammatic form 
(Appendix F, p.23), together with a list of all the comments made, and these were put on the 
website with a notice in the Gazette drawing attention to them. 
 
14. Assessing the Results 
14.1 Of the 30 Proposals, only 2 did not have an outright majority in favour (5s and 4s 
combined). These were Proposals 5 & 6 of Objective 2 concerning bike sheds and electric 
car charge points. As there were no comments explaining the lukewarm (though not 
negative) response to these, after careful discussion the Steering Group decided to leave 
them for the time being and give fuller explanation for their presence if it was later decided to 
include them in the Draft Plan. 
 
14.2 The Steering Group then examined each comment made by residents in detail, making 
a response to each of them. The comments proved thought-provoking, and several 
amendments were made to the Proposals in the light of the discussion they produced. Thus 
the Plan continued to evolve, shaped by this input from residents. Responses to the 
comments were published on the website (Appendix G, p.29). 
 
15. The Call for Sites 
15.1 Following the publication of the results of the Village Survey, notices were sent out at 
the end of June to all known landowners in the parish (Appendix H, p.35), and through the 
Gazette (Appendix B, p.15), inviting proposals for developments on their land during the 
period of the Neighbourhood Plan. The deadline for replies was the end of August. 
 
15.2 Five formal proposals were received during this period, and one clarification (Appendix I 
- separate folder). The latter came from Northamptonshire County Council and concerned its 
potential disposal of the western portion of the old Middle School site. NCC did not make a 
formal proposal since it was assumed (and confirmed in a telephone discussion) that it 
would have disposed of this land prior to the making of the Neighbourhood Plan. However, 
its scheme –which included a care home and assisted living units - was of considerable 
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interest to the Parish Council, and for some time the Plan had to be developed without 
knowing whether this scheme would come to fruition. 
 
15.3 The other 5 proposals – three for single and two for multiple dwellings - were 
considered by the Steering Group, which recommended to the Parish Council that none of 
them should be put to villagers for consultation (Appendix J, p.43). The Parish Council 
considered these areas at length. Four of them were refused because of contradictions with 
the Local Plan (i.e. they were either in areas of open countryside, or a designated open 
space, or in a flood plain). The remaining proposal was for a single dwelling which, it was 
thought, would be better going through the normal planning process rather than being part of 
the Neighbourhood Plan. In view of the fact that these proposals conflicted with Local Plan 
policies it was decided that they should not be put before villagers since they might not be 
feasible anyway. Instead they would be put in the Consultation Document and villagers could 
decide whether they agreed with the Parish Council decision. An email from the East 
Northamptonshire Planning Department (Appendix K, p.48) made it clear that there was no 
onus on King’s Cliffe to provide extra housing. 
 
15.4 All of them, together with those on the SHLAA list, and the vacant land on the former 
Middle School site (as NCC had not yet submitted its plans) were assessed according to a 
range of criteria, e.g. distance from local services, access, proximity to the built area, etc. 
and three were accepted as potential development sites.  
 
16. Favourite Views/Local Green Spaces 
16.1 To encourage thought about which areas of the village and its immediate surrounds 
villagers would like to see given protection, the Steering Group through the website and 
Gazette (Appendix B, p.16) appealed for favourite views to be sent in. Response was slow 
and so the Steering Group set up a marquee at the Transition Fair in December 2016, with 
20 photos of village views. Villagers were invited to select three favourites, and also to 
suggest ones of their own. This time 90 responses were received (Appendix L, p.49), and 
the Steering Group was able to use these to select Local Green Spaces which would 
attempt to ensure that these views would be preserved. 
 
16.2 To begin with, there was a long list of potential areas for designation as Local Green 
Space. With the help of a consultant, herself a neighbourhood plan examiner, these were 
whittled down. A local landowner was then sounded out as to his likely reaction if his land 
was designated as LGS, and it was clear from his response that it would be necessary to 
tread carefully. There was some debate within the Steering Group, and subsequently the 
Parish Council, as to how to proceed. Some saw it as a right to designate land as LGS and 
then challenge the landowner to object, others, more mindful of the contribution landowners 
have made towards the present environment, thought it better to work with them. The latter 
view prevailed, and the list was reduced with landowners of proposed spaces being 
contacted with none objecting. 
 
16.3 Although not all the favourite views still tied in with the LGS’s, it was decided to include 
them in the Plan as a record of views that the community wished to see protected. 
 
 
17. Screening Reports 
The final SEA, EIA and HRA screening reports were sent to East Northamptonshire Council 
on 14 July 2017. Replies were received from the Environment Agency, Natural England, and 
Historic England. All concluded that the Draft Plan did not cause any adverse impact that 
would necessitate further investigation (see Basic Conditions Statement). 
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18. Consultation Draft (Regulation 14) 
18.1 The Consultation Draft was distributed to all villagers during the weekend 22/23 July, 
and put on the Neighbourhood Plan website (Appendix M, see separate document). It was 
also emailed to a list of statutory consultees supplied by East Northamptonshire Council. 
The closing date for comments was Friday 15th September 2017. 
 
18.2 A special meeting was held on Thursday 10th August for members of the community to 
come and ask questions, and make comments, to members of the Steering Group and 
Parish Council. Thirty villagers attended, and ten members of the Steering Group/Parish 
Council. A list of comments is included in Appendix N, p.54. These comments were 
considered by the Steering Group in a meeting in September 2017. 
 
18.3 Written replies from villagers were considered by the Steering Group in meetings in 
December 2017/January 2018, and responses made (see Appendix O, p.55). These were 
considered by the Parish Council and amendments made to the Plan where it was judged 
necessary. Discussions were also held with Planning Officers from East Northamptonshire 
Council over their detailed feedback, and amendments made to the Plan where necessary 
(see Appendix O, p.64). 
 
18.4 Further discussions were held with representatives from Northamptonshire County 
Council, the landowners of Site SA1, and planning officers from East Northamptonshire 
Council over proposals for the development of the surgery and assisted living complex. This 
resulted in extensive revisions to the Consultation Draft in respect of the site to 
accommodate these proposals and to facilitate their successful implementation, while an 
extension to the settlement boundary was made so as not to exclude appropriate alternative 
development. 
 
18.5 In a special meeting on Thursday 1st March the Parish Council approved the revisions 
made to the Consultation Draft (now the Submission Draft) and agreed that the Plan should 
be submitted. 
 
 
19. Housing Needs Survey 
19.1 After discussions with East Northamptonshire Council, the Parish Council decided to 
add weight to the Plan by commissioning a Housing Needs Survey. 
 
19.2 During July 2018, survey forms were sent to all households in the village, and to those 
outside the parish who claimed a strong connection. 26% of the forms were completed. 
 
19.3 The results of the survey can be found in Appendix P. The Parish Council found that 
they did not contradict previous evidence in any significant way. 
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Appendix A: King’s Cliffe Village Plan 2014 (see separate document) 
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Appendix B: Entries in the King’s Cliffe Parish Gazette 
 
July 2015 
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October 2015 
King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Plan  
The Neighbourhood Plan is a planning tool, with legal weight, that puts more control over the 
future of King’s Cliffe into the hands of people who live here. 
The NP Steering Group held its preliminary meeting on 2nd September to elect ‘officials’ and 
determine terms of reference. From now on all meetings will be open to the public. They will 
take place monthly, on Wednesdays at 7.30pm in the Village Hall Parlour. The next meeting 
is on 21st October. A full schedule of meetings, together with Agendas and Minutes and 
supporting documents, can be found on the Parish Council website – 
www.kingscliffeparishcouncil.co.uk. There will also be a discussion area on the Forum – 
http://forum.kingscliffe.net.   
The public face of the Plan will be launched through an event on the morning of Sunday 13th 
December – details to follow in future Gazettes. 
The Neighbourhood Plan needs the support of villagers of all ages and backgrounds to 
develop a representative vision for the future of the village. If you would like to join the 
Steering Group please email chris.leuchars@btinternet.com.  
 
 
December 2015 
Neighbourhood Plan Launch Event 
As highlighted in the full-page notice elsewhere in this Gazette, and in the leaflet which will 
shortly be put through your door, The King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Plan will be formally 
launched on Sunday 13th December, between 11.00am and 1.30pm, in the Village Hall. This 
is the start of a process which, by providing a legal planning framework, will have an 
important effect on the development of the village over the next 20 years. 
The aim of the Launch Event is not just for you to find out what the Plan is all about, but for 
you to begin the process of feeding in your ideas which will form the content of the Plan. 
There will be stations in the hall dealing with different aspects that might be included in the 
Plan (such as housing, retail, leisure, parking, amenities, favourite views, as well as a vision 
for the future) and you are invited to give your comments on these, and to suggest other 
areas that you want considered.  
The Steering Group will use this information (and the information gathered in the 2014 
Village Plan), to construct a short but focused questionnaire to go to every household in the 
parish, from which a draft Plan can be constructed.  
Your involvement in the Launch Event will ensure that your views are heard and recorded 
right from the start. 
Oh, and by the way, there’s free tea and cake!   
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk  
 
 
February 2016 
Neighbourhood Plan 
After a well-attended Launch Event at the Village Hall in December the Neighbourhood Plan 
Steering Group is now engaged in studying the comments made, together with the 
questionnaire feedback from the 2013/4 Village Plan, in order to draw up proposals for 
policies which will govern any development applications in the parish up until 2035. These 
proposals will then be sent to each household in the parish for residents to consider, and the 
results of that survey will be written up as a draft Neighbourhood Plan. We hope to be able 
to circulate the proposals before April.  
Obviously, the more feedback we get from residents, the more the Plan will reflect the 
wishes of the majority of people in the village. We welcome feedback via our website 

http://www.kingscliffeparishcouncil.co.uk/
http://forum.kingscliffe.net/
mailto:chris.leuchars@btinternet.com
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
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www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk , or by attendance at meetings of the Steering Group, the dates 
of which are on the website, and anyone is welcome. Comments can be made at any stage 
throughout the process. 
Congratulations to Barry and Angie Hurcombe, winners of the King’s Cliffe Roofline 
Competition. The quiz is available for download from our website if you want something 
entertaining to do while walking round the village, but there are no longer any prizes. 
 
 
March 2016 
Neighbourhood Plan 
The Steering Group are currently preparing the survey/questionnaire which will be 
distributed to all villagers during March/April. Your responses will enable us to write policies 
which will help decide the future of the village, especially in terms of housing. If you have an 
interest in how the village develops it is vital that you complete and return the questionnaire. 
Further information can be found on our website: www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk  
 
 
May 2016 
Neighbourhood Plan 
Hopefully you will have received your Village Surveys with the attached response sheets. 
The deadline for these to be handed in is officially the end of April, but we will give you 
another week to complete. There are collection boxes in the Village Shop and Woodings, 
and we will also be doing a doorstop collection during the first fortnight in May. If you have 
not received a survey, please request one through the Contact page of the website: 
www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk.  
Your responses will be the basis of the policies in the Neighbourhood Plan which will 
determine the type, location and extent of development in the village over the next 20 years, 
so we strongly urge you to make your preferences known. A good return of response sheets 
sends a clear signal to the District Council about how committed King’s Cliffe people are 
towards the future of our village. 
The next stage will be to contact local landowners to see if they have any plans for 
development on their land. They may, if they choose, put these forward for inclusion in the 
Neighbourhood Plan. In which case, you will get to decide on them. 
On the basis of the response sheets, landowner proposals, and any other comments and 
information received, we will then draft a Neighbourhood Plan. We will put this to you for 
approval before sending it to the District Council who will take the process forward. We are 
aiming to reach this stage before the end of this year. 
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
 
 
June 2016  
Neighbourhood Plan 
Many thanks to those of you who filled in the Village Survey concerning the future 
development of King’s Cliffe. Your responses and comments are now being compiled by the 
Steering Group, and will form the basis of the Draft Plan. You will be able to see the results 
of the survey on our website: www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk.  We are currently in the process of 
consulting landowners to see what plans they might have for their land. You will be 
consulted on any plans they come up with. Legal requirements mean that the process of 
developing the Plan is not a speedy one, but it will be thorough, and the intention is that the 
final Neighbourhood Plan is an accurate reflection of the wishes of the community, or at least 
those in the community who have expressed their wishes. 
 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
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July 2016 
Neighbourhood Plan 
The results of the Village Survey have now been compiled and, together with a digest of the 
comments received, are available for view on the website: www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk. Many 
thanks to those of you who completed the Survey – we had 232 responses. The Steering 
Group will now analyse these responses and decide which proposals to put forward as 
policies for the Draft Plan. You will then have a further opportunity to give your opinions on 
them. Each of your comments will be considered by the Steering Group when drawing up 
the Draft Plan. We welcome comments at any stage of the process – all will be considered – 
and you can make them via the website, or in writing to: The Secretary, Kings Cliffe 
Neighbourhood Plan, 4 Bridge Street. 
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
 
 
July 2016 
Call for Sites Announcement 
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September 2016 
My Favourite Views 
The Neighbourhood Plan has the opportunity to protect your favourite view of King’s Cliffe 
from development. 
But the Steering Group needs to know which views are your favourites. 
These are views of the village, from the village, and within the village.  
You can send us these views either by photo (preferred), written description, or on a map (or 
all 3!). 
Please send them to – info@kingscliffeplan.org.uk -  or through the door of 4 Bridge Street. 
The most popular views will be submitted for the Draft Plan, and if accepted into the Final 
Plan they will have legal protection for the next 20 years. This is one of the most important 
ways that you can contribute to the future appearance of the village. 
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
 
 
October 2016 
Neighbourhood Plan 
The deadline for the call to landowners for proposed development sites to be included in the 
Neighbourhood Plan has now passed. These proposals are now being considered by the 
Steering Group and the Parish Council, and any which are considered suitable for inclusion 
in the Plan will be submitted to villagers for approval. Once this process has been completed 
the Draft Plan can be written, and this also must go to villagers for approval.  
We are still asking for photos/descriptions of favourite views in and around the village which 
can be protected from unwanted development by the Neighbourhood Plan. Please send 
them to – info@kingscliffeplan.org.uk - or through the door of 4 Bridge Street.  
 
 
December 2016 
Neighbourhood Plan 
The ominous silence from the Steering Group does not indicate that the Plan has stalled, 
merely that hard work is being undertaken matching up the wishes of villagers with policies 
that are realistic and watertight. At present the Parish Council is considering the proposals 
put forward by the Steering Group, and a Draft Plan will be drawn up shortly. This will be 
presented to all villagers for comment in the New Year before being passed to the District 
Council. 
There is still time to vote for your favourite views that you would like to see protected from 
unsightly development by visiting our website: www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk, or by putting your 
comments through the door of 4 Bridge Street.  The Steering Group 
 
 
June 2017 
Neighbourhood Plan 
Is the Neighbourhood Plan dead? No; it’s in the ‘committee stage’! For those of you eagerly 
awaiting the publication of the consultation draft we regret that the process is taking longer 
than anticipated. We have drawn up 5 versions so far, and are working on the 6th, which 
hopefully will be the last, at least for the moment. The delay is caused by our wish for the 
final draft to be as strong and effective as possible, which has meant that we have sent it out 
for expert scrutiny by two outside bodies. This has resulted in suggested revisions, all of 
which have to be debated and approved. With competing views, and interests, this has taken 
time. Please be patient; we hope to have the draft ready by the summer. 
The Steering Group 
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August 2017 
Neighbourhood Plan 
At the Parish Council meeting on Thursday 13th July the decision was taken to submit the 
Consultation Draft of the Neighbourhood Plan. Apologies that it took so long, but we have 
been working hard to make it as watertight as possible. You should be getting your copy of 
the Plan during August, but if this doesn’t arrive, please let us know via the website and we 
will get one to you. The Plan is also available to view on the website. At the back of the Plan 
is a comments sheet for you to voice your opinions, and you have until Friday 15th 
September to send this in. This is another chance for you to participate in the making of the 
Plan, which will help determine development in the village over the next 15 years, so we 
urge you to use the opportunity to make your feelings known. There will also be an open 
forum to discuss the Plan, in place of the scheduled Parish Council meeting, on Thursday 
10th August, 7.30pm, at King’s Cliffe Active. 
The Steering Group – www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk  
 
 
October 2017 
Neighbourhood Plan 
The response forms from the period of consultation are now in, and the Steering Group and 
Parish Council will be taking note of the points made, and making amendments where 
necessary. Many thanks to all those who contributed to this stage of the process – your 
comments are a vital part of ensuring that the final Plan mirrors what villagers truly want. 
Over the next weeks and months we will also be working closely with the District Council to 
ensure that our Plan is watertight and in line with existing plans, and also with the County 
Council over the hoped-for surgery, assisted living units and residential care facility on the 
old Middle School site. 
The Steering Group 
 
 
February 2018 
Neighbourhood Plan 
A quick update on the current situation regarding the Neighbourhood Plan. The Steering 
Group is currently involved in studying the responses by villagers to the Consultation Draft, 
and recommending amendments to the Plan in the light of these. The Parish Council will 
consider these recommendations, hopefully in February, and then the Submission Draft of 
the Plan can be drawn up. One further matter to be resolved is the proposals for the western 
half of the old Middle School site. There will be a meeting with Northamptonshire County 
Council at the end of February to hear these, and the Plan can then be modified to include 
them. Timings are always difficult to predict, but we are hoping to be in a position to submit 
the Plan to the District Council by April/May, with the expectation that it should be concluded 
before the end of 2018! 
The Steering Group 
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Appendix C: Launch Event 
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Appendix D: Launch Consultation Comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
2. Retail, Business & Amenities 
Overall positive comments about what we have in the village but a lot of concern over the 
future of the Post Office and surgery.  No great ideas about how to ensure these facilities are 
retained.  Some requests for business space, providing support for home workers etc.  
Virtually nothing for children, teenagers ! 
  
General Comments 

 Infrastructure is key 

 We have the basics 
 
Retail, Amenities 
19 replies about current shops etc. saying that we must keep the PO, surgery, shops, bakery 
Of these 3 asking for better location for Surgery 
2 for a cafe 
1 reply for each of 

 Keep the allotments 

 Village Hall Cinema 

 Dentist 

1. Housing 
 

QTY 

Need for Sheltered housing 19 
Re-strict height of housing 3 
Housing to be in-keeping with the village scene 3 
Less density in any new housing, more open space 
between houses 

5 

Better infrastructure: surgery, parking, shops, 
footpaths 

8 

Ensure any planning conditions are enforced 1 
Starter homes for young people 22 
Affordable housing 9 
More imaginative development 1 
Keep within the village envelope; specifically no 
development above the railway or Orchard 
lane/Church Walk 

2 

No building in sections 1104,997 or 598 of SHLAA 3 
Improve Drainage 4 
No building that could cause flooding (specifically 
598 of SHLAA) 

6 

New homes to be energy efficient 1 
Need to protect wildlife 1 
Any development should NOT be by large 
development companies i.e. Persimmon – should be 
constructed by “not for profit” organisations 

1 

Ensure adequate gardens and car-parking for any 
new homes 

3 

Small gradual development not large estates 3 
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 Keep underground open 

 Space for teenagers to socialise 

 Better play area for Oak Lane 

 Climbing Frame 

 Farmers Market 

 Fairtrade/local produce outlet 

 Space for pop up shops/visiting retailers 
 
Business  

 Attract more small businesses to provide local employment 

 3 replies - Workshops / small offices to allow people to work in the village 

 Flexible work space/meeting space/cafe for small businesses 

 Cheap storage or workshop space 

 Resource centre for local business  

 Tele cottage and office support for home workers 
 
Telephone/broadband 

 3 for better mobile coverage 

 1 for fast internet for Oak Lane 

 1 for more imaginative use of broadband, home to shop visual link 
 
4 replies for better bus services including early start (8am) for PB Business Park 
 
 
 
3. Transport/traffic  

 Speed Limits/Traffic Calming                    :10 

 Parking problems                                      :22 

 Bus Service                                               :4 

 One way/Change Priority                          :9 

 Walking to School                                      :2 

 Kings Cliffe Active Lighting                        :1 

 Church Walk Tarmac for Parking              :2 

 Not Improve Willow Lane and Wood Lane:1 

 Dog Poo Bins                                            :1 

 Concrete Curbs for West Street                :1 

 Hall Yard Truck Park?                               :1 

 H.G.V's Off Park Street                             :1 
 
 
  
4. Leisure/recreation and outlying areas (rolled together) 
29 comments, 13 Footpaths/Cycling, notably disused railway line for a walking/cycle trail. 16 
Green spaces comments mostly wishing to retain/protect green spaces but inc. 2 no more 
Wildplaces creations as, 'we live in the middle of the countryside anyway as does the 
wildlife, so all a waste of time and resources'. 
 
KC Active: 12 comments, almost all requesting improved lighting for pedestrians on site and 
along the way to Active. KC Active Committee member said they'd love improved access 
lighting too but have no funds.  



King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Development Plan 
 

Submission Draft 15/03/2019 Page 21 
 

Village infrastructure: 4 varied comments. Still a hub village? Dog poo bins, no further estate 
type housing developments, community energy purchasing. 
 
 
5. Feedback on old Middle School site consultation 
Total comments = 44. All broadly in favour of proposed Parish Council scheme; none 
negative. 
 
The following were precise comments on the proposal: 

Sheltered housing 8 

Workspaces/studios 6 

Surgery 12 

Willow Lane unsuitable for access 9 

No big housing development 3 

Starter homes 1 

Limit height of houses 3 

Parking 1 

Care home 2 

Social housing 2 
 
Other comments: 

 Important to put old people’s housing at bottom of slope for easier access 

 Housing for elderly should be as close as possible to village centre 

 A vets 

 Ensure houses are energy efficient 

 Young people’s housing 

 Mixed age housing 

 Infrastructure  

 Proper footpaths 

 Mixed use space to benefit community 

 Children’s day nursery 

 Shop 

 Access to new school via Kingsmead 

 35% of private housing should be affordable 

 We have enough new houses 

 Build new road to link Willow Lane with Stamford Road 

 Hub for the elderly joining up all services 

 Large trees should be protected 

 Wildlife habitat in consultation with Wildplaces 

 Keep treeline on Willow Lane 

 Leave some open space 
 
 
6. Further general comments 

 Underground vital 

 Create a community Spirit  plus Pride in Village 

 Keep Shops 

 Do not let Willow lane be access to new development. 
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 Poor street lighting (black spots) 

 End date to Waste Tip? 

 Very poor pavement surfaces.  (Over 20 years since last resurface of pavements.) 

 Willow Lane scruffy.  Must improve parking facilities. 

 Better use of Church building . 

 Education about volunteering 

 Dangerous lack of lighting at KCA. 

 Will new school be big enough? 

 Communal Solar and Wind energy. 
 
 
Appendix E: Village Survey (see separate document) 
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Appendix F: Village Survey Results 
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Appendix G: Steering Group Responses to Comments from Village Survey 
          

 Comment Ref Discussion 

1a Objective 1 
If elderly vacate home to go into smaller 
homes, their houses will become 
available, so no need for lots of new 
houses 

 
3 

A fair point, but perhaps more of 
a social issue. As we are not 
demanding more ‘market’ 
houses this doesn’t impact on 
any of our proposals 

1b 
 
 
 

Any housing must be offered to locals 
first 

11, 68 With Oak Lane this was part of 
a Section 106 agreement with 
respect to social housing, so we 
could ask for a similar 
agreement. This could not apply 
to any other type of housing. 

1c 
 
 
 

Bigger bedrooms 14 There are standards for 
minimum sizes of bedrooms in 
new build properties. We could 
ask developers to go beyond 
these. 

1d Exclude Persimmon from building again 21, 31 Not applicable to Plan 

1e Low-cost housing should not be tiny or 
overpriced 

25, 71 There is nothing we can do 
about cost, but see response to 
1c regarding size 

1f Homes for local residents not property 
portfolios 

29 See response to 1b 

1g If new houses built, then new services 
needed, e.g. bus, shops 

30 In terms of services this is dealt 
with in Objective 5. With the bus 
there is a Call Connect service. 
There doesn’t seem to be a 
large demand for a scheduled 
service. 

1h More houses means more cars means 
more pollution 

30 Agreed. So we want a limited 
number of houses appropriate 
to the needs of the village. 

1i 
 
 
 

Not clear how starter homes can match 
existing density 

32 Fair point, and it also depends 
on which area of density we are 
referring to. Objective 3 needs 
to be revisited to iron out 
possible contradictions 

1j No new houses; village too big 54 See response to 1h 

1k Some units should be built with 
workshops 

59 Not clear what this comment 
means, but perhaps dealt with 
in Objective 5. 

1l 
 
 
 

Better infrastructure needed before more 
housing built, esp. homes for elderly 

65 Appropriate location of homes 
for elderly could help. Objective 
4 Proposal 3 partly deals with 
this 

1m Younger people need houses as well 68 Dealt with in Proposal 2 

    

2a Objective 2 
All new buildings should have water butt 

 
6 

Proposal 2 amended to include 
‘minimum requirement an 
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to water the garden installed water butt’. 

2b Who pays for public electric car 
charging? 

7 FAQ section would explain that 
developer would pay for 
installation, and user pay for 
electricity via a charge card 

2c 
 

New houses will need decent sized 
gardens 

12 Currently no regulations on 
minimum size. We will further 
discuss this point. 

2d 
 
 

New developments should have high-
quality construction 

23, 24 North Northants Core Spatial 
strategy follows ‘Building for 
Life’ proposals which should 
ensure this, but worth 
emphasising 

2e More bike spaces needed for new 
houses 

41 See proposal 5 

2f Drains need to be cleared regularly 46 This is the job of East Northants 
Council 

2g Water harvesting v. expensive. Run-off 
should be improved 

59 See Proposals 3 & 4 

    

3a 
 
 
 
 

Objective 3 
Too many houses close together. Keep 
green spaces within village. 

 
3 

Steering Group is working on 
list of ‘Green spaces’ to be 
approved/amended/added to in 
forthcoming consultation 

3b An artist’s impression is too unreliable 7, 59 Proposal 5 amended to bolster 
this: ‘…to include adjacent 
properties and accurate 
rooflines.’ 

3c Density already too high 7, 22, 34 The Neighbourhood Plan only 
deals with future building, and 
Proposals 2 & 3 seek to control 
density 

3d Too much digging up roads and 
pavements 

8 Not relevant for Neighbourhood 
Plan, but Parish Council trying 
to improve pavements 

3e Recent developments too dense 12, 73 See response to 3c above 

3f 
 
 

Hedges should be protected like stone 
walls 

12 Proposal 4 amended to include 
‘…and defined hedges…’ 
Steering Group will propose list 
of ‘protected’ hedges for 
consultation. 

3g No more building 14, 15 Local Plans allow for more 
building, and we cannot alter 
this. The Neighbourhood Plan is 
trying to ensure that the new 
building we do get is the sort 
that we need. 

3h 
 
 

New development should be integrated 
into village not tacked on 

23 Location of new development 
will be discussed at next 
consultation event once 
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proposals from landowners 
have been received. 

3i New development should be in keeping 
with traditional look 

25 See Proposals 2 & 3 

3j 
 
 

No large-scale developments 25, 31, 
61, 71 

Proposal 1 amended to include: 
‘Developments of more than 25 
houses at any one time will not 
be supported’. 

3k New developments must plant trees & 
bushes 

37,41 Proposal 3 amended; ‘…key 
landscape features and the 
planting of trees and bushes 
within the development.’ 

3l Pavements need to be restored as v. 
shabby 

41, 56, 
60 

Parish Council working on this 

3m Pavements not suitable for mobility 
scooters 

28 See 3l above 

3n Stone walls should be repaired where 
practicable 

41, 59 See Proposal 4 for new 
development. Most stone walls 
responsibility of house owners 

3o ‘The Built Environment’ is not proper 
English 

43 Suggestions for improvement? 

3p Sovereign Grange should not be used 
as measure of ‘existing density’ 

55 Proposals 1-3 designed to deal 
with this 

3q Sovereign Grange an eyesore 56 Objective 3 designed to ensure 
it isn’t repeated 

3r Consider noise impact of new 
developments 

61 Not sure how we can solve this.  

3s New developments should be 
‘structurally divorced from the village’ 

34 Building not allowed in open 
countryside.  

3t Encourage cul-de-sacs & bungalows for 
safety & community spirit 

72 Building for Life proposals deal 
with safety and community spirit 

3u New houses to have stone walls or old 
bricks 

74 Proposals 1-3 deal with ‘look’ of 
new houses 

    

4a Objective 4 
Mini-roundabout on Wood Rd a danger. 
20MPH limit would be good 

 
4,41 

This included in proposal 4, but 
we agreed to add ‘and speed 
reduction’ to emphasise this. 

4b Increasing parking for houses increases 
car use in village, which we should be 
discouraging 

 
10 

Not if houses are situated with 
good pedestrian access to 
services – see Proposal 3 

4c Extra parking will mean houses will have 
to be built further from centre 

7 In part this is unavoidable if we 
want to reduce density 

4d Make it safe to cycle round the village 14 Proposal 4 aims to slow traffic 
which would help make cycling 
within village safer 

4e More traffic calming measures 15, 24, 
47 

See Proposal 4 

4f Parking on verges and sidewalks should 
stop and these be repaired 

16, 18, 
41, 54 

This not a Neighbourhood Plan 
issue. Parish Council are 
discussing this 

4g Signs needed to stop HGVs going 17 See Proposal 4. This an 
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through village centre important point, and better 
signage needed 

4h Speeding an issue 17, 54 Proposal 4 

4i On-road parking deters HGVs 70 Proposal 4 will look at this 

4j Redundant street signs/bus stops to be 
removed 

20 This is a matter for the Parish 
Council, not the Neighbourhood 
Plan 

4k On-street parking an issue 22, 56, 
70 

Proposals 2 & 4 will attempt to 
deal with this 

4l Parking & traffic management needed to 
return streets to pedestrians 

23 Proposal 4 will help this 

4m Roads an ‘accident waiting to happen’. 27 See Proposal 4 

4n Bus service needed to reduce car 
journeys 

38, 57, 
58, 75 

Call Connect available. Village 
Plan questionnaire showed little 
interest in a scheduled service 

4o New developments need 1 parking 
space per bedroom, minimum 2 

38 See Proposal 2 

4p 
 

Right of Way between Wood Rd & West 
St. for shop access needed 

39 Valid point. We will include this 
in the Plan as an ‘aspiration’ 

4q 
 

More consideration for disabled access, 
esp. along Willow Lane & Orchard Lane 

40 We will include improving 
disabled access within the 
village as a ‘Project’ 

4r Bollards needed at top of Eagle Lane 
near shop to protect pedestrians 

45 This has been rejected by NCC 
Highways as unnecessary. 
Parish Council examining 
alternatives 

4s No house needs more than 2 cars; car-
sharing should be encouraged 

46, 66 } You can’t please everybody! 

4t Parking spaces needed for 3-5 cars per 
house 

54,59 } see Proposal 2 

4u Re-instate the railway 54 Hmmm… a minority view 

4v ‘To hell with electric chargers’ 59 Objective 2 Proposal 6 had 
lukewarm response, but it is 
expected that electric car use 
will increase and this needs to 
be catered for. 

4w One-way system in West St. 59, 69 See Proposal 4 

4x West St. an obstacle course 60 See Proposal 4 

4y Reduce cars travelling around village 61 See Proposal 3 

4z Road surfacing under railway bridge & 
Park St. 

63 Parish Council monitor roads 
within village. Not a matter for a 
Neighbourhood Plan 

4aa Larger developments should provide 
additional parking at service centres 

73 Difficult to achieve at existing 
service centres, but new ones 
should include adequate 
parking. This included in 
Proposal 1, which will be 
strengthened by inclusion of 
‘within the village’ to encourage 
new developments to consider 
impact of increased traffic on 
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existing centres 

4ab Proposal 2 won’t work; people park 
where the car stops 

76 We have to try! 

  
 

  

 
5a 
 

Objective 5 
Plinths for mobile shop units 

 
7 

 
This could be a Project 

5b Loss of Post Office regrettable 23, 44, 
62 

Proposal 1 tries to deal with this 

5c More shops needed, especially for 
elderly 

28 See Proposal 2 

5d Keep shop going 61 Which shop? See Proposal 2 

5e Pub plays big role in community & 
should be mentioned 

42 See Proposal 2 

5f Keep surgery 62 See Proposal 1 

5g Surgery in old Endowed School 64 Parish Council involved in 
discussions about future 
location of Surgery 

5h Children’s assault course play area in 
Oak Lane 

64 Parish Council can decide on 
this 

    

6a Objective 6 
Where & what is King’s Cliffe Banks 
SSSI?   

 
1 

Humps and hollows field south 
of railway line, north of 
Willowbrook, east of village (GR 
015973 – approx.). It is 
protected and cannot be 
developed. 

6b 
 

Paths should be used by cyclists as well 12 To be considered within 
Proposal 2 

6c Would village path encourage cyclists to 
race along it? 

13 This a matter for enforcement, 
not planning 

6d Dog bins needed 13 Plenty in village. Can only be 
positioned where they can be 
emptied by vehicle 

6e No problem with accessing green 
spaces around village 

22 Not true for elderly and disabled 

6f Green spaces & footpaths need 
protecting 

24 See Proposal 1 

6g Morehay Lane needs proper 
management 

46 Not a matter for Neighbourhood 
Plan 

6h Footpaths not for horses 46 This an enforcement issue 

6i Enough footpaths & access already; no 
new ones 

52 Proposals are mainly trying to 
bring together what we already 
have, but most see access to 
open countryside as desirable 

6j Keep wild spaces secret and wild 59, 67 Some management needed for 
ease of access 

6k Better signposting on walks 63 Valid point. Proposal 2 
amended to include ‘existing 
and…’ (L.1) to allow for better 
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signposting on existing paths 

6l Footpaths need easy access 68 See response to 6k above 

    

7a Other 
Good plan 

 
2,5,9,35, 
48, 49, 
50, 51, 
53, 66 

Thank you! 

7b Can infrastructure, e.g. sewage, cope 
with more houses 

3 There have been problems with 
previous developments. 
Building regs should cover this, 
but up to PC/ENC to monitor 
this carefully 

7c Middle school site could be homes for 
elderly & surgery 

36 Parish Council working on this 

7d Dog fouling a problem 56 Village Plan Action Group has 
been trying to deal with this. Not 
a matter for Neighbourhood 
Plan 

7e Bring back the railway 15 See response to 4u 

7f Playgrounds could be enhanced 24 See response to 5h 

7g Objectives are reactive. Need clearer, 
positive aims 

26 Many are reactive, but this is 
inevitable if we are to protect 
the village against unwanted 
and inappropriate development. 
There are, however, positive 
Aims and Vision, and several of 
the proposals do contain plans, 
or projects, that can lead the 
village forward. 

7h 
 

More parking spaces & toilets needed 
for ramblers 

27 Interesting idea, under 
consideration by Steering Group 

7i 
 

A lot of proposals are adequately 
covered in planning guidance 

32 Steering Group will review all 
the Proposals before turning 
them into Policies to ensure that 
they don’t simply repeat what is 
already there 

7j Endowed School site should be 
protected from development 

33 It is on a list of proposed 
‘Community Assets’ 

7k Litter problem on Wansford Rd. 37 A matter for Parish Council, not 
Neighbourhood Plan 

7l Important to attract younger people to 
village 

38 Objective 1 Proposal 2 
designed to help with this 

7m Litter + dog bins should be removed & 
people take litter home 

41 But would they? 

7n Schemes ambitious but unrealistic 45 Please be more specific. Which 
ones? 

7o Plan only deals with long-term future 56 And short term future 

7p CCTV needed at all exits/entrances to 
village 

56 A matter for Parish Council 

7q Improve village character 56 Moral, or physical? 
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Appendix H: Call for Sites letter to landowners  
 

Call for Potential Development Sites within the proposed 
boundary of the King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Plan 

1 The Call 

Landowners are hereby invited to propose potential development sites within the Parish 
of King’s Cliffe for possible inclusion in the Neighbourhood Plan (NP). This plan will cover 
the 20-year period from 2017-2037. A map of the parish boundary can be found at: 
www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk.  

  

These proposals will be collated, published and assessed by the NP Steering Group. 
Each site will be assessed for compliance with existing planning policies at the Core 
Spatial Strategy and District level. They will then be assessed against the evidence base 
being assembled at a Parish level.  This evidence, which has been gathered through the 
Village Survey, is available to view on the NP website – www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk. A 
report will be prepared on each site before a consultation process is undertaken with 
residents across the Parish. 

 

The identification and proposal of any site does not imply that the Parish Council 
considers that the site is suitable for development, either now or in the future.  It 
cannot be taken as representing either an intention to allocate these sites, or as a 
material consideration in the determination of a planning application.   

Potential sites that have been identified will be further tested through the plan-
making process for Neighbourhood Plan Documents, including Sustainability 
Appraisal/ Strategic Environmental Assessment, several stages of public 
participation and independent examination. This call is not intended to imply 
support for any development in the Parish and the receipt and processing of any 
proposal by the Steering Group is no guarantee that the site will be included in the 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

2 Types of site 

The “Call for potential sites” is intended to encompass all potential changes of land use – 
including (but not limited to): 

 Sites for new residential housing (including the necessary highways 
infrastructure) 

 Sites for potential business (e.g. office, warehousing, manufacturing, care home) 

 Sites for transport use (e.g. parking, vehicle maintenance, operation or storage) 

 Sites for agricultural diversification (or a return to agricultural use) 

 Sites for renewable energy facilities 

 Sites for retail use (e.g. shops, restaurants, cafés) 

 Sites for leisure use (e.g. horse riding, golf, playing fields, footpaths, open 
spaces) 

 Sites for community use (e.g. meeting areas, cemetery, health) 

 Mixed sites 
 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
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Proposals should be prepared with reference to the evidence base that is being 
accumulated by the Steering Group (www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk) and should demonstrate 
how they would enhance the character and amenity of the Parish whilst being 
sustainable and achievable. For proposed sites to be included in the plan, they must 
enjoy wide support from residents who will ultimately decide on the adoption of the 
Neighbourhood Plan in a referendum. 

 

3 Why is it important that you submit your sites as part of the 
Neighbourhood Plan process?  

The answer is that an allocation in the finalised Plan will establish the principle of 
development of the land in question for that particular use (subject to normal planning 
requirements).  Without an allocation in the approved Plan it is possible that planning 
approval for development will not be granted.  

4 How do you submit a site? 

You will need to fill in a form (see below). A separate form needs to be completed for 
each proposed site.  

Extra forms for potential sites may either be downloaded from our website 
www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk, or a hard copy can be requested either via the website or 
from: The Secretary, King’s Cliffe NP Steering Group, c/o 4 Bridge Street, King’s Cliffe, 
PE8 6XH.  

 

Please return all completed forms to the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group either: 

 By e-mail to info@kingscliffeplan.org.uk  

 In hard copy to: The Secretary, King’s Cliffe NP Steering Group, c/o 4 Bridge Street, 
King’s Cliffe, PE8 6XH 
 

If you have any difficulties completing the form, or if you would like further information, 
please contact the Secretary at info@kingscliffeplan.org.uk or (01780 470646)  

 

5 Closing date 

All forms for potential sites should be submitted by 31st August 2016. 

 

6 What happens next? 

Potential sites submitted will be allocated a number for reference in our documentation 
and a confirmation of receipt containing this number will be sent to the proposer.  An 
extract from the proposal will be published on the NP website.  Personal contact 
information will be removed from the published extract but the location of the site will be 
clearly identified.  The identity of the site owner and the proposer (if different) will be 
available on request to residents of the Parish or to bona-fide public officials. 

 

 

 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/
mailto:info@kingscliffeplan.org.uk
mailto:info@kingscliffeplan.org.uk
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Guidance Notes 

 

Before completing this form, please read the following guidance notes: 

 Please complete a separate form for each site. 

 All proposed sites may be included in future public consultation exercises and 
published on the NP website and so cannot be treated confidentially. 

 If you are proposing a site that you do not have a sole and unrestricted ownership 
interest in, please ensure that all other relevant parties are aware of your 
proposal. 

 Please complete the form in as much detail as possible to help with a full 
assessment of your proposal. 

 Please attach an Ordnance Survey map clearly showing the precise boundaries 
of the site and the part that is regarded as suitable for development (if that is not 
the whole area).  This will assist in the assessment of the site.  You are also 
welcome to attach any relevant additional information (e.g. tree survey). 

 Do not submit sites that already have planning permission for development 
unless a new and different proposal is likely in the future. Sites with existing 
planning permission will be taken account of by the Steering Group. 

 Only submit sites that you believe have genuine potential to be developed over 
the next 10 to 20 years. 

 You do not need to complete this form if you are simply proposing minor changes 
to existing premises (e.g. extensions or renovations) but all sites where change of 
use is proposed should be included. (e.g. housing development in a garden or 
field, change of use from agricultural to other use, from farm or industrial building 
to housing) 

 The Call for Sites request is part of the King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Plan process 
and is separate from East Northamptonshire Council’s planning application 
process. 

 Personal information given on this form will be used for the purpose of 
correspondence only. 
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Address of Potential Site 

(Please include a plan with the boundaries of the whole site marked in blue and 
the area proposed for development marked in red) 

Site Code 

 

 

 

 

Site OS grid 
reference 

Northing:   Easting:  

Site area (hectares) Whole site:  Area proposed for 
development: 

 

Contact details of Proposer 

Name  

Organisation 

(if relevant) 

 

Address  

Telephone(s)  

Email  

Your Details 

You are..? 

(Please cross all that 
apply) 

Private Landowner  Planning Consultant  

Company or partnership  Land Agent  

Charity  Developer  

Other (please specify) 

Site Ownership Details 

Please list all the 
owners of the 
proposed site giving 
full contact details and 
Land Registry Title 
Numbers. If there are 
multiple titles, please 
provide a plan showing 
how they relate to each 
other 
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Site Usage Details Site Code: 

 

Current or previous 
land use(s) 

List existing structures 
and detail what would 
happen to these 
structures and the 
functions they perform 
(e.g. demolition or 
relocation) 

 

Planning history 

List previous 
applications relating to 
the site 

 

Site Constraints:  Are there any limitations that may prevent or constrain development on 
this site? (please give details) 

Access Issues 

(e.g. limitations or 
problems relating to site 
access) 

 

 

Topography or ground 
conditions 

(e.g. site slopes, varying 
site levels etc) 

 

Contamination/ 
Pollution/ Hazardous 
Uses 

(e.g. unsuitable ground 
conditions, previous 
hazardous land uses, 
unstable/contaminated 
structures) 

 

Flood risk 

(liability of site to 
flooding) 

 

Legal/ Operational 
Constraints 

(e.g. ownership 
constraints, covenants, 
tenancies, ‘ransom 
strips’ or operational 
requirements of 
landowners) 

 

 

 



King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Development Plan 
 

Submission Draft 15/03/2019 Page 40 
 

 

Site Constraints Continued Site Code: 

 

Environmental 
Constraints 

(e.g. negative effects 
on local landscape 
wildlife designations, 
protected species, loss 
of mature woodland, 
loss of locally used 
open space or access 
to open space, ) 

 

Utilities and 
Infrastructure 
Provision 

(e.g. provision of 
services to 
development including  
gas, electricity, water, 
sewerage and 
telecommunications) 

 

Planning Policy 
Constraints 

(e.g. based on adopted 
policy, designations or 
protected areas 
including Local Nature 

Reserves  / County 

Wildlife Sites) 

 

Other considerations 

(any other issues that 
may affect the 
developability of the 
site 

 

Can the constraints be overcome and are any of them likely to affect the achievability or 
timing of the development?  (Please give details) 
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Proposed Development / Land Use (please give details) In the details column, 
please specify the type of use and indicate the proposed mix of uses and number of 
units, plots, pitches, amount of floor space etc 

Site Code: 

 

Proposed use Details 

Residential (including 
social housing 
provision) 

 

Specialist Residential 
(care homes etc) 

 

Community Facilities  

Leisure / Recreation 
businesses 

 

Retail outlets 

 

 

Transport related 
business 

 

Manufacturing 
facilities 

 

Warehousing 
facilities 

 

Agricultural 
diversification 

 

Renewable Energy 

 

 

Other (please specify) 

 

 

Site Achievability (please give details) 

Is the site currently 
being marketed? 

 Is the site under option to a 
developer? 

 

Were the NP to identify a 

site, but require larger 

developments be phased 

over a number of years, is 

the development you are 

proposing suitable for 

phasing and how? 

 

Once work 
commences, how long 
would it take to 
complete? 
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Please provide any additional information you think may be helpful to the Council in its 
consideration of this site for development.      

Please also use this  section if you require more space to respond to any of the earlier 
questions 
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Appendix I: Responses from landowners to Call for Sites (separate folder) 
 
 
Appendix J: Recommendations of Steering Group to Parish Council on proposed 
sites 1/10/2016 
 

Considerations for Proposed Sites  
 

A. Introduction 
1. As a result of the Call for Sites aimed at landowners within the Parish, 5 proposals were 
received. 
 
2. There is no defined approach in law as to how these Proposals should be dealt with, but it 
was suggested (by the PC) that they be considered first by the Neighbourhood Plan Steering 
Group, then by the Parish Council.  Any proposals which are deemed acceptable by the 
latter can then be put before villagers for approval. Any that are approved by villagers can 
then go into the Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
3. There is no legal requirement that any Proposals have to be accepted, and no 
requirement that the Neighbourhood Plan recommend any sites for development. 
 
4. The email below from Mike Burton of ENC (Appendix 2) makes it clear that with the 
proposed housing on the old Middle School Site the ‘quota’ for houses in King’s Cliffe in the 
Local Plan will have been used up, and that in future ‘local need’ will determine whether 
more houses should be built. In other words, any new housing proposed by the 
Neighbourhood Plan will be entirely the wish of King’s Cliffe residents and not as a result of 
outside ‘pressure’. 
 
5. The Village Survey conducted by the Steering Group in 2015 saw that villagers, in the 
main, would be prepared to accept (or positively wanted) between 25 -100 new houses over 
the 20 year period of the Plan (see Fig.1). This survey was carried out before villagers were 
aware of the 47 new houses proposed by NCC/ENC. Therefore much of this figure (25-100) 
will have been catered for even before the Plan comes out. The figure should also be taken 
as a rough estimate, rather than a precise number based on defined need. So there is no 
need to propose new housing, but the Parish Council can still recommend it if it chooses. 
 

 
Fig.1 Number of new houses acceptable to villagers 

 
 
6. The Village Survey pointed out there was a perceived need for smaller homes both for 
elderly residents wishing to ‘downsize’, and for younger residents wishing to rent or buy a 
starter home. It also stressed a perceived need for affordable, including social, housing. 
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These are also key aims of the new North Northants Joint Core Strategy, and villagers 
appeared to give support (see Fig.2). It should be stressed that the approach to this has 
been non-scientific and no survey has been conducted to determine precise levels of need. 
If the PC supports this aim it may wish to encourage such housing on certain of these 
proposed sites. 
 

 
Fig.2 Types of houses favoured by villagers 
 

B. Steering Group suggestions for the proposed sites (see map below) 
 

KCNP1 – multiple dwellings 
Positive aspects 

 Landowner prepared to ‘allow’ social housing 

 Land offered free to PC for possible parking for allotments, or for more allotments 

 No specified number of dwellings – landowner flexible 
 
However 

 Outside village boundary in open countryside (RNOT Policy 1 – settlement boundaries;  
   NNJCS Policy 11 Secn.2 + para.5.18) 

 Will spread the village along Blatherwycke Road 

 Effect on views to and from village 

 Number of dwellings more than needed (NNJCS Policy 11 Secn.2) 

 Lower part within flood plain (RNOT Policy 7 – Flood risk + NNJCS Policy 5) 
 
Recommendation – Not to put before villagers 
The Steering Group decided that this proposal could not be endorsed as it contradicted both 
the Local Plan and the JCS, and that it would spread the village too far into open 
countryside. As it was distinct from the existing built area of the village it would be more like 
a ‘suburb’ than an integral part of the village. 
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KCNP2 – Single dwelling 
Outside village boundary in open countryside (RNOT Policy 1 – Settlement boundaries;  
                                                                          NNJCS Policy 11 Secn.2) 
 
Recommendation – Not to put before villagers 
The Steering Group decided that this proposal could not be endorsed as it contradicted both 
the Local Plan and the JCS. 
 

KCNP3 – Single dwelling 
 Outside village boundary (RNOT Policy 1 – settlement boundaries; NNJCS Policy 11 

Secn.2 + para.5.18 ) 

 Within flood plain (RNOT Policy 7 – Flood risk + NNJCS Policy 5) 

 4.324 This is a relatively small greenfield site (0.5 ha), which is located adjacent to site RTP 36, to the 
south of King’s Cliffe. Although the site is located within close proximity of the settlement centre 
(under 400m away) and benefits from good access to public transport, as well as a range of 
education, health and recreational facilities, the entire site is located within a designated flood risk 
area and an area of high landscape value, and is unlikely to be suitable for comprehensive 
development. Taking account of all the identified attributes, this site is therefore rated red.)  
East Northants Sustainability Assessment 2007 

 
Recommendation – Not to put before villagers 
The Steering Group decided that this proposal could not be endorsed as it contradicted both 
the Local Plan and the JCS. 
 
 

KCNP4 – 31 dwellings 
 Impact on views from houses on West Street 

 Important Open Land designation (ENC Saved Policy EN20) 

 Number of dwellings more than needed (NNJCS Policy 11 Secn.2) 

 Borders flood plain (RNOT Policy 7 – Flood risk + NNJCS Policy 5) 

 4.323 Site RTP 78 is also 1 ha in size and similarly lies to the south of King’s Cliffe, outside the existing 
settlement boundary. Like RTP 36 above, part of this site also lies within a designated flood risk area 
(around 12 per cent of the site area). The site is located within an area of high landscape value 
(characterised by fragmented parliamentary enclosures), and part of the site is located within close 
proximity to the village’s conservation area and associated listed buildings. RTP 78 also attains, 
therefore, an overall rating of red.) East Northants Sustainability Assessment 2007 

 
Recommendation – Not to put before villagers 
The Steering Group decided that this proposal could not be endorsed as it contradicted both 
the Local Plan and the JCS. There was also concern about the extra vehicle movements 
down Orchard Lane, and possible access difficulties at the 5-way junction of Orchard 
Lane/Wood Road/West Street/Blatherwycke Road/Wood Lane. Together with the 47 
proposed houses already planned it would provide too many new houses too quickly. 
 
 

KCNP5 – single dwelling 
Recommendation – Not to put before villagers 
The Steering Group were unhappy about the extra traffic that would be generated along 
Church Walk (technically, and in practice, a footpath.) 
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Although the proposal did not appear to infringe any Plan policies, the SG did not think it 
appropriate to include this proposal (which could be applied for in the normal way) on its own 
in the Neighbourhood Plan. 
 

C. Conclusion 
The email from Mike Burton suggesting that King’s Cliffe was unlikely to be targeted for new 
housing during the period up to 2031, together with the already planned building of 47 new 
houses, appears to relieve the pressure on the Neighbourhood Plan to pre-emptively 
allocate sites for housing. The Steering Group decided that none of the sites should be put 
before villagers, and that no sites be allocated in the Neighbourhood Plan. The Plan should 
instead concentrate on ensuring that any new sites that were proposed up to 2037 should be 
of a type that was acceptable to the wishes of villagers as shown in the Village Survey. 
Appendix 1. Map of proposed sites 
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Appendix K. Email from Mike Burton (ENC) to Steering Group, 5 Sept 2016 
 
I write with reference to your email below.  I will attempt to respond to each of the points that you raise, in turn. 
  
1.    SHLAA sites that are not in the RNOT Plan – The RNOTP is the current site specific development plan 

document (Local Plan Part 2) covering King’s Cliffe.  A number of policies from the Plan are already replaced by 
those from the new North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (JCS) 2011-2031 (Local Plan Part 1), adopted 
14 July 2016.  Policies from the new JCS and remaining policies from the RNOTP form the current adopted Local 
Plan for King’s Cliffe.  The emerging King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Plan provides an opportunity to review many of 
the remaining RNOTP policies (e.g. settlement boundaries). 
  
It is important to note that King’s Cliffe has hosted significant development over the past five years, most notably 
the Sovereign Grange development.  This is a function of the previous (now defunct) 2008 Core Spatial Strategy 
Policy 1 and RNOTP Policy 1, which defined King’s Cliffe as a Local Service Centre; therefore a focal point for 
growth within the Rural North area.  These policies have now been entirely replaced by JCS Policy 11 

(http://nnjpu.org.uk/docs/Joint%20Core%20Strategy%202011-2031_September16_final.pdf).  The JCS has 
reversed this approach, setting out a spatial strategy, whereby: “Development in the rural areas will be limited to 
that required to support a prosperous rural economy or to meet a locally arising need, which cannot be met more 
sustainably at a nearby larger settlement” (Policy 11(2)(a)). 
  
It is the new JCS Policy 11, not the SHLAA, which defines the current Local Plan approach to development at 

King’s Cliffe.  The SHLAA solely functions as a database of potential development sites that have been put 
forward by third parties (i.e. landowners/ developers).  It is not a policy document, and the identification of 
individual sites within the SHLAA is not any implicit indication that development of these should be 

supported.  JCS Policy 11(2)(b) provides the policy “hook” for further development sites to be allocated through 
the Neighbourhood Plan (or, alternatively, through the Local Plan Part 2).  Given the current spatial development 
strategy, if further housing sites at King’s Cliffe are deemed necessary locally, then the Neighbourhood Plan 
would represent the most appropriate means for allocating these. 
  
2.    Middle School site, King’s Forest – The redevelopment of the former Middle School site (King’s Forest) 

indicates that the RNOTP, which was written on the basis that the former three tier educational system for the 
Plan area would be retained for the foreseeable future, has already been overtaken by events.  The changes 
over the past two years to a two tier educational system have given rise to the development of a new primary 
school and the release of the former Endowed Primary and Middle School sites for re-use and re-development 
respectively.   
  

In order to finance these changes to the local school arrangements, the redundant brownfield sites are being at 
King’s Cliffe and Oundle are being brought forward for residential development.  However, it should be noted that 
from hereon the JCS effectively precludes all but smaller scale development within King’s Cliffe (Policy 11(2)), 
unless specifically sought through the emerging Neighbourhood Plan. 
  
3.    Need to allocate further land through the King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Plan – As you correctly suggest, 

the Sovereign Grange development (145 dwellings), Middle School site (40 dwellings) and Millward Way site (7 
dwellings) will, in practice, fulfil the 200 dwellings target identified through the RNOTP.  The new JCS does not 
identify a requirement for further growth at King’s Cliffe, other than an overall target of 820 dwellings for the rural 
area (Policy 29/ Table 5).  Most of this is already committed (including, in the case of King’s Cliffe, through the 
three schemes).  Therefore there is no obligation for the King’s Cliffe Neigbhourhood Plan to allocate further land 
for development.  For reference, the recently submitted Stanwick Neighbourhood Development Plan 2016-2031 
does not do so (http://www.stanwickneighbourhoodplan.org.uk/the-plan/4586523881).  
  
Overall, I can assure you that there is no obligation for the Neighbourhood Plan to allocate any further land for 
development, unless the Neighbourhood Planning Group and or local community expressly wishes to do 
so.  Instead it could, for instance, focus upon reviewing remaining site specific RNOTP policies, locally distinctive 
design criteria or the designation of protected open space or sensitive areas (Policy 11(2)(b)). 
  
Finally, please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any further information. 
  
All the best. 
  
 Mike Burton 
Principal Planning Policy Officer 
East Northamptonshire Council 
01832 742221 

http://nnjpu.org.uk/docs/Joint%20Core%20Strategy%202011-2031_September16_final.pdf
http://www.stanwickneighbourhoodplan.org.uk/the-plan/4586523881
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Appendix L: Favourite Views/Local Green Spaces Results 
 
These are the views, in rank order as voted for by villagers, which the community wishes to 
keep free from any development that would spoil them. The most popular ones have been 
given the designation of ‘Local Green Space’ in the Plan, which will give them added 
protection. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

  

1. From Bridge Street towards Willowbrook 
38 votes 

2. From above Morehay Lane towards Church 
29 votes 

3. From Horsewater towards Hall Yard 
25 votes 

4=. South-west across King’s Cliffe Meadow 
20 votes 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnx42ae
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5u2
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5t8
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5sm


King’s Cliffe Neighbourhood Development Plan 
 

Submission Draft 15/03/2019 Page 50 
 

        
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

  

4=. Along Morehay Lane towards Spa 
20 votes 

4=. From Bridge Street towards Willowbrook 
20 votes 

7. Morehay Lane towards village 
19 votes 

8. Willow Lane towards village 
18 votes 

9. Park Street Railway Bridge 
18 votes 

10. King’s Cliffe Banks towards Bridge St/Park St 
14 votes 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5rx
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnw9pq9
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwdcbo
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5sx
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11. Village Field towards Willow Lane 
11 votes 

12=. Railway embankment towards Kingsmead 
10 votes 

12=. Hills and Holes towards Willowbrook 
10 votes 

14. Orchard Lane looking South-west 
9 votes 

15. Park Street Railway Bridge to North 
8 votes 

16. Fishponds from Church walk 
7 votes 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwa93d
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwaohz
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5tj
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwe3gj
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwc2wf
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5tt
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 17=. Railway cutting 
6 votes 

17=. Maltings Green 
6 votes 

19. Telephone Exchange from 2
nd

 Drift 
5 votes 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwbgjx
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnwh5sc
http://www.kingscliffeplan.org.uk/favourite-view?lightbox=dataItem-ivnx429u
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Appendix M: Consultation Draft Regulation 14 (separate document) 
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Appendix N: Comments from Public Meeting to discuss Consultation Draft 10th August 
2017 
 
No Comment SG Recommendations 

1 Square of land between Morehay Lane and field 
south of Willow Brook belongs to PC and could be 
cleared and made into wildflower patch with 
seats donated by villagers. 

Suggested inclusion in Local Green Spaces 

2 Policy SH4 about electric car charging points 
could be strengthened 

Policy maintained after discussion with 
ENC 

3 Path between KCA and new Endowed School will 
form a vital link which could help with activity 
and health of younger people in the village. NP 
must emphasise this 

Path now finished 

4 ‘Projects’ could be expanded to reflect their 
importance, especially Project A (Traffic) 

Projects now designated as under 
leadership of Parish Council 

5 Drainage/flooding is vital issue and could be 
inserted as a project 

Drainage/flooding emphasised in 
Objective 2 Policies 

6 ‘Give Way’ markings on all junctions in the village 
could be useful tool for slowing down traffic 

Highways responsibility, but an aspect of 
Project A 

7 SA2 – precise position of triangle on plan needs 
to be re-examined as it could include allotments 
and cause loss of amenity for houses backing 
onto it 

This area of land now removed from Plan 

8 Drainage issue arising from Oak Lane and Willow 
Lane still a problem and still causing flooding 

This particular area highlighted in 
Objective 2 

9 Settlement boundary needs to be tightly drawn 
around old Endowed school site and possible 
uses for this building could be suggested. 

Settlement boundary slightly extended to 
include Horsa building, but otherwise kept 
tight 

10 Plan must be flexible, and follow-up must involve 
coordination between different village groups to 
make it a success 

This responsibility of Parish Council 

11 Where exactly will footpath linking Wood Road 
and West Street be? 

To be decided 

12 A delivery service of goods to peoples’ houses 
would help reduce car journeys in village and 
benefit older people. A plinth from which goods 
and services could be dispensed would help this. 

Not an issue for Neighbourhood Plan, but 
could be taken up with PC 

13 Aesthetics of village could be improved – 
especially condition of pavements, broken 
signboards, flimsy fences, etc. Perhaps precept 
could be raised to pay someone to look after 
small problems 

Not an issue for Neighbourhood Plan, but 
could be taken up with PC 

14 Improve maps in NP so that e.g. new Endowed 
School is marked on 

Maps now improved 

15 Unused and dilapidated grass verges could be 
removed, especially in Willow Lane area, to 
provide more adequate parking spaces 

Not an issue for Neighbourhood Plan, but 
could be taken up with PC 
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Appendix O: Recommendations of Steering Group following public and consultee 

responses to Consultation Draft 

Ref Respondent Comment SG Recommendation 
1 NCC Flood & 

Water 
1. Ensure against groundwater flooding 

2. Ensure against development close to 

watercourses 

3. Surface water management plan 

4. 2014 Flood Investigation Report 

5. Develop community flood plan 

1. SH1 – add bullet point: 
“Use appropriate measures to 
prevent or reduce impact of 
groundwater flooding” 
 
2. SH1 – add bullet point: 
“Avoid close proximity to 
watercourses, especially the 
Willow Brook, and secure an 
Environmental Permit for 
works on or within 9m of a 
water body.” 
 
2, 3, 4:  Parish Council 
responsibility to take further 

2 Historic England “Your Neighbourhood Plan falls within the 
boundary of the King’s Cliffe conservation 
area and includes a number of designated 
heritage assets including 1 GI listed 
building, 1 GII* listed building and 77 GII 
listed buildings. It will be important that the 
strategy you put together for this area 
safeguards those elements which 
contribute to the importance of those 
historic assets. This will assist in ensuring 
they can be 
enjoyed by future generations of the area 
and make sure it is in line with national 
planning policy.” 

Obj.3 is designed to protect 
environment of listed 
buildings 

2b Historic England SEA not required Noted 
3 K. Taylor Policy 4 needs more about speed 

reduction, e.g. limit, signs, humps 
 
 

Not sure that Policy 4 can do 
much as speeding not a land 
use issue, but Project A 
designed to help with this 

4 B. Nicholls 1. Housing survey not carried out properly 

2. Sites outside village needed (his land) 

 
3. Ask villagers if they want more 
allotments, petrol station & small shop 
 
 

Housing survey carried out in 
2014 Village Plan. 2016 Ward 
Survey used 
 
Rural Exclusion sites can be 
developed outside village. 
Two of allocated sites are 
‘outside’ village 
 
Too late to do this now. Email 
received a year after close of 
Call for Sites 

5 R. Hodkin Parking on verges & pavements should be 
discouraged; speeding – 20MPH limit; road 
surfaces poor 

Not sure that Policy 4 can do 
much as speeding not a land 
use issue, but Project A 
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 designed to help with this. 
 
Agree with point about road 
surfaces – not really an issue 
for the Plan. Parish Council 
aware and liaising with 
Northamptonshire Highways. 

5b R. Hodkin 1. Broadband – more competition needed;  

2. Endowed School for social housing;  

3. dog fouling a problem 
 

Not a land use issue, and not 
a matter for the Plan. 
 
Not sure we can specify use 
of existing building. Currently, 
the School is on the market 
for residential housing 
 
Not a NP issue, but Village 
Plan Action Group & Parish 
Council has been working on 
it. 

6 J. Gilbey Supports Appdx.C B2 about improved  
countryside access, esp. for bikes 
 
 

Not all landowners are happy 
with bikes crossing their land, 
so need to tread carefully. 
Recommend including it in 
Project B, para. 2: “The 
development of access for 
cyclists will also be 
considered”. 

7 S. Fairhall 1. KCA not solely to blame for rlwy bridge 

flooding 

2. Precise definition of KCA as 

amenity/service 

3. Previous planning permission for new 

pavilion 

4. Comments on Village Field 

5. Re-wording of KCA entry pp42/3 

 
 
 
 
 
6. KCA not in site selection criteria 

Remove reference to KCA in 
8.5 
 
 
RBS3 – move KCA to 
Facilities 
 
Not relevant as NP cannot 
interfere with planning 
permission already granted 
 
No need to change 
 
p.43, para.2, insert “Currently” 
before ‘Specific areas’. (NP 
does not prevent 
development on KCA site 
provided such development 
enhances it as a community 
facility).  
 
No need to change existing 
description of KCA. 
 
Add KCA to ‘Distance’ criteria 
 
 
Will amend 
 
This is subject to consultation 
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7. Abbreviations not explained/web link to 

docs 

8. Extent of development on old MS site 

9. Improving Willow Lane 

10. Use of old Endowed School site 

 
11. Millennium Wood not visible in p.41 
statement 
 

with ENC/NCC 
 
Due to inability to establish 
ownership of Willow Lane this 
is no longer a priority for 
Parish Council 
 
Not sure Plan can specify use 
of existing building. Currently 
marketed as residential units 
 
No need to change. Still 
visible 

8 Sport England Generic. Protecting playing fields. New 
developments should provide opportunities 
for promoting healthy lifestyle 

Noted 

9 Natural England “King’s Cliffe Banks SSSI is located within 
the Neighbourhood plan area, and 
therefore should be specifically referenced 
within the plan policies for protection and 
enhancement. This could be incorporated 
into RC2: Biodiversity Protection and Gain.” 
 
Improving Natural Environment – useful 
tips for NP 
 

RC2: Add: “King’s Cliffe 
Banks SSSI” after ‘natural 
watercourses’ 
 
 
 
 
 
Recommend adding under 
RC2 Policy Explanation and 
Justification: “It is hoped that 
new developments will 
provide an environment to 
support local wildlife, as 
recommended by Natural 
England. This could include 
measures such as: 

 new buildings to 
incorporate suitable nest 
boxes for swifts, house 
martins or bats 

 property boundaries to 
include access for 
hedgehogs to move 
freely.” 

10 National Grid Gas pipeline not affected by NP Noted 
11 Barry Tempest Opposes development on Church Walk; 

favours development on Blatherwycke Rd 
 
 

Noted. Development on 
Blatherwycke Road will be 
considered under Ref. 20 
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12 K. Neville 1. Approves of homes for elderly over 
‘commuter orientated housing estates’ 
 
2. Approves sustainability projects in 
Objective 2 & supports cycling 
opportunities 
 
 
3. Agrees with Obj.3 that new builds should 
not spoil environment 
 
 
4. Signs diverting HGVs along Wood Rd. 

inadequate 

5. Agrees with Obj.5 

6. Supports community action to protect 
natural environment. Criticises pavements 
left by Gigaclear. 

Noted 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
Parish Council and 
Northamptonshire Highways 
responsibility for this 
 
Noted 
 
 
Noted. Condition of 
pavements is responsibility of 
Parish Council to pursue 

13 L. Emerson 1. Support surgery/assisted living on old 
MS site 
 
 
2. Support PC site allocations & reject 
SHLAA 598 as in flood zone 3 & Church 
Walk should be mainly for pedestrians 

Noted 
 
 
Noted 

14 J.Tapper 1. H3 need to insert clause to ensure 
people allocated social housing actually 
live in it 
 
2. Supports Obj.2 
 
3. Obj.3 agricultural building could also be 
subject to same visual constraints 
 
 
4. Obj.4 better speed controls needed, e.g. 
flashing speed lights 
 
 
5. Obj.6 some stiles still inaccessible for 
elderly 
 
 
6. Supports site selections 

Responsibility of East 
Northamptonshire Council 
 
Noted 
 
Agricultural buildings not 
normally subject to NP 
 
 
Project A can consider this 
 
 
 
Project B can consider this 
 
 
Noted 

15 L. Caddick 1. SH1(?) new buildings should have solar 
panels 
 
 
 
 
 

Insert new 8.6: “Solar panels 
and/or other applicable 
technology to encourage 
renewable energy 
consumption on new 
buildings will be supported”. 
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2. BE1 new buildings should be ‘in 
harmony with neighbouring buildings’ 
 
 
3. TP1 parking at blind spots can be 
dangerous 
 
 
4. RBS3 parish church is community facility 
 
 
5. RC1 PC land off Morehay Lane could be 
cleared & sown with grass/wildflowers + 
benches 
 
6. RC3 kissing gates instead of stiles 
 
 
7. Strong support for SA1. SA2&3 need 
active promotion for this to happen 
 
 
8. Projects – up to PC to be pro-active with 
these, or interested villagers 
 

 
Added to BE2 
 
 
 
NP cannot enforce, but 
Project A will consider this 
 
Added 
 
 
Will be added to Local Green 
Spaces 
 
 
Project B can consider this 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
 
Noted. Will insert in 1

st
 

paragraph under ‘Projects’: 
“The Parish Council is 
expected to play a role in 
encouraging and supporting 
the fulfilment of these 
projects”. 

16 G. Caddick As per 15 As above 
17 B. Tempest 1. Supports development on land adjacent 

to 15 Blatherwycke Rd 
 
 
2. Opposes development on land south of 
Church Walk 
 

Application decided by ENC 
 
 
 
ENC/Environment Agency 
objection. Issue to be decided 
by Parish Council 

18 NCC Highways 1. Supports SH4 
 
2. TP1 simply repeats existing policy so 
unnecessary 
 
 
3. TP2 NCC Parking Standards set down 
policy 
 
 
4. Supports TP3, RC3 
 
5. Consult Highways on traffic implications 
of allocated sites 
 
 
6. Project B2 Locations Map colours 
unclear 
 
 

Noted 
 
TP1 changed after 
consultation with ENC 
 
TP2 in line with NCC Parking 
Standards 
 
Noted 
 
ENC to be consulted on need 
to do this for NP 
 
 
Will amend 
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19 A. Filby Triangular site allocation in SA2 not 
suitable 
 
 

Will recommend withdrawal of 
triangular portion from SA2 

20 B.Nicholls 1. Village survey outcomes in 7.9 not 
translated to policies H1-4 
 
 
2. H4 inconsistent with Govt. desire to 
increase new homes as will make new 
housing unviable 
 
 
3. Some policies in Objectives 3&4 simply 
repeat existing policies 
 
 
4. Analysis of site selection is basic 
 
 
5. Site KCNP1 rejection not valid 
 
 
 
6. Qualitative assessment of distances in 
site selection more useful, & distances are 
not ‘long’. 
 
7. Site allocations do not fulfil need for 
affordable housing identified in ENC 
housing survey 
 
 
8. KCNP1 is accessible & could be part of 
the village 
 
 
9. NP is what NP ‘planners’ want to see not 
what village needs, or what is allowable. 
 
 
10. NP needs to start again without PC 
involvement 

Disagree. No precise 
examples given in response 
 
 
H4 now removed 
 
 
 
Policies approved by ENC 
 
 
 
Site selection approved by 
ENC 
 
 
Rejection supported by JCS 
5.18, and by ENC Officers in 
response to planning 
application 
 
Qualitative assessment is 
subjective. Will include key to 
explain distance colour 
coding 
70+ housing units on 
allocated sites fulfils need 
 
 
See response to 20(5) 
 
 
Full consultation with villagers 
has been undertaken & 
objectives driven by villagers’ 
input 
 
Noted. Most input has been 
through Steering Group, and 
not PC 

21 J. Barratt Support for NP Noted 
22 A. Bradshaw Triangular site allocation in SA2 not 

suitable 
 

Will recommend withdrawal of 
triangular portion from SA2 

23 Highways 
England 

No impact on A1 Noted 

24 NCC Services 1. Education – Secn.106 contributions may 
be required for Endowed School from new 
developments 
 
 
2. Fire – generic 
3. Libraries – generic 

Will consult with ENC over 
this 
 
 
 
 
Noted 
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4. Broadband – speeds of > 30mbps 
 

Noted 
Noted (see Policy RBS2) 

25 F&A George 1. RBS1: recommend inclusion of wording 
promoting local employment and services 
beneficial to community on all sites coming 
forward during plan period 
 
 
2. Mistake over ownership of part of railway 
line 
 

RBS1 and whole of Objective 
5 makes this clear. No need 
to add anything 
 
 
 
Will clarify 

26 Environment 
Agency 

We recommend the inclusion of fluvial 
flooding policy wording and a section on 
blue corridors to protect Willow Brook and 
its floodplain. 
 
 
 

Added to SH1 

27 R. Montgomery Disused railway line could be made into 
cycle route 
 

Landowner(s) currently 
objecting to this 

28 P&D Hawkins 1. H1: will limit ability to supply new homes 
 
 
 
2. H3: properties to be means tested? 
 
 
3. SH1: solar or wind farm to supply village, 
e.g. on King’s Cliffe Meadow? (RC1) 
 
 
4. SH4: limited by small number of new 
developments 
 
 
5. TP1: limited effect on safety issues 
 
 
6. SA1: Who will fund it? 
 
7. SA3: small area 
 
 
8. Danger of village becoming a ‘dormitory’ 
village 
 

70+ new homes allowed for in 
site allocations within 
settlement boundary 
 
Not an NP issue 
 
 
Not allowed on ‘Meadow’. 
Policy SH1 supports 
renewable energy 
 
 
Possibly, but Policy available 
in case of larger 
developments 
 
 
Project A will try to help this 
 
 
NCC (landowners) will drive 
this 
 
Noted 
 
 
Lots of new housing, without 
accompanying employment 
opportunities, will do just this. 
NP seeks to avoid this. 

29 B. Hellett 1. SH4 could be practical problems with 
electric car charging points 
 
 
2. SA2 problems with triangle site & wildlife 
considerations at Kingsmead 

Yes, but can be overcome. 
NP simply trying to encourage 
emerging technologies 
 
Will recommend withdrawal of 
triangular portion from SA2 
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3. Allotments at Walkers Field should 
appear on map 
 
 
4. Need to put new Endowed School on 
map 
 
 

 
 
Will amend 
 
 
Will amend 

30 D. Hellard 1. Plan must not be too restrictive 
 
 
2. Needs to enable positive change 
 
 
3. Needs to reference PC for implementing 
policies 
 

Noted 
 
 
Noted 
 
 
PC referenced in Projects 
section 

31 Anglian Water 1. SH2 link into JCS policy on water 
consumption 
 
 
2. SH3 Suds should not apply just to 
pathways but to sites in general 
 
 

This referenced in new Policy 
SH1 
 
 
SH3 (now SH1 bullet point 3) 
amended to read: “Within the 
curtilage, driveways and 
pathways, and other 
potentially impermeable 
surfaces, should incorporate 
sustainable drainage systems 
capable of delivering a net 
reduction to surface water 
runoff” 

32 NCC Old Middle 
School site 

1. SA1: Site and Settlement Boundary 
should be expanded to allow for NCC 
proposal.  
 
 
 
2. H1 should not inhibit this development 
 
 
3. H4 would constrain development 
 
 
4. further re-writing suggestions for SA1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5. Need for mixed tenure housing for 
elderly on site 
 
 

Recommend redrawing 
settlement boundary to run 
along outer edges of new 
outline of SA1 (according to 
NCC plan). PC to decide 
 
Will consult with NCC/ENC to 
prevent possible inhibition 
 
H4 removed 
 
 
Site to include premises for 
Doctors, Dentists and other 
health practitioners. Also a 
pharmacy and sheltered 
housing for the elderly. Up to 
70 housing units would be 
acceptable on the site, 
provided that these were a 
mixture of apartments and 
houses, were mixed tenure, 
and that adequate parking 
was available. No building 
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6. Map base inappropriate 
 

should be more than two 
storeys, and should not 
exceed the height of the 
current Primary School 
sports/assembly hall.  
There was divided opinion 
over the need for a shop 
Will consult with PC 
 
Will amend 

32b NCC Old 
Endowed 
School site 

1. Re-draw settlement boundary  
 
 
2. H1: re-word to allow conversion of 
existing buildings 
 
 
3. H4: delete as not consistent with existing 
plans 
 
 
4. Map base inappropriate 

Recommend partial redrawing 
of settlement boundary 
 
H1 already does this 
 
 
 
H4 removed 
 
 
Will amend 
 

33 Berry’s/Michael 
Day 

1. SH3: developments aiding flood 
reduction should be looked upon 
favourably 
 
2. RBS3: developments improving 
community facilities should be looked upon 
favourably 
 
3. H1: amendment to include re-use of 
previously developed land & redundant 
buildings 
 
4. Settlement Boundary should include land 
below Church Walk and questions drawing 
of SB around old MS 
 
5. Benefits of land below Church Walk for 
development 
 

Agreed with statement 
 
 
 
Agreed with statement 
 
 
 
Already in Policy H1 
 
 
 
This would conflict with 
settlement boundary criteria 
 
 
Currently part of Flood Zone 3 
but no objection if designation 
should be changed 

34 ENC See below for separate grid  
35 Matt Day Maltings Green incorrectly drawn on LGS 

Central map 
 

Will amend. No known 
ownership of land below 
Maltings Green according to 
Land registry 

36 J&P Rose Support for range of policies Noted 
37 P. Howard Inclusion of Rosary Farm for industrial & 

commercial units 
 
 

Site criteria based on SHLAA 
information as dwellings. No 
change proposed by 
landowner in Call for Sites so 
cannot amend now. Nothing 
in NP inhibits change of use. 
Objective 5 encourages local 
business 

38 M. Kirk Support for all policies Noted 
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION RESPONSE FORM (ENC) 
 
Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

Village 

Survey 

summary 

boxes 

(paragraph 

7.9 etc) 

YES These summary findings from the 

Village Survey are helpful, as they 

provide a clear explanation for the 

rationale behind each policy 

 

Paragraph 

1.4 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed, for 

clarity] 

Suggested replacement to final 

sentence: “Once ‘made’ (adopted) as 

part of the development plan for East 

Northamptonshire Council the Plan 

will be given full weight in the 

determination of planning 

applications affecting King’s Cliffe 

Parish area.” 

Amended 

Paragraph 

1.5 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed, for 

clarity] 

Suggested addition to 1
st
 sentence: “It 

is hoped that the Neighbourhood 

Plan will help to fulfil the vision…” 

Amended 

Paragraph 

6.9 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed, for 

clarity] 

Suggested addition to last sentence: 

“Decision makers and applicants 

should consider the policies of the 

Local Plan, Neighbourhood Plan 

and national policy as a whole when 

judging if a proposal would be 

acceptable.” 

Amended 

Remove sentence “these are 

included…” 

Paragraph 

7.3 

NO The feeling and sentiment expressed 

in paragraph 7.3 is well understood.  

However, it is important for a 

Neighbourhood Plan to be forward 

looking and not seek to re-fight old 

battles.  While previously a 

designated local service centre in the 

(now defunct) 2008 Core Spatial 

Strategy, it is noted that the rural 

nature of King’s Cliffe and its 

surrounding hinterland would 

inevitably give rise to a significant 

level of car dependency. 

Amended 

 

7.3 Successful villages and 

communities develop through 

incremental growth that harmonises 

with the existing character of their 

settings and buildings. The 2014 

Joint Core Strategy has implicitly 

acknowledged this by limiting 

village growth to that required to 

support a prosperous local economy, 

and perceived need. 

 

7.4 This Plan intends, with its 

settlement boundary and allocation 

of sites for recognised local needs 

(H1-4) to encourage measured 

growth of an appropriate nature. 

Paragraph 

7.5 

YES [but link 

proposed to 

evidence base] 

Suggested inclusion of footnote link 

to King’s Forest Ward Housing Mix 

Assessment
1
. 

Amended 

                                                           
1
 https://www.east-

northamptonshire.gov.uk/downloads/file/7389/parish_level_housing_mix_assessment_kings_forest_2_ext  

https://www.east-northamptonshire.gov.uk/downloads/file/7389/parish_level_housing_mix_assessment_kings_forest_2_ext
https://www.east-northamptonshire.gov.uk/downloads/file/7389/parish_level_housing_mix_assessment_kings_forest_2_ext
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

Paragraph 

7.6 

NO Paragraph 7.6 emphasises the need to 

maximise delivery of affordable 

housing.  However, it must be 

recognised that the Local Plan (JCS 

Policy 30) 40% standard always 

applies subject to development 

viability. 

Exactly – ‘subject to development 

viability’ 

Sovereign Grange has 30 affordable 

homes out of 145 = 21% 

Para 7.6 is in line with JCS 30 

But remove ‘up to’ 

H1 YES Policy H1 clearly sets out the role of 

the settlement boundary and how it 

should be used to manage 

development.  It applies the relevant 

NPPF/ Local Plan Part 1 (Joint Core 

Strategy) policies in a local (King's 

Cliffe) context. 

 

Policy 

Explanation 

and 

Justification 

sections 

YES The "Policy Explanation and 

Justification" sections are useful, as 

these provide a clear connection 

between individual Neighbourhood 

Plan policies and the strategic/ Local 

Plan framework that these need to 

have regard to 

 

H1 YES [but 

significant 

concerns] 

Policy H1 provides an explanation of 

the role of the settlement boundary 

and how it should be applied in 

development.  However, the policy as 

a whole does provide sufficient 

direction for the determination of 

planning applications within the 

settlement boundary. 

 

Particular issues to consider are as 

follows: 

 “small scale” – definition 

needed; i.e. less than 5 

dwellings, or 10 dwellings 

or less? 

 References to character, 

residential amenity and 

infrastructure capacity are 

too broad brush – the 2
nd

 

sentence is not sufficiently 

positively worded and these 

criteria offer little/ not 

additional direction over and 

above the JCS Place 

Shaping criteria (Policy 8). 

 2
nd

 paragraph/ bullet points 

– clear policy direction, 

although this only repeats 

NPPF and JCS policy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

‘Small scale’ comes from JCS 30/b. 

Amended to state: “Small-scale 

should mean no more than 5 

houses”. 

 

Copied from Examiner’s 

modification of Chelveston NP: 

http://ndp.chelveston.org.uk/NDP-

0312 p.29/30 

http://ndp.chelveston.org.uk/NDP-0312
http://ndp.chelveston.org.uk/NDP-0312
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

H1 Policy 

Explanation 

and 

Justification 

supporting 

text 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed, to 

“future proof” 

the Plan] 

Policy H1 correctly understands the 

context for the RNOTP settlement 

boundary criteria and how the JCS 

criteria (paragraph 5.17) also need to 

be applied in reviewing the King's 

Cliffe boundary.  However, it is 

proposed that the 1
st
 sentence should 

be revised as follows: “The proposed 

settlement boundary will broadly 

follow the outline of that in, as shown 

on the policies map, is a review of 

that from the 2011 RNOTP Plan.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Amended 

H2 NO, although 

objections may 

be overcome 

with 

appropriate 

amendments 

It is understood that the 

Neighbourhood Plan is keen to 

emphasize the importance of the 40% 

affordable housing requirement.  

However, as drafted the policy 

appears pre-determined, 

insufficiently flexible and little 

recognition of development viability 

(sole reference).  

 

To fulfil the basic conditions it is 

advised that the policy should: 

 Include statement to the 

effect that: "Affordable 

housing should be delivered 

in accordance with the 

relevant standards set out in 

the Local Plan" in order to 

"future proof" the plan; and 

 Need to relate to local 

evidence; e.g. ward data. 

 

Otherwise, there is a risk of the 

Neighbourhood Plan becoming 

outdated when the Joint Core 

Strategy/ Local Plan Part 1 is 

reviewed during the next 3-5 years. 

Amended 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Amended and  linked to ward data 

H3 NO The sentiment behind Policy H3 is 

understood.  However, a housing 

allocations policy of this nature is not 

considered to fall within the scope for 

a Neighbourhood Plan.  The 

proposed standards conflict with East 

Northamptonshire Council’s Housing 

Allocations Policy.  The only 

scenario in which the proposed 

standards could be applied would be 

for bespoke Rural Exceptions 

Housing schemes. 

 

 

H3 removed, and issue amended and 

included in H2 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

In any event, all of the key planning 

standards for affordable housing are 

already defined by JCS Policy 30. 

 

It may be possible to include a 

statement setting out the local 

aspirations in support of Policy H2, 

to emphasize local priorities for 

prioritizing access to social housing 

for King's Cliffe residents in the first 

instance? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Amended as part of H2 

H4 NO It is unclear how Policy H4 could 

deliver development phasing.  

"Natural" phasing may be suggested 

through trajectories, where an 

interested landowner/ developer has 

indicated that he/ she would be 

looking to develop a site within the 

next 5-10 years.  It is not appropriate 

to seek to artificially restrict sites 

coming forward on the basis of a 

"phasing" policy [this issue 

previously arose through the 

Chelveston cum Caldecott 

Neighbourhood Plan Examination]. 

H4 removed 

Paragraph 

8.9 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed to 3
rd

 

sentence] 

Text amendment proposed, as it must 

be remembered the Neighbourhood 

Plan is for the whole community, not 

just the Parish Council: “A decision 

was taken to include them as they 

fitted in with the Objective…” 

Amended 

SH1 NO Policy SH1 provides a firm and clear 

aspiration.  However, such a policy 

aspiration is something that would 

need to be implemented through the 

Development Management Local 

Standards (for planning applications).  

It is not a matter than could be 

addressed by way of a bespoke 

Neighbourhood Plan policy. 

SH1 amended 

SH1 Policy 

Explanation 

and 

Justification 

supporting 

text 

YES, subject to 

amendment 

Need specific reference to JCS Policy 

9, which sets out Local Plan 

sustainable building design standards 

References to JCS policies included 

SH2 YES, subject to 

amendments 

It may be appropriate to explain how 

the 200 litres standard relates to the 

105 litres/ person/ day Local Plan 

(JCS Policy 9) standard through 

further explanatory text; e.g. "In 

accordance the Local Plan standard 

SH2 removed and parts incorporated 

into SH1. References to JCS Policies 

included. 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

(JCS Policy 9: 105 litres/ person/ 

day), the 200 litres storage standard 

would be sufficient to harvest around 

2 days water supply." 

 

Overall, policy text is too narrow/ 

prescriptive, but could be revised; 

e.g. “Rainwater harvesting systems 

could incorporate measures such 

as…200l storage system”. 

SH1-SH3 YES, subject to 

amendments 

There may be a case to broaden 

policies SH1-SH3 into a single 

"Climate Change" policy; e.g. 

"Development proposals will need to 

address the challenges of climate 

change. In the context of King's 

Cliffe, development should, as a 

minimum: 

 Fulfil the Local Plan 

sustainable buildings 

standards; 

 Incorporate schemes for 

rainwater harvesting, with a 

minimum capacity of 200 

litres (?); 

 Within the curtilage, 

driveways and pathways 

should incorporate 

sustainable drainage 

systems capable of 

delivering a net reduction to 

surface water runoff; 

 Wherever possible, contain 

surface water runoff within 

the curtilage of the 

development." 

 

All of these “Sustainable Housing” 

policies set out great local aspirations 

but (if not covered by Local Plan/ 

national policies) all add to 

development costs and could have 

implications for development 

viability and therefore the delivery of 

affordable and social housing. 

All SH Policies now incorporated 

into SH1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SH4 YES, subject to 

amendment 

It may be better to move Policy SH4 

to Improving Traffic and Parking 

(TP) section? 

SH4 moved to TP4 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

BE1 NO, although 

objections may 

be overcome 

with 

appropriate 

amendments 

The aspirations behind BE1 are 

understood.  However, overall this is 

not positively worded; i.e. it should 

define circumstances when 

development would be supported, to 

enable development management 

officers to exercise appropriate 

judgements in decision making. 

 

It may be preferable to incorporate 

policies BE1 and BE2 into single 

"Sympathetic design" policy. 

See below BE2 

BE2 YES, subject to 

amendments 

It may be appropriate to incorporate 

policies BE1 and BE2 into a single 

"Sympathetic design" policy; e.g. 

"New development should respect 

local character, history, streetscape 

and vernacular, through: 

 Not being overly prominent 

in scale; 

 Not giving rise to visual 

overbearing of neighbouring 

properties; 

 Enhancing the character of 

the street scene or adjoining 

public realm; 

 Matching the density, 

structure and position of 

neighbouring buildings; 

 Incorporating tree planting 

for schemes of 5 or more 

housing or business units; 

and 

 Securing the long term 

maintenance of structural 

landscaping." 

 

Amended. BE2 merged with BE1. 

BE1-BE2 N/a To understand local styles, 

characteristics and features, it may be 

appropriate to define separate 

character areas within the built-up 

area of King’s Cliffe.  This is one 

way that the Neighbourhood Plan 

design policies could be made locally 

distinctive.  Reference should be 

made to other successfully adopted 

“made” Neighbourhood Plans; i.e. 

Higham Ferrers and Stanwick. 

This suggested in 9.1 & 9.2 

BE3 NO, although 

objections may 

be overcome 

with 

Policy BE3 is accepted to be locally 

distinctive, setting out additional 

local standards to enhance the 

existing built environment.  It may, 

Wording amended 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

appropriate 

amendments 

however, be argued that the overall 

tone is overly prescriptive; such that 

this effectively requires new 

buildings to replicate existing ones. 

Paragraphs 

10.6-10.9 

n/a  The introductory section to the 

Traffic and Parking section clearly 

sets out local aspirations for local 

parking standards.  In practice, 

development management decisions 

rely upon bespoke NCC (Highways) 

advice regarding parking provision.  

It is noted that off road provision 

must be proportional to the proposal, 

especially as the Plan focuses upon 

small scale developments within the 

existing built up area, such that any 

improvements to existing on-street 

parking situation would be limited. 

Aspirations are in line with NCC 

Highways Standards, and this 

referenced. 

TP1 NO This is more like direction/ guidance 

for undertaking a Transport 

Assessment (TA) rather than a 

Neighbourhood Plan policy, although 

it may be appropriate to include this 

statement within the supporting text.  

The supporting text explains local 

concerns regarding on-street parking 

at West Street, although measures 

such as enforcement or better 

education are matters for the County 

Council or Police. 

 

It is suggested that Policy TP1 could 

be revised as follows, although it 

must be recognised that secondary 

improvements could only be 

delivered through larger scale 

developments: "Developments should 

deliver overall accessibility, 

connectivity and road safety 

enhancements for pedestrians and 

cyclists.  Development will need to 

comprehensively address the impacts 

of additional traffic, parking and 

congestion throughout the village. 

 

Development contributions for 

bespoke traffic management schemes 

for managing parking and congestion 

will be sought, for the following: 

 Park Street; 

 West Street; and 

 Wood Road." 

Amended 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

 

[It may be appropriate to show these 

priority locations as linear 

designations on the policies map] 

 

TP2 YES, subject to 

amendment 

It may be appropriate to set local 

parking standards, where locally 

derived evidence exists (it is noted 

that the justification is set out at 

paragraph 10.9).  However, on a day 

to day basis parking requirements for 

individual development schemes are 

defined with reference to current 

NCC (Highways) parking standards. 

 

Suggested amendment, for clarity: 

“…plus one extra car space per 

bedroom for 4-bedroom houses and 

above.” 

 

Amended 

TP3 YES, subject to 

amendment 

Suggested amendments, to emphasise 

importance of local services: 

“…development will be supported 

where this permits easy access 

delivers improved connectivity for 

cyclists and pedestrians.  The 

priority for new cycle and pedestrian 

links will be to provide access to key 

village services such as the shop, 

surgery and school.” 

Amended 

Paragraph 

11.5 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed to 1
st
 

sentence] 

Text amendment proposed, as it must 

be remembered the Neighbourhood 

Plan is for the whole community, not 

just the Parish Council: “Of 

particular importance to the Parish 

Council is an identified…” 

Amended 

RBS2 YES It may be appropriate to specify the 

band width being sought.  The 

supporting text could also set out the 

current band width (status quo), to 

explain how far band widths are 

being expected to improve.  It must, 

however, be questioned how far 

Broadband speeds could be enforced 

through the planning system. 

Amended 

RBS3, 1
st
 

paragraph 

YES, subject to 

amendment 

Suggested amendment, for clarity: 

“Developments leading to the loss of 

amenities, playgrounds, recreational 

areas, and essential community 

facilities, as shown on the policies 

map and listed below…” 

Community Facilities map inserted 

and references made to other maps 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

RBS3 YES, subject to 

amendments 

RBS3 is useful, in that this 

highlights/ specifies which local 

amenities and community facilities 

within King’s Cliffe are deemed 

priorities for retention.  However, the 

1
st
 paragraph should be re-worded, to 

ensure that it is consistent with JCS 

Policy 7; i.e.: “Existing community 

services and facilities (specified 

amenities, playground, recreational 

areas and other facilities) should be 

safeguarded, unless it can be 

demonstrated that they are no longer 

viable, needed by the community that 

they serve, or development would 

deliver an alternative provision of 

equal or better quality and 

accessibility.” 

 

Suggested additional paragraph, to 

strengthen policy: “Designation of 

these amenities and community 

facilities as Assets of Community 

Value will be sought, where 

development proposals would 

adversely affect a designated amenity 

or facility.” 

 

 

Amended 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

RC1 YES, subject to 

amendment 

It will be necessary to define the 

‘very special circumstances’ where 

new build development would be 

acceptable, with reference to relevant 

national Green Belt policy criteria; 

i.e.: “…in very special circumstances, 

such as:  

 Provision of appropriate 

facilities to service a 

current use or function; or 

 Alterations or replacements 

to existing building(s) or 

structure(s) provided that 

these do not significantly 

increase the size and scale 

of the original building(s) 

or structure(s).” 

 

It may be helpful to show the sites as 

bullet points, with cross references to 

the relevant site reference at 

Appendix A. 

 

Amended 

RC2 YES, subject to 

amendments 

Overall, RC2 could be regarded too 

prescriptive/ one sided in its 

approach.  It is important to 

understand that this fits within the 

broader strategic policy framework of 

the Local Plan.  Suggested 

amendments to overcome these 

concerns: 

 1
st
 sentence: “Development 

proposals must should 

deliver…” 

 Final sentence: 

“Developments which 

present a would lead to an 

overall negative impact on 

any of these considerations 

will not be supported.” 

 

Amended 

RC3 YES, subject to 

amendments 

Suggested revision to policy 

wording, to strengthen deliverability 

of policy: “Development proposals 

should deliver overall quality and 

accessibility enhancements to the 

Public Rights of Way network.” 

 

It must be noted that the blocking of 

Public Rights of Way is addressed by 

way of statutes that are entirely 

separate to planning legislation. 

Amended 
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Policy 

Number 

Do you 

Support this 

Policy? 

Yes/No 

If you disagree with the Policy, 

how would you like to see it 

changed? Other Comments? 

Steering Group Comment 

SA1 N/a The former Middle School site is 

clearly an appropriate location for a 

mixed use development of the 

scheme envisaged.  However, it will 

be necessary to engage with the 

landowner/ interested developer (in 

this case, the County Council) to 

ensure delivery of the proposals.  It is 

important to ensure that the SA1 is 

not overly prescriptive, to the extent 

that it could preclude other 

appropriate developments. 

Consultation meetings with 

landowner and ENC planners and 

revisions made to facilitate agreed 

scheme. 

Settlement boundary extended to 

allow for this and other appropriate 

development 

SA1-SA3 N/a It may be appropriate to specify the 

gross site area for each site specific 

allocation. 

Amended 

SA3 YES, subject to 

amendment 

Suggested amendment, for clarity: 

“Land off Daleswood Rise has been 

allocated for the following types of 

housing residential development.  

This should deliver a mix and tenure 

consisting of predominantly:”. 

 

The policy should also specify the 

anticipated number of dwellings that 

are expected to be delivered. 

Amended 

 

P32 

[Proposed 

Site 

Allocations] 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed to 1
st
 

paragraph] 

Text amendment proposed, as it must 

be remembered the Neighbourhood 

Plan is for the whole community, not 

just the Parish Council: “These sites 

have been selected by the Parish 

Council chosen as allocations…” 

Amended 

P32 

[Proposed 

Site 

Allocations] 

YES [but 

amendments 

proposed to 

SHLAA map] 

Text amendment proposed to 

SHLAA map heading: “(SHLAA sites 

in purple and beige; call for sites 

proposal in pink; allocations put 

forward by Parish Council during 

the Plan preparation process in 

blue)” 

Amended 
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Appendix P: Housing Needs Survey, Midlands Rural Housing (separate document) 

 


