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INTRODUCTION

1.1
This Consultation Statement has been
prepared to fulfil the legal obligations of the
Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations
2012. Regulation 15(2) of the Regulations sets out
what a Consultation Statement should contain:
(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;
(d) describes how these issues and concerns have
been considered and, where relevant, addressed in
the proposed neighbourhood development plan.
1.2
Growing Together has a strong track record
of placing community engagement and consultation
at the centre of their work. Extensive consultation
has formed the basis of the multiple projects
now being progressed as part of their Big Local
Programme.
1.3
Growing Together Neighbourhood Forum
has brought a similar ethos to the preparation of
the Neighbourhood Plan, seeking to reach out to
all sections of the local community and ensure that
the Plan’s content and policies reflect the needs and
aspirations of those who live, work and carry out
business in the area.
1.4
Consultation behind the Growing Together
Neighbourhood Plan can be divided into 4 stages:

•

Big Local consultation, which was
progressed across 2012 and early 2013 in advance
of the formal designation of the Plan area and
Forum, but which has helped to identify a number
of key local issues for the Neighbourhood Plan to
explore.

•

Consultation on the request for the
designation of the Neighbourhood Area and
Forum, which was led by Northampton Borough
Council between May  - July 2013.

•

Neighbourhood Plan consultation, which
was carried out during summer 2014 and focused
on planning and land use issues, and sought to build
upon the findings of the Big Local consultation.
Growing Together Consultation Statement

•

Regulation 14 consultation on the draft
Neighbourhood Plan, carried out between 15th
June and 27th July 2015, which also invited
comments on the SEA / HRA Screening Assessment
Report.
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EARLY ENGAGEMENT - BIG
LOCAL CONSULTATION (2012 - EARLY
2013)
2.1
Progressed by Growing Together as part
of their Big Local programme, this consultation
came before the formal designation of the
Neighbourhood Forum and Area. The primary
purpose of this consultation was to inform the
development of a business plan (the Big Local Plan)
aimed at coordinating the spending of £1 million
awarded from the Big Lottery Fund.
2.2
The consultation was focused on the same
area as that which would ultimately form the
Neighbourhood Area, and many of the responses
received raised issues of relevance to development
and the use of land. Therefore, upon designation,
the Neighbourhood Forum decided to revisit the
results of this consultation and use the responses to
inform their initial ideas about what issues might be
addressed within the Plan.
2.4
The initial Big Local consultation involved
a variety of consultation methods, which were
designed to engage with as wide a range of people
as possible. These consultation techniques included:

•

Public consultation events, some of which
were held alongside other major community
events, such the Jubilee celebrations (the Big Lunch)
and the passage of the Olympic flame to ensure
maximum exposure to the general public.

•

Focused consultation events for public and
voluntary sector organisations working in the area,
including NBC officers and Members, Northampton
University, Age UK, Northampton Association of
Youth Clubs, the Wildlife Trust, Northamptonshire
Police, the Indian Hindu Welfare Association,
Brookside Residents Council and Blackthorn Good
Neighbours.

•

A public suggestions board, where people
could note opinions, was maintained and promoted
in the Blackthorn Children’s Centre from July 2011
to January 2012.
3

2.5
The ideas and opinions expressed through
the initial consultation programme were then
summarised into eight priorities to be used as the
basis for wider public consultation.
2.6
During the subsequent wider consultation
residents were asked to rank the eight priorities. All
preferences were recorded in a spreadsheet, with
a top choice scoring 1 and a bottom choice scoring
8. Feedback from this consultation placed the eight
themes in the following order (1 being top priority
and 8 being of the least importance):
1. Tackling crime and making the area feel safer
2. Providing better opportunities for teenagers
3. Improved facilities and activities for pre-teen
children
4. Improving and tidying up the local environment
5. Helping people into employment
6. Advice and support for people on low incomes
7. Activities and facilities to bring the community
together
8. Local electricity generation to reduce bills and
provide jobs and training

2.7
In addition to ranking the eight priorities,
residents were invited to add others or to suggest
any important priorities for immediate attention.
2.8
This extensive round of consultation resulted
in the completion of 500 questionnaires through
door-to-door engagement, interviewing in the
Weston Favell shopping centre in the week before
Christmas, attendance at events organised by local
children’s centres and schools, and two major halfterm events in local community centres (February
2013), which also made use of mapping techniques
to allow residents to pinpoint problem hot-spots
and opportunity sites.
2.9
The Big Local Plan consultation, though
progressed in advance of the Forum and
Neighbourhood Area designation, highlighted
several issues which could be linked to
development and the use of land, and potentially
addressed through the neighbourhood plan.
It therefore provided a valuable platform from
which to commence the neighbourhood plan
preparation process and to undertake additional,
neighbourhood plan-focused community
consultation.  

3
DESIGNATION OF
NEIGHBOURHOOD AREA AND
FORUM (SUMMER 2013)
3.1
On the 23rd May 2013, Northampton
Borough Council received two applications
from Growing Together; one to designate a
Neighbourhood Area and the other to designate a
Neighbourhood Forum.
3.2
The applications were publicised for six
weeks and two days between Wednesday 29th May
and Friday 12th July 2013. Attention was drawn to
the application via emails and letters (Appendix 1),
a public notice in the Northampton Chronicle and
Echo newspaper (Appendix 2), a dedicated section
on Northampton Borough Council’s website (under
the planning policy consultation area), and ‘deposit’
of copies for inspection at local libraries (Weston
Favell and Central Library) and the Guildhall onestop shop.

The Big Lunch, which formed part of the local Jubilee Celebrations,
was used to consult local people on the Big Local Plan
Growing Together Consultation Statement

3.3
A total of 6 responses were received in
connection with the consultation. There were no
objections. A summary of the responses received
4

is included within Appendix 3, along with details of
how they have been considered by Northampton
Borough Council. The decision to approve the area
and Forum designation requests was made on 11th
September 2013 by the Borough Council’s Cabinet.

4
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
CONSULTATION (SUMMER 2014)

2.
What areas could accommodate alternative
uses, and what would these uses be?
3.
What additional facilities are required to
support new / expanded activities?
4.
What buildings and open spaces in the area
should be retained and protected?

4.1
Building upon the findings of the Big
Local Plan consultation, the Forum undertook a
community-wide consultation specifically focused
on the Neighbourhood Plan during the summer
months of 2014.

4.6
The responses received to the above four
questions highlighted the following issues as being
those which people living and working within the
Growing Together area wished to see addressed in
the emerging Neighbourhood Plan:

4.2
As many residents from the Growing
Together area have not traditionally been involved
in the planning system, and mail or web-based
consultation methods have a track record of very
poor return rates in this locality, the Forum agreed
that a particularly personal and informal approach
to consultation was required, where local people
could speak to Forum members face-to-face and
articulate their aspirations and concerns.

•
Improvement of existing play spaces, and
creation of new play space facilities.

4.3
To facilitate this interactive form of
consultation, stalls were set up at the following key
local venues:

•
Enhancement of community spaces,
including sports and recreation facilities, and
creation of new community facilities (in particular a
childcare centre).
•
Protection and enhancement of green
spaces.
•
Enhancement of retail and community
facilities within the existing neighbourhood centres.

• 19 July  - Blackthorn Community Centre Fun Day

•

• 21 July  - Blackthorn Children’s Centre foyer

•
Redevelopment of vacant and derelict sites,
including the Silver Horse pub and the school sites
(Lings Upper & Emmanuel Middle Schools and
Blackthorn Middle School). Suggested uses included
residential, community and retail. Opportunities to
replace existing garages with new housing were also
identified.

• 31 July  - Foyer of Lings Forum sports centre and
cinema
• 20 August  - Weston Favell shopping centre
• 16 and 17 September  - Emmanuel Church coffee
shop
4.4
The above events were arranged to coincide
with popular local events or during times when
footfall would be highest. In total, these events
represented 32 hours of contact time with the
public.
4.5
At these consultation events, members of
the public were asked to provide responses to the
following four questions:
1.
What areas could to be improved so they
can serve their current purpose better?
Growing Together Consultation Statement

Improved pedestrian and cycle links.

4.7
Underpinning much of the above feedback
was a general desire for the Neighbourhood Plan to
contribute to the reduction of crime and anti-social
behaviour and to create an environment which is
safe, pleasant and functional.
4.8
Many of the responses covered similar
themes as those raised during the Big Local
consultation. This reiteration of similar opinions and
concerns provided the Forum with the confidence
that they had a clear and accurate understanding of
what local people believed were the most pressing
planning and land use issues within the Growing
5

Together area.
4.9
The Forum considered each of the issues
raised above and determined that (1) all could be
linked to development and the use of land, and
(2) each had received sufficient public backing
to merit their addressing within the emerging
neighbourhood plan.

5
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION
(SUMMER 2015)
5.1
Following a review of existing evidence and
using the consultation feedback provided through
the previous consultation exercises, the Forum
prepared a draft Neighbourhood Plan.
5.2
Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood
Planning (General) Regulations 2012 requires
that as part of the plan preparation process the
Neighbourhood Plan be the subject of a formal
6-week consultation before it is finalised and
submitted to the local authority for independent
examination.
5.3
The Growing Together Neighbourhood
Forum published the pre-submission (draft) of their
Neighbourhood Plan for Regulation 14 consultation
between 15 June 2015 and 27 July 2015. During this
consultation period representations (comments)
were invited from those who live, work or carry out
business within the neighbourhood plan area and
from statutory consultation bodies whose interests
may be affected by the plan.

5.4
Growing Together Neighbourhood Forum
designed the Regulation 14 consultation in a
manner which sought to engage and reach out to as
broad a cross-section of the local area’s population
as possible.
5.5
The strategy involved a number of
approaches, including:

•

uploading the Plan and supporting
documents to both Northampton Borough Council’s
and Growing Together’s websites;

•

placing printed copies of the Plan in
local community buildings, including Blackthorn
Community Centre, Brookside Hall, Weston Favell
Library, and Lings Primary School;

•

producing a summary booklet, which
provided an overview of the draft Plan content;

•

producing a questionnaire form which
allowed for respondents to simply communicate
their level of support for the Plan Vision and
policies, as well as provide more detailed
comments;

•

sending a summary booklet and
questionnaire form to every household within the
Plan area;

•

providing an option to respond via an online
questionnaire;

•

contacting and inviting comments from all
relevant statutory consultees and other relevant
local organisations via email (see list of contacted
organisations at Appendix 4 and email at Appendix
5); and

•

holding a series of public events where

Members of the Growing Together Neighbourhood Forum launch the Regulation 14 consultation
Growing Together Consultation Statement
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people could ask questions about the draft Plan and
complete questionnaire forms.
5.6
Copies of the Regulation 14 consultation
material, including the response form and summary
booklet, can be found at Appendix 6.
5.7
In terms of specific public events, the
following were staged during the Regulation 14
consultation process:
Date
Wednesday
17 June
Thursday 18
June
Wednesday
24 June
Friday 19
June

Time
6.30-8pm
6.30-8pm

Venue
Blackthorn Community
Centre
Lings Primary School

6.30-8pm

Lumbertubs Primary
School
10am-6pm Weston Favell Centre

5.8
The variety of locations and timings of
the above consultation events were chosen to
maximise opportunities for local residents and other
interested parties to attend.
5.9
A total of 56 representations were received
in relation to the Regulation 14 consultation. Of
these, 45 were from local residents and 11 were
from statutory consultees. It should be noted
that 6 of the statutory consultee responses were
received following a second invitation for comments
in February 2016 (extended only to statutory
consultees), which was progressed due to a poor
response rate from these statutory bodies during
the initial Regulation 14 consultation (see Section
6 ‘Strategic Environmental Assessment / Habitats
Regulation Assessment Screening consultation’ for
more details).
5.10 Upon completion of the Regulation 14
consultation all of the responses were collated and
analysed. The following sub-sections of this report

Reg 14 Consultation: respondent breakdown
Age

Ethnicity
18-30 (2)

White British (33)

31-45 (9)

White Other (2)

46-64 (19)

Indian (3)

65+ (12)

Other (1)

Prefer not to say /
no response (3)

Prefer not to say /
no response (6)

Locality

Neighbouring locality
(outside Plan Area)

1

Goldings

4

Overstone Lodge

6

Lumbertubs

8

Lings
Blackthorn

Growing Together Consultation Statement
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look at those responses received from the general
public and the statutory consultees, and provides
details of how the Forum considered them, and
where relevant, amended the neighbourhood plan
in response.
Responses from the general public
5.11 The below table provides details of the age
groups of those who responded, as well as details of
their ethnicity and locality. In summary:

•

Almost half were aged between 46-64,
whilst the remainder were generally aged between
31-45 or over 65. Only two respones were received
from individuals aged 30 or less.

•

The majority of respondents considered
themselves to be White British, with only 6
respondents identified themselves as falling
outside of this ethnicity. In addition, 6 respondents
preferred not to disclose details of their ethnicity.

•

The consultation invited a good spread of
respondents from different areas within the Plan
area, with responses received from each of the five
communities located within the Plan area.
5.12 An overview of those 45 responses
provided by the general public in relation to the
Regulation 14 version of the Plan is provided across
the following pages. The analysis considers both

the comments provided in relation to the Vision
Statement and also the individual policies. For the
Vision Statement and each policy, the following
information is provided:

•

a breakdown of the ‘tick-box’ responses
provided in relation to that particular part of the
Plan. Responses ranged from ‘Strongly Agree’ to
‘Strongly Disagree’, and the breakdown gives a
indication of the overall level of support for that
particular part of the Plan;

•

a summary of the comments provided in
relation to that particular part of the Plan.

•

a summary of the Forum’s response to the
comments provided in relation to that particular
part of the Plan.

•

details of any changes proposed to the
Plan as result of the feedback provided in relation
to that particular part of the Plan.
5.13 This section does not consider the general
comments submitted in the ‘Tell us more!’
section of the response form, but only comments
specifically directed towards the Vision Statement
or individual policies. However, full details of all the
written comments received from the general public,
including general comments provided in the ‘Tell us
more!’ section of the response form, are contained
in the matrix at Appendix 7. This matrix details how

The Vision Statement
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Strongly Agree

Only a single comment was submitted under the Vision
Statement section, relating to the need for a non-political
person to ‘be in overall charge’.

Agree
Don’t know /
no response

Response to comments

Disagree

This single comment was not relevant to Vision Statement or
the wider Plan. However, it should be noted that the Growing
Together Neighbourhood Forum, who have prepared the draft
Plan, is a non-political organisation formed of local people
drawn from different places in the neighbourhood area and
from different sections of the community.

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 16
Agree = 22
Don’t know / no response = 6
Disagree = 0
Strongly Disagree = 1

Growing Together Consultation Statement

Changes to the Plan?
Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
Vision Statement.
No changes to Vision Statement arising from general public
responses and comments.
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Policy DES1: High Quality Design
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Agree

Only a handful of specific comments were provided in relation
to Policy DES1, each of which differed in content, with no
common opinion. Comments included requests for more
eco-friendly housing and for new development to ‘design-outcrime’.

Don’t know /
no response

Response to comments

Strongly Agree

Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 25
Agree = 14
Don’t know / no response = 5
Disagree = 0
Strongly Disagree = 1

The draft policy already promotes eco-friendly housing (see
criterion ‘j’)and for new development to ‘design-out-crime’
via the incorporation of ‘Secured by Design’ principles (see
criterion ‘g’). Other comments either communicated support
for the existing draft policy or lacked sufficient clarity to
effectively consider.
Changes to the Plan?
Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
draft Policy DES1: High Quality Design.
No changes to Policy DES1: High Quality Design arising from
general public responses and comments.

Policy T1: Pedestrian and cycle network
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 25
Agree = 15
Don’t know / no response = 3
Disagree = 1
Strongly Disagree = 1

Draft policy T1 attracted 8 comments in total. 5 comments
related to the maintenance and state of existing pedestrian
and cyle routes, with better lighting and trimming / removal
of overgrown vegetation noted as priorities. One comment
endorsed the gating of walkways which are particularly unsafe
and prone to anti-social / criminal acitivity. The remaining
comments ranged from the very general (“less cars on the
road”) to extremely specific (“double yellow lines outside
Woodvale Academy”).
Response to comments
Policy T1 sets out a positive framework for the enhancement
of the existing cycle and pedestrian network. Good levels of
natural surveillance and lighting are a requirement of Policy T1
for footpaths and cycle ways. In addition, the ‘Enhancement of
existing pedestrian and cycle routes and introduction of new
connections’ is listed as one of the Priority Projects for which
CIL receipts will be used to implement. Whilst the overarching
aim of the policy is to grow the cycle and pedestrian network
within the Plan area, the policy does allow scope for the
removal / gating of certain routes where there is evidence that
their design facilitates crime or anti-social behaviour.
Changes to the Plan?
Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
draft Policy T1: Pedestrian and cycle network.
No changes to Policy T1: Pedestrian and cycle network arising
from general public responses and comments.

Growing Together Consultation Statement

9

Policy H1: Housing Mix
Policy H2: Small-scale housing development
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Policy H1: Housing Mix

Disagree

9 responses included specific written comments on these
housing policies. The majority of these comments endorsed
the need for smaller residential units (1 and 2 bed) and
affordable units, with specific reference made to the
need to meet the housing needs of the both elderly and
younger populations. Only 2 responses provided comments
communicating opposition to the provision of further
affordable housing and the proposed housing preferences.
Other individual comments outlined a preference for smallscale housing development and the need to protect existing
green spaces from housing development.

Strongly
Disagree

Response to comments

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response

Strongly Agree = 15
Agree = 18
Don’t know / no response = 4
Disagree = 3
Strongly Disagree = 5

Policy H2: Small-scale housing development

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

The existing steer of policies H1 and H2 are largely supported
in comments received, with both smaller units and more
affordable housing being seen as priority. Even were there
widespread support for no affordable housing development
(which there is not), such a policy approach would not be
feasible as it would be in conflict with the strategic policies of
the West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (especially,
Policy H2 ‘Affordable Housing’).
In relation to the specific comment seeking housing
development to be balanced against the protection of green
space, the Plan progresses a number of Local Green Space
designations, which will protect the most valuable green
spaces from development, whilst Policy H2 only identifies
‘low value / underused open space’ as having the potential to
accommodate small-scale housing development. This policy
approach should protect the most used, higher value open
space.
Changes to the Plan?
Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
draft policies H1: Housing Mix and H2: Small-scale housing
development.
No changes to Policy H1: Housing Mix or H2: Small-scale
housing development arising from general public responses
and comments.

Strongly Agree = 15
Agree = 18
Don’t know / no response = 7
Disagree = 1
Strongly Disagree = 4

Growing Together Consultation Statement
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Policy DEV1: Priority development areas
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Only 5 specific comments were provided in relation to Policy
DEV1, each of which differed in content, with no common
opinion. Some related to matters outside the control of the
Plan (lowering of business rates and general maintenance
/ street cleaning). Comments which could be considered
included a concern about the parking implications associated
with bringing forward development on these sites, an
identification of the need for community facilities, and the
need to prioritise previously developed land over green space
for new development.
Response to comments

Strongly Agree = 20
Agree = 19
Don’t know / no response = 4
Disagree = 0
Strongly Disagree = 2

Parking levels and highways impacts will be considered by
Northampton Borougn Council in their determination of any
planning application for the redevelopment of these sites, with
Northampshire Highways (part of the County Council) acting
as a statutory consultee and considering the suitability of
development proposals from a transport perspective.

Changes to the Plan?

Policy DEV1 supports the development of community facilities
(Use Class D1 and D2) on these priority development sites.

Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
draft Policy DEV1: High Quality Design.

All three of the identified priority development sites consist of
previously developed, brownfield land.

No changes to Policy DEV1: High Quality Design arising from
general public responses.

Policy RE1: Neighbourhood Centres
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 22
Agree = 17
Don’t know / no response = 4
Disagree = 1
Strongly Disagree = 1

Only a handful of specific comments were provided in
relation to Policy RE1, each of which differed in content,
with few common opinions. Two individuals did comment
that the Silver Horse pub significantly detracts from Goldings
neighbourhood centre, and needs demolished or redeveloped.
Other comments included the need for safer, more inviting
neighbourhood centres, and the desire for a charity shop in
the local area.
Response to comments
Policy RE1 set outs a positive framework for the development
of new uses which would enhance the existing neighbourhood
centres. On this basis, Policy RE1 would support any planning
application for the redevelopment / refurbishment of the Silver
Horse pub for uses that would contribute to the vitality and
viability of these areas. In addition, Policy DEV1 identifies the
Silver Horse site as a priority development area, and supports
its redevelopment for uses that would meet the needs of the
local community.

By supporting the introduction of uses that would contribute
to the vitality and viability of the neighbourhood centres,
Policy RE1 aims to help these areas become safer, more
Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
pleasant shopping and leisure environments. The policy could
draft Policy RE1: Neighbourhood Centres.
also allow for the introduction of a variety of different retail
No changes to Policy RE1: Neighbourhood Centres arising from uses, including charity shops, where it can be demonstrated
that they will contribute  to the vitality and viability of the
general public responses.
neighbourhood centre.
Changes to the Plan?

Growing Together Consultation Statement
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Policy CO1: Provision of community facilities
Policy CO2: Loss of community facilities
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Policy CO1: Provision of community facilities

Comments were generally supportive of policies CO1 and CO2.
Again, a number of comments noted against these policies
were not relevant to and could not be dealt with by the Plan.
Of those comments of relevance, most provided an indication
of the types of community facilities they would like to see
come forward, and included a desire for a tennis court in Lings,
improvements to the existing Lings Forum Leisure Centre, and
more facilities for the elderly.

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 19
Agree = 19
Don’t know / no response = 4
Disagree = 1
Strongly Disagree = 2
Policy CO2: Loss of community facilities

Response to comments
Policy CO1 supports the provision of new sports facilities, such
as tennis courts, and also improvements to existing community  
and leisure uses. It also encourages proposals or educational
facilities to cater for all age groups, including the elderly.

Changes to the Plan?
Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
draft policies CO1: Provision of community facilities and CO2:
Loss of community facilities.

Strongly Agree
Agree

No changes to Policy CO1: Provision of community facilities or
CO2: Loss of community facilities arising from general public
responses.

Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 18
Agree = 15
Don’t know / no response = 7
Disagree = 2
Strongly Disagree = 3

Growing Together Consultation Statement
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Policy OS1: Local Green Spaces
Policy OS2: Outdoor amenity space
Response breakdown

Summary of comments

Policy OS1: Local Green Spaces

A number of comments supporting the policy steer of OS1 and
OS2 and the need to protect and enhance local green space
were received. Other comments noted the need to maintain
these spaces. Two comments promoted the development of
allotments with the Plan area, and one comment requested
the protection of the playing fields between Wellingborough
Road and Birds Hill Road.

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 26
Agree = 13
Don’t know / no response = 5
Disagree = 0
Strongly Disagree = 1

Policy OS2: Outdoor amenity space

Response to comments
The comments were generally positive and supportive of
policies OS1 and OS2. Matters surrounding the maintenance
of green spaces fall outside the control of the Plan. Allotments
will be added to the ‘Priority Projects’ list contained in the
‘Next steps and implementation’ part of the Plan. The playing
fields between Wellingborough Road and Birds Hill Road are
already identified for LGS designation (LGS6  - Lings Playing
Fields).

Changes to the Plan?
Strong support communicated by respondents for existing
draft policies OS1: Local Green Space and OS2: Outdoor
amenity space.
One minor change proposed to the Plan, which is the
inclusion to the development of new allotments under the
‘Priority Projects’ section.

Strongly Agree
Agree
Don’t know /
no response
Disagree
Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree = 20
Agree = 12
Don’t know / no response =11
Disagree = 1
Strongly Disagree = 1

Growing Together Consultation Statement
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the Forum have considered all comments provided,
and outlines any required actions arising from the
individual comments, including where the Plan
should be amended.

•

Responses from statutory consultees

5.18 In relation to the first point, the
Neighbourhood Forum had been aware of the
emerging JCS during the preparation of the Plan,
and the draft Plan was prepared to achieve general
conformity with the emerging strategic policies of
the draft JCS. Moving forward, the Forum agreed
that it was critical that the Plan continued to be
prepared in a manner which would achieve general
conformity with the adopted strategic policies of
the JCS.

5.14 Of the those organisations consulted (a
full list of which can be found at Appendix 4), 11
provided written responses, each of which are
reviewed and considered below.
Marine Management Organisation
5.15 This representation, a full copy of which
can be found at Appendix 8, simply confirmed
that the Marine Management Organisation
have no comments to submit  in relation to the
Regulation 14 consultation. No amendments were
therefore required to the Plan in response to this
representation.
Directorate of Regeneration, Enterprise and
Planning - Northampton Borough Council
5.16 This represented the most substantial
and detailed of statutory consultee responses.
The feedback and comment provided within
this response was both constructive and helpful,
and was welcomed by the Forum. No significant
problems were identified with the draft Plan,
with the consultee recognising the efforts of the
Neighbourhood Forum and congratulating Growing
Together ‘on the progress it has made in preparing
its Neighbourhood Plan, which presents an effective
spatial strategy for the Neighbourhood Area’.
5.17 Specifically, this consultee response, a
full copy of which can be found at Appendix 9,
provided three distinct elements of feedback and
commentary:

•

confirmation of the adoption of the West
Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (JCS), the
strategic policies of which the Plan should be in
general conformity with.

•

an update on the progress of the emerging
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL), including
the successful examination of the draft Charging
Schedule and its anticipated Autumn 2015
adoption, and details of how the Plan can identify
specific priorities for the spending of CIL funds.
Growing Together Consultation Statement

a series of specific comments on the
draft Plan, including a number of recommended
alterations to its content and the identification of
additional evidence requirements.

5.19 As regards CIL, the Forum agreed to
undertake one final review of the ‘Priority Projects’
(Chapter 12: Implementation) section to ensure that
this list was comprehensive, and that as many of
those local projects which might draw on CIL funds
were identified.
5.20 The specific comments provided within
the Directorate of Regeneration, Enterprise and
Planning response are outlined and discussed
below.
Comment 1
Plan section: 1. Introduction (page 5)
Comment summary: Update map at Figure 1 to
include all locations referred to in text.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed amendment implemented.
Comment 2
Plan section: 3. Evidence supporting the plan (page
15)
Comment summary: Update population profile text
to include more accurate population figure for the
Plan area.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed - more
accurate population figures were sought by the
Forum, but following further discussions with NBC
officers, it was agreed that the current population
figure represents a well-considered estimate given
that the Neighbourhood Area does not follow any
one Ward boundary and cuts across a number of
Super Output Areas, making an exact population
figure difficult to establish.
Comment 3
Plan section: 3. Evidence supporting the plan (page
14

16)
Comment summary: Acknowledge those 3
Super Output Areas which are partly within the
Neighbourhood Area.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed - plan
updated to include reference and stats on all
relevant Super Output Areas.
Comment 4
Plan section: 3. Evidence supporting the plan (page
18)
Comment summary: Investigate whether more up
to date information exists in relation to the quality
of housing stock and note the new role played by
Northampton Partnership Homes as manager of the
Council’s housing stock.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed
- plan updated to note the new role played by
Northampton Partnership Homes as manager of the
Council’s housing stock. More up to date housing
stock information was sought but found to be
unavailable.
Comment 5
Plan section: 4. Policy context (page 21)
Comment summary: Insert JCS adoption date in
the heading “West Northamptonshire Joint Core
Strategy (JCS)”.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed amendment implemented.
Comment 6
Plan section: 4. Policy context (page 22)
Comment summary: Replace “Northampton Related
Development Area Local Plan” with “Northampton
Local Plan Part 2”.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed amendment implemented.
Comment 7
Plan section: Policy H2: Small-scale housing
development (page 33)
Comment summary: Clarify purpose of “1 - 10
dwellings” reference.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed - text
inserted to clarify that this is intended as a
threshold for applying the policy, and threshold
amended to 1 - 9 dwellings for consistency with
planning application thresholds (1 - 9 dwellings
being considered as ‘Minor’).
Comment 8
Plan section: Policy OS1: Local Green Spaces (page
Growing Together Consultation Statement

41)
Comment summary: Review proposed Local Green
Space (LGS) designations, ensuring that none will
undermine the ability to achieve the objectives
of the Neighbourhood Plan as a whole. Prepare
additional evidence to support LGS designations.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed - all LGS
designations reviewed to ensure their compatibility
with the wider Plan objectives, and additional
evidence prepared as requested.
Comment 9
Plan section: 8. Next steps and implementation
(page 47)
Comment summary: Clarify Northampton Borough
Council’s role in the plan’s implementation, making
it clear that the Implementation chapter does not
commit the Council and its resources to supporting
the policies and proposals in the Plan beyond
determining planning applications in accordance
with the Development Plan, which when ‘made’ will
include the Growing Together Neighbourhood Plan.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed - text
amended to clarify Northampton Borough Council’s
role in the Plan’s implementation.
Anglian Water
5.21 This representation, a full copy of which can
be found at Appendix 10, focused on Policy DEV1:
Priority Development Areas. Specifically, it sets out
how site drainage should be dealt with during the
redevelopment of any of these three previously
developed brownfield sites.
5.22 The representation does not request any
specific amendments to the plan, but states that
Anglian Water would wish to comment further as
part of the planning application process should any
of these sites come forward for redevelopment.
5.23 The Forum did not identify any requirement
to amend the Plan content in response to this
representation.
Northamptonshire Highways (Northamptonshire
County Council)
5.24 This representation from Northamptonshire
Highways, a full copy of which can be found at
Appendix 11, focused on three parts of the plan;
the Vision Statement, Policy DES1, and Policy T1.
15

The representation communicated support for the
Vision and also for Objective 5.
5.25 Support was also communicated for Policy
DES1: High Quality Design, with the proposed
improvements to walking and cycling routes being
specifically endorsed. Criterion ‘h’, relating to
parking provision and design is broadly supported
by Northamptonshire Highways, however they
note it would be helpful for the Plan to consider
what type of parking layout/schemes would be
acceptable for the area. Having considered this
response, the Forum agreed that they do not wish
to progress a more prescriptive policy, and would
rather developers and designers progress bespoke
responses to parking provision for individual
applications, which consider and respond to the
specific site context and the requirements of Policy
DES1.
5.26 Finally, Northamptonshire Highways stated
that they strongly agree with Policy T1: Pedestrian
and cycle network.
5.27 On the basis of the above, the Forum
decided that no changes were to be made to the
Plan in response to the Northampton Highways
consultation representation.
Planning Services, Northamptonshire County
Council
5.28 This representation from Planning Services
at Northamptonshire County Council, a full copy
of which can be found at Appendix 12, focuses
on issues around heritage and the historic
environment, and provides two specific comments
on the Plan; one in relation to Objective 2 and
another focused on Policy DES1: High Quality
Design.

applications which might have heritage implications.
However, it was agreed that no amendments
should be made to the Plan in response to this
representation.
The Wildlife Trust for Bedfordshire,
Cambridgeshire and Northamptonshire
5.31 This representation from the Wildlife Trust,
a full copy of which can be found at Appendix 13,
focuses on issues relating to biodiversity and wildlife
habitats. The representation took a particular
interest in the proposed Local Green Space
designations, and many of the comments provided
related to Policy OS1.
5.32 The specific comments provided within
the Wildlife Trust representation are outlined and
discussed below.
Comment 1
Plan section: Contents page (page 3)
Comment summary: Appendices not listed within
Contents.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed amendment implemented with Appendices now
listed on within Contents page.
Comment 2
Plan section: 1. Introduction (page 7)
Comment summary: Lings Wood status as a
designated Local Nature Reserve should be
acknowledged.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed amendment implemented with reference made
to Lings Wood being a designated Local Nature
Reserve.

5.29 In relation to Objective 2 ‘Open Space’,
Planning Services points out that enhancement of
open space can include the enhancement of the
historic environment. The second comment, made
in reference to criterion ‘b’ of Policy DES1: High
Quality Design, highlights how heritage assets can
also include below ground archaeological remains.

Comment 3
Plan section: Policy OS1 (page 41)
Comment summary: Would like to see specific
reference made to wildlife or biodiversity.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Disagree - Policy
0S1 does not need to refer specifically to wildlife
or biodiversity. Details of the wildlife / biodiversity
value of the proposed Local Green Spaces is
provided as an Appendix to the Neighbourhood
Plan.

5.30 Both comments were considered by the
Forum, who agreed that they should be minded
when scoping out future projects in the local
area and when commenting on future planning

Comment 4
Plan section: Map of designated Local Green Space  
(page 42)
Comment summary: Questioned the proposed

Growing Together Consultation Statement
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boundaries of LGS No.7 ‘Lings Wood’ and identified
scope for extending the area to better reflect the
Local Nature Reserve boundaries.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed - LGS No.7
‘Lings Wood’ boundary amended, with reference
made to area being a designated Local Nature
Reserve.
Comment 5
Plan section: Pedestrian and Cycle routes map (page
45)
Comment summary: Observations on the ‘Possible
pedestrian links / cycle path upgrades’
Neighbourhood Forum response: Noted but no
amendments required.
Comment 6
Plan section: Appendix 1 - Local Green Space
Designations (pages 50 - 56)
Comment summary: Observations on the
assessment of the proposed Local Green Space
Designations, as set out within Appendix 1.
Neighbourhood Forum response: Agreed amendments to be included in revised Appendix 1.
Environment Agency
5.33 This representation from the Environment
Agency, a full copy of which can be found at
Appendix 14, focuses on issues around flood risk
and surface water drainage. It confirms that most of
the Neighbourhood Area falls within Flood Zone 1,
with a small area being Flood Zone 3, and outlines
the associated probability of flooding within these
zones whilst providing high-level guidance on the
requirements of new development in relation to
flood risk. The representation also includes advice
on surface water disposal.
5.34 The representation does not raise any issues
with the draft plan, nor does it suggest any specific
edits to the plan. Therefore, the Forum did not
identify any requirement to amend the Plan content
in response to this representation.
Lead Local Flood Authority
(Northamptonshire County Council)
5.35 This representation from the Lead Local
Flood Authority at Northamptonshire County
Council, a full copy of which can be found at
Appendix 15, focuses on flood risk. However, as with
the Environment Agency representation, the Lead
Growing Together Consultation Statement

Local Flood Authority does raise any specific issues
in relation to the draft plan, stating that ‘we do not
have any specific comments or concerns regarding
the plan’.  On this basis, the Forum did not identify
any requirement to amend the Plan content in
response to this representation.
Historic England
5.36 This brief representation from Historic
England, a full copy of which can be viewed at
Appendix 16, simply confirms that the organisation
have no comments to make on the draft plan.
Natural England
5.37 This representation from Natural England,
a full copy of which can be found at Appendix 17,
does not comment on the content of the draft
plan, but rather focuses on the SEA/HRA Screening
Report (see details below). On this basis, the Forum
did not identify any requirement to amend the Plan
content in response to this representation.
Northamptonshire Police (Crime Prevention
Design Officer)
5.38 This representation, a full copy of which can
be found at Appendix 18, was provided by the Crime
Prevention Design Officer at Northamptonshire
Police. In addition to welcoming the ‘very sound
crime prevention focused policies’ (particular
praise was given to Policy DES1), the representation
also outlined some concerns regarding Policy
OS2 ‘Outdoor amenity space’. Specifically, the
representation had some reservations about the
potential quality and security of any communal
open space that might be provided in response
to Policy OS2, and suggested some revisions be
made to the policy wording to help ensure that any
proposed communal open space would be welldesigned, safe and secure.
5.39 Having considered this representation, the
Forum agreed that Policy OS2 should be altered
to include a number of criteria aimed at ensuring
that any private communal open space is designed
to the highest standards and does not lend itself
to opportunities for crime or anti-social activity.
The revised policy was then provided to the
Crime Prevention Design Officer, who confirmed
that she was supportive of the amendments and
comfortable with the overall content of Policy OS2.
17

6
STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT / HABITATS
REGULATION ASSESSMENT
SCREENING

highlighted the need to contact local advisers on
ecology and biodiversity.  The Wildlife Trust were
contacted as the relevant wildlife body In their
response the Trust did not raise any issue with the
Screening Report’s conclusions.

6.1
In parallel with the Regulation 14
consultation, NBC progressed the consultation
on the Strategic Environmental Assessment
and Habitats Regulation Assessment Screening
Report. This was distributed by email to those
organisations listed at Appendix 4, with links to all
draft NP documents, on 15th June 2015. As with
the Regulation 14 consultation, comments were
accepted for a six week period until 27th July 2015.

6.6
However, Natural England also noted
that given the relatively small scale residential
development that would be promoted in the
Growing Together Neighbourhood Plan and its
distance to the SPA it is considered unlikely that the
plan would contribute significantly to recreational
pressure within the SPA.

6.2
This first round of pre-submission
consultation on the SEA / HRA Screening Report
saw a poor response rate from statutory consultees.  
However, given the number of green spaces,
the quality of the natural environment and the
proximity of the Nene Valley Gravel Pits SPA to
the Neighbourhood Area GTNF and Northampton
Borough Council were keen to engage with them.  
Therefore, statutory consultees were invited to
comment on the SEA / HRA Screening Report (and
the draft Plan) for a second time in February 2016.

6.7
Following public consultation, the findings of
the Screening Report, which stated that GTNP does
not require a full SEA or HRA, were not disputed
by the consultation bodies or other technical
stakeholders.

6.3
Following the second round of consultation
on the Screening Report and draft Plan, two
statutory consultees, the Environment Agency and
Natural England, provided specific comments on the
Screening Report.
6.4
The Environment Agency agreed that the
Plan is unlikely to result in significant environmental
effects.  Natural England in their response
confirmed that:

•

They checked their records and that in their
view the Plan’s proposals/allocations will not have
significant effects on sensitive sites that Natural
England has a statutory duty to protect;

•

They are not aware of significant populations
of protected species which are likely to be affected
by the policies / proposals within the Plan; and

•

They are in agreement with the conclusion
of the Screening Report in relation to HRA as the
location and scale of development included within
the Plan would not represent a likely significant
effect to any European Site.
6.5

In their response, Natural England
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APPENDIX 1
AREA / FORUM DESIGNATION:
CONSULTATION EMAIL AND LETTER
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Planning & Regeneration
The Guildhall
Northampton
NN1 1DE

Susan Bridge, Head of Planning

Planning Policy and Conservation

Tel: (01604) 838 921
Fax: (01604) 837 527
Minicom: (01604) 838 970

«title» «givenName» «familyName»
«position»
«organisation»
«addressLine1»
«addressLine2»
«addressLine3»
«postTown», «postCode»

Our Ref:
Your Ref:
Please Contact:
Direct Line
Date:
E-mail:

NHP\APP
Ellie Gingell
01604 838306
29th May 2013
neighbourhoodplanning@northampton.gov.uk

Dear «title» «familyName»
Application for the designation of Neighbourhood Areas and Neighbourhood Forum:
This letter is to inform you, and your organisation, about progress in the preparation of two
Neighbourhood Development Plans within Northampton.
Duston Civil Parish
On the 21st May 2013, an application was received from Duston Parish Council requesting the
designation of a Neighbourhood Area for Duston parish. This application is deemed to have met
the requirements of regulation 5 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012,
and will now be publicised for public consultation.
“Growing Together” - Blackthorn, Goldings, Lings and Lumbertubs
On the 22nd May 2013, applications were received from Growing Together requesting the
designation of the organisation as a Neighbourhood Forum, and requesting the designation of
the four estates of Blackthorn, Goldings, Lings and Lumbertubs as a Neighbourhood Area. This
application is deemed to have met the requirements of regulation 5 (area) and regulation 8
(forum) of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012.
In respect of the Forum, if approved, Growing Together will become the ‘Qualifying Body’ for the
purposes of producing a Neighbourhood Plan for the area and no other organisation may be
designated within any part of the area until such time as the designation expires (five years) or
is withdrawn.
Publication
As part of the Council’s obligations under regulation 6 (Neighbourhood Area) and regulation 9
(Neighbourhood Forum) of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012,
Northampton Borough Council is required to draw to the attention of people who live, work or
carry on business in the area, in a manner that it considers appropriate that these applications
have been made. This letter forms part of that duty. The formal publicity period will run
between:
Wednesday 29th May to Friday 12th July 2013 (5pm)
During this period, representations are invited on whether the proposed Neighbourhood Areas
and proposed Neighbourhood Forum are appropriate for the purposes of Neighbourhood
Planning.
www.northampton.gov.uk
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APPENDIX 2
AREA / FORUM DESIGNATION:
PUBLIC NOTICE IN LOCAL NEWSPAPER
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APPENDIX 3
AREA / FORUM DESIGNATION:
CONSULTATION RESPONSES AND NBC CONSIDERATION
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APPENDIX 4
REGULATION 14 + SEA/HRA SCREENING CONSULTATION:
LIST OF CONSULTED ORGANISATIONS
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Technical consultees - Growing Together Pre-submission Neighbourhood Plan consultation June 2015
Category
Name
Schedule 1 (b) - Local Planning Authority
Steven Boyes
Schedule 1 (b) - County Council
Mark Chant
Schedule 1 (b) - Any adjoining parish council
N/A
Schedule 1 (c) - the Coal Authority
Schedule 1 (d) - the Homes and Communities Agency
Schedule 1 (e) - Natural England
Schedule 1 (f) - the Environment Agency
Schedule 1 (g) - English Heritage
Schedule 1 (h) - Network Rail Infrastructure Limited
Schedule 1 (i) - the Highways Agency
Schedule 1 (j) - the Marine Management Organisation
Schedule 1 (k) - Electronics communications companies
Schedule 1 (l)(i) - Primary Care Trust
Northamptonshire Healthcare PCT
Schedule 1 (l)(ii) - Electricity companies
Western Power Distribution
Schedule 1 (l)(iii) - Gas companies
National Grid
Schedule 1 (l)(iv) - Sewerage undertaker
Schedule 1 (l)(v) - Water undertaker
see sewerage undertaker
Schedule 1 (m) - Voluntary bodies
See local organisations below
Schedule 1 (n) - bodies which represent different racial, ethnic or national groups
Cllr Christopher Malpas
Schedule 1 (o) - bodies which represent different religious groups
See Diverse Communities Forum
Schedule 1 (p) - bodies which represent businesses in the area
Northamptonshire Enterprise Partnership
Schedule 1 (q) - bodies which represent the interests of disabled persons
Cllr Phil Larratt
Northampton Borough Council - Housing Assets
Tim Bruce
Northampton Borough Council - Asset Management
Andrew Meakin
Northampton Borough Council - Housing and Wellbeing
Phil Harris
Northampton Borough Council - Customers & Communities
Julie Seddon
Northampton Partnership Homes
Mike Kay
Northamptonshire County Council - Education
Ben Hunter
Northamptonshire County Council - Transport
Chris Wragg
Daventry District Council
Richard Wood
South Northants Council
Andy Darcy
Borough Council of Wellingborough
Maxine Simmons
West Northamptonshire Joint Planning Unit
Colin Staves
Northamptonshire Police
Sharon Henley
Northamptonshire Wildlife Trust
Clinical Commisioning Group
Ward Councillors
Cllr Janice Duffy
Ward Councillors
Cllr Dennis Meredith
Ward Councillors
Cllr Clement Chunga
Ward Councillors
Cllr James Hill
Adjoining Ward Councillors
Cllr Andrew Kilbride
Adjoining Ward Councillors
Cllr Christopher Malpas
Adjoining Ward councillors
Cllr Stephen John Hibbert
Adjoining Ward Councillors
Cllr Mary Markham
Adjoining Ward Councillors
Cllr Matt Lynch
Adjoining Ward councillors
Cllr Jamie Lane
County Councillors
Cllr David Mackintosh
County Councillors
Cllr Dennis Meredith
MP - Northampton South
David Mackintosh MP
MP - Northampton North
Michael Ellis MP
MEPs
MEPs
MEPs
MEPs
MEPs
Youth Forum, Pensioners forum
LGBT&Q Forum
Cllr Anna King
Women's Forum
Priti Chavda
Blackthorn Good Neighbours
Brookside Residents Council
Margaret Pritchard, secretary

Title
Director of Regeneration, Enterprise & Planning
Head of Planning Services
N/A

Councillor Co-Chair of Northampton Diverse Communities Forum

Councillor Co-Chair of Northampton Disabled People's Forum
Interim Housing Asset Manager
Corporate Asset Manager
Interim Head of Housing and Wellbeing
Director of Customers and Communities
Chief Executive

Talavera Ward
Talavera Ward
Brookside Ward
Rectory Farm Ward
Billling Ward
Billing Ward
Riverside Ward
Park Ward
Westone Ward
Boothville Ward
Billing and Rectory Farm
Talavera Ward

Councillor Co-Chair of LGBT&Q fourm

email1
sboyes@northampton.gov.uk
mchant@northamptonshire.gov.uk
N/A
planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk
mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk
planningkettering@environment-agency.gov.uk
e-emids@HistoricEngland.org.uk
TownPlanning.LNW@networkrail.co.uk
david.mccann@highways.gsi.gov.uk
info@marinemanagement.org.uk
dpm@monoconsultants.com
commsteam@nhft.nhs.uk
info@westernpower.co.uk
Nationalgrid.Enquiries@nationalgrid.com
planningliaison@anglianwater.co.uk
N/A
See local organisations below
cllr.cmalpas@northampton.gov.uk
N/A
info@northamptonshireep.co.uk
cllr.plarratt@northampton.gov.uk
tbruce@northampton.gov.uk
ameakin@northampton.gov.uk
PHarris@northampton.gov.uk
julieseddon@northampton.gov.uk
MKay@northamptonpartnershiphomes.org.uk
bhunter@northamptonshire.gov.uk
cwragg@northamptonshire.gov.uk
rwood@daventrydc.gov.uk
andy.darcy@southnorthants.gov.uk
msimmons@Wellingborough.gov.uk
cstaves@northampton.gov.uk
sharon.henley@northants.pnn.police.uk
northamptonshire@wildlifebcn.org
involvement.nene@nhs.net
cllr.jduffy@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.dmeredith@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.cchunga@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.jhill@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.akilbride@northampton.gov.uk
N/A - see diversity forum
cllr.shibbert@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.mmarkham@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.mlynch@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.jlane@northampton.gov.uk
dmackintosh@northamptonshire.gov.uk
N/A - see above
david.mackintosh.mp@parliament.uk
michael.ellis.mp@parliament.uk
roger.helmer@europarl.europa.eu
emmamcclarkin@eastmidsmeps.co.uk
office@gleniswillmott.org.uk
margot.parker@ukipeastmids.co.uk
info@andrewlewermep.co.uk
forums@northampton.gov.uk
cllr.aking@northampton.gov.uk
priti.chavda@nvconline.org.uk
info@blackthorncommunity.org.uk
margaretpritchard@hotmail.com

email2

jennifer.moffatt@environment-agency.gov.uk

planningEM@highways.gsi.gov.uk

APPENDIX 5
REGULATION 14 + SEA/HRA SCREENING CONSULTATION:
EMAIL TO CONSULTEES
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&ŽƌƚŚĐŽŵŝŶŐĞǀĞŶƚƐ
'ƌŽǁŝŶŐdŽŐĞƚŚĞƌŝŶǀŝƚĞƐǇŽƵƚŽĨŝŶĚŽƵƚŵŽƌĞĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĚƌĂĨƚWůĂŶĂŶĚĨŝůůŽƵƚĂƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶŶĂŝƌĞĂƚƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ĞǀĞŶƚƐ͗

• tĞĚϭϳ:ƵŶĞͲϲ͘ϯϬƚŽϴƉŵͲůĂĐŬƚŚŽƌŶŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĞŶƚƌĞ͖
• dŚƵƌƐĚĂǇϭϴ:ƵŶĞͲϲ͘ϯϬƚŽϴƉŵͲ>ŝŶŐƐWƌŝŵĂƌǇ^ĐŚŽŽů͖
• tĞĚŶĞƐĚĂǇϮϰ:ƵŶĞͲϲ͘ϯϬƚŽϴƉŵͲ>ƵŵďĞƌƚƵďƐWƌŝŵĂƌǇ^ĐŚŽŽů͖ĂŶĚ
• &ƌŝĚĂǇϭϵ:ƵŶĞͲϭϬĂŵƚŽϲƉŵͲƐƚĂůůŝŶtĞƐƚŽŶ&ĂǀĞůůĞŶƚƌĞ;ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ'ƌĞŐŐƐͬdĞƐĐŽͿ͘

^ƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚĂŶĚ,ĂďŝƚĂƚƐZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ
EŽƌƚŚĂŵƉƚŽŶŽƌŽƵŐŚŽƵŶĐŝůŚĂƐƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂ^ƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚĂŶĚ,ĂďŝƚĂƚƐZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ^ĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚŽŶďĞŚĂůĨŽĨ'ƌŽǁŝŶŐdŽŐĞƚŚĞƌ͘dŚĞ^ĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚŝƐƉƵďůŝƐŚĞĚĂůŽŶŐƐŝĚĞƚŚĞĚƌĂĨƚ
EĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŚŽŽĚWůĂŶĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽĚŽǁŶůŽĂĚĨƌŽŵǁǁǁ͘ŶŽƌƚŚĂŵƉƚŽŶ͘ŐŽǀ͘ƵŬͬŐƚŶƉ͘dŚĞƉƵƌƉŽƐĞŽĨƚŚĞ
^ĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚŝƐƚŽŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇŝĨƚŚĞ'ƌŽǁŝŶŐdŽŐĞƚŚĞƌEĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŚŽŽĚWůĂŶƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐĂĨƵůů^ƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ;^ͿĂŶĚͬŽƌĨƵůů,ĂďŝƚĂƚƐZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ;,ZͿ͘dŚĞŽƵŶĐŝůŝŶǀŝƚĞƐƚŚĞŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĚŝĞƐ
ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂůƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐƚŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŽŶƚŚĞ^ĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚĂŶĚŝƚƐĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐ͘

WůĞĂƐĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŽŶƚŚĞ^Θ,Z^ĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚŽŶŽƌďĞĨŽƌĞDŽŶĚĂǇϮϳ:ƵůǇϮϬϭϱ͕ǀŝĂĞŵĂŝů͗
ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŚŽŽĚƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐΛŶŽƌƚŚĂŵƉƚŽŶ͘ŐŽǀ͘ƵŬ͘

<ŝŶĚƌĞŐĂƌĚƐ

Edward Dade MSc MRTPI
Senior Planning Officer (Policy)
Regeneration, Enterprise and Planning
1st Floor, Guildhall
St Giles Square
Northampton, NN1 1DE



Tel: 01604 837326
Email: edade@northampton.gov.uk



Please note that the contents of this e-mail, including any attachments thereto, may contain information
which is confidential or privileged, and which is solely for the use of the recipient named above. The
information contained in this e-mail, and in your reply, may be subject to disclosure under the Freedom of
Information Act 2000 or other legislation, and its confidentiality cannot be guaranteed. If you are not the
intended recipient, please be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of this email is strictly prohibited. Northampton Borough Council, The Guildhall, Northampton, United Kingdom,
NN1 1DE +44 (0)300 330 7000 www.northampton.gov.uk
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APPENDIX 6
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
CONSULTATION MATERIAL (SUMMARY BOOKLET
AND RESPONSE FORM)
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APPENDIX 7
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
GENERAL PUBLIC RESPONSES MATRIX
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Policy /
section

Comment

Neighbourhood Forum Response (actions in italics)

Changes to
Plan?

RE1

Something needs to be done with the old Pub on Goldings. It is an eye sore and encourages
drug users.

The Silver Horse Pub is identified as a priority development site in Policy DEV1,
which supports it’s redevelopment.

No

T1

More people would use footpaths if trees and bushes were cut down and they were better
lit. Cyclists need to use them as roads today are just not safe for them.

Policy T1 requires new footpaths and cycle ways to benefit from natural surveillance No
and satisfactory lighting. The matter of maintaining existing vegetation along
footpaths will be referred to Northampton Borugh Council.

CO1/CO2

More for elderly.

Policy CO1 encourages proposals for educational facilities to cater for all age groups, No
including the elderly.

General

Is this another waste of money to.

The matters of maintaining existing vegetation, removing rubbish and repairing
pavements will be referred to Northampton Borugh Council.

No

I and other residents have all phoned and written about the pavements. I wrote to NBC
who said it wasn’t their responsibility and forwarded my letter to NCC who wrote and told
me it was NBC who should do the repairs. So the pavements are still dangerous. I’m sight
impaired so I have to be very careful.
Again I report clearing bushes and garden rubbish behind block of garage for 105.
Vision

A non political orientated person should be in overall charge.

The Growing Together Neighbourhood Forum, who have prepared the draft Plan, is
a non-political organisation formed of local people drawn from different places in
the neighbourhood area and from different sections of the community.

No

DES1

More eco friendly, carbon negative housing required.

Criterion ‘j’ requires new development to achieve high levels of environmental
performance and energy effiency.

No

H1/H2

More 1 and 2 bedroomed flats, less car parking spaces.

1 and 2 bed homes are encouraged by Policy H1. Car parking standards are set by
Northamptonshire County Council.

No

DEV1

Seriously drop the business rates for town centre offices.

Outside the scope of the Neighbourhood Plan.

No

CO1/CO2

Lack of planning by politicians who don’t understand business.

Outside the scope of the Neighbourhood Plan.

No

RE1

Lower charge rates per properties. Greater coordination by all concerned.

Outside the scope of the Neighbourhood Plan.

No

OS1/OS2

More allotments to grow food, trees and shrubs on old middle school sites.

Allotments to be added to Priority Projects list.

Yes

T1

Less cars on the roads please!!!

Policy T1 aims to facilitate increased levels of sustainable movement (walking and
cycling) and reduce local reliance on cars.

No

General

The housing policy has to be targeted at the one and two bedroomed flat sector which is
where the greatest demand in the town centre. The proposed clearance of Park Campus
is completely wrong by a considerable amount of the town’s. Both sites should be kept in
existence as a major academic institution for the training of all people. Both sites can be
focal points for entrepreneurs not career orientated local politicians like @@@ @@@@@.
Employ more “born and bred” Northamptonians, like myself, in the higher NBC positions
so that the town centre redevelopment can be fully coordinated and integrated into one
homogeneous body. Piece meal is NOT the answer.

1 and 2 bed homes are encouraged by Policy H1. Park Campus is outside of the
Neighbourhood Area. Northampton town centre redevelopment falls outside the
scope of the Neighbourhood Plan.

No

H1/H2

This is unfair when direct neighbours are not consulted.

The Neighbourhood Plan has been through a number of consultations, including
this Regulation 14 consultation, which has provided residents with the opportunity
to comment on the Plan’s content. In addition, Northampton Borough Council
will carry out consultation on individual planning applications, as detailed in their
Statement of Community Involvement (2006), which will allow individuals to
comment on specific development proposals.

No

Policy /
section

Comment

Neighbourhood Forum Response (actions in italics)

Changes to Neighbourhood
Plan?

DEV1

This will disrupt and cause problem with some areas like parking etc .

Any application for the redevelopment of these priority development areas
will need to demonstrate that their highways and transport impacts are
acceptable.

No

General

I’ve been informed that the area next to my house between me and No4 is being
built on into 6 flats. Now this is a concern to our privacy and will it effect light in our
gardens etc. Also it is used for No 5-1 for parking and means we will have no places
to park as grass banks in front of properties etc. I asked if grass in front of my house
could be made into parking bays and was told no.

Comments on the application should be provided to Northampton Borough
Council. Growing Together will provide respondent with contact details for
Northampton Borough Council planning department.

No

RE1

I would like to see Silver Horse knocked down its a eye sore.

The Silver Horse Pub is identified as a priority development site in Policy
DEV1, which supports its redevelopment.

No

DES1

Well thought of.

Noted.

No

CO1/CO2

About time something done about the Silver Horse pub disgusting, an eye sore.

The Silver Horse Pub is identified as a priority development site in Policy
DEV1, which supports it’s redevelopment.

No

General

I have been on to the council since October 2014 about a large Chestnut tree
outside our bungalow the problem is we have to have our lights on in kitchen all the
summer which is costing us money, also when the tree is moulting we get all the
leaves covering the footpaths covered in leaves and the front garden we don’t get
any council cleaners brushing or cleaning the paths I use to do it myself but my age
is telling on me now, as I am 86 years old.

The matters of maintaining existing vegetation and repairing pavements
will be referred to Northampton Borough Council. The Silver Horse Pub is
identified as a priority development site in Policy DEV1, which supports it’s
redevelopment.

No

Also referring to the car park around, we have no paving slabs on the kerbs which
when we get out the car we have step in mud pot holes when it rains. I wonder if
you could spend some of the £1,000,000 pounds you have got for the problems I
have wrote about.
P.S I think the Silver Horse pub is disgusting to look at about time something should
be done about it.
General

Small business’s should be encouraged to move into shopping areas without fear of
retribution. Security and safety must be taken into consideration i.e. trees pruned
and taken down where necessary i.e. backing onto peoples property.

Policy RE1 supports the introduction of uses which would contribute to the
vitality and viability of the neighbourhood centres, which should in turn help
to create safer and more pleasant shopping environments.

No

General

Hope you keep your word.

Noted.

No

DES1

The design is totally wrong.

Comment lacks sufficient detail to properly consider.

No

H1/H2

Housing mix not suitable.

Comment lacks sufficient detail to properly consider.

No

H1/H2

Housing development poor.

Policy H1 does not specify a precise housing mix, but endorses a flexible
approach to housing mix, which takes into account identified housing need
and changes in population profile.

No

DEV1

Priority is to clean up all areas.

General maintenance and cleaning of the Plan Area outside the scope of the
Neighbourhood Plan.

No

CO1/CO2

Very poor.

Comment lacks sufficient detail to properly consider.

No

RE1

Rubbish.

Comment lacks sufficient detail to properly consider.

No

Policy /
section

Comment

Neighbourhood Forum Response (actions in italics)

Changes to Neighbourhood
Plan?
No

OS1/OS2

Very poor.

Comment lacks sufficient detail to properly consider.

T1

All areas dangerous and overgrown.

The matter of maintaining existing vegetation along footpaths will be referred No
to Northampton Borough Council.

General

As a homeowner in Nether Jackson Court we are fed up with people driving their
vehicles onto the play area. We’ve asked before for a solution i.e. bollards but it falls
on deaf ears. When cars are driven over pathways who will pay for broken pipes?
Also the trees are overgrown.

The matter of maintaining existing vegetation will be referred to
Northampton Borough Council, as will the issue of vehicles being driven on
the play area at Nether Jackson Court.

No

H1/H2

Small scale housing could be sheltered elderly.

Noted.

No

H1/H2

Affordable rented homes for young people in the area who have lived in the area all
their lives.

Policy H1 welcomes proposals for small affordable homes.

No

DES1

Would like examples of how this would be met.

Policy DES1 sets out the key design principles new development within the
Growing Together area should seek to adhere to. Proposals which fail to
meet these requirements can be refused by Northampton Borough Council
on the basis of this policy.

No

H1/H2

As long as grass areas are a priority.

Only low value / underused open space is deemed potentially suitable for
housing development. The wider strategy of the Neighbourhood Plan is to
protect and enhance valued green spaces.

No

DEV1

Vacant areas should be developed first before building on grass land.

Only low value / underused open space is deemed potentially suitable for
housing development. The wider strategy of the Neighbourhood Plan is to
protect and enhance valued green spaces.

No

CO1/CO2

A tennis court would be appreciated in Lings.

New community facilities, including leisure and recreation facilities are identified as priority projects.

No

RE1

A charity shop would benefit this area.

Policy RE1 supports the introduction of uses which would contribute to the
vitality and viability of the neighbourhood centres.

No

OS1/OS2

Green space must be protected.

Policy OS1 protects the most valued green spaces.

No

T1

More lighting on public routes please.

Policy T1 requires new footpaths and cycle ways to benefit from satisfactory
lighting.

No

General

We desperately need somewhere safe for teenagers to hang out. The old Silver
Horse pub could be turned into a community cafe with upstairs being used as a
music room in the evenings for teenagers and during the day for people who can
help members of the community e.g. counselors, local officers, alcohol/drug abuse
advisers, health visitors, healthy eating on a budget classes etc. Could be staffed
voluntarily by unemployed residents to help give work experience to build up CV.

The Silver Horse Pub is identified as a priority development site in Policy
DEV1, which supports it’s redevelopment for mixed use development which
meet the needs of the local community, with community facilities being
considered as one such suitable use. In addition, new community facilities,
including education, leisure and recreation facilities are identified as priority
projects.

No

T1

There are unsafe pathways in Lings that need to sealed off with fencing to prevent
crime. I live in South Priors Court, Lings, the 2 exit points into field need sealing off.
We have had numerous burglaries in the court and would appreciate this being
done.

The matter of unsafe pathways will be referred to Northampton Borough
Council and the police.

No

H1/H2

I disagree with providing affordable housing.

Affordable housing requirements are set at local plan level by Northampton
Borough Council.

No

Policy /
section

Comment

Neighbourhood Forum Response (actions in italics)

Changes to Neighbourhood
Plan?

General

I have lived on several estates on the eastern district and remember the develThe matter of maintaining existing vegetation and clearing rubbish will be
opment corporation in 1975 when I moved to Northampton as a 14 year old girl.
referred to Northampton Borough Council. 1 and 2 bed affordable homes are
Everywhere was tidy and green and living by the lake on Lings was so lovely. There
encouraged by Policy H1.
were so many places to sit around and a lovely boat painted blue on the other
side. It has been left to ruin over the years and the trees and shrubs on the island
have been allowed to merge with the land until you can’t see the water. It used to
be dredged and cleared but now is a pit for any kind of rubbish. If only the sitting
areas on to peoples back gardens were good and functional again and the boat was
made good to go and watch the birds again. From the road the sign of swanhaven is
mowed and well kept but the real beauty is buried. Make Lings more beautiful again
please. The alleys and walkways behind the houses on Lumbertubs are in a dreadful
mess. Rubbish and falling down fences, fly tipping and overgrown un-kept shrubbery
is make our homes look a mess. The Eastern District has a bad enough reputation
as it is. It started off so well. Private landlords should be made to keep the trees and
shrubs in check. Quarter croft at Pyramid Close is a great idea and I lived there for
a while. Housing of this nature for local young people who work but can’t afford to
buy is priority.

No

General

I’d only moved into the area 4 weeks ago and I feel there is nothing for the teens to
keep there self out of trouble. The parks are ok just need more active stuff around
there are no community centres for the teens just either chilling or activities i.e.
dance, arts and crafts and fun days out etc. I’d like my children to be safe and not
scared having seen elder children roaming up and down on motorbikes staying out
till good knows what time.

New community facilities, including leisure and recreation facilities are identified as priority projects. Policies CO1 and CO2 support both the introduction of new community facilities and the protection of such existing uses.

No

General

There is a pathway running all along the field. The alleyways into North Priors Court
and South Priors Court need to be BLOCKED OFF as they have done in Bellinge as it
prevents unnecessary crime! PLEASE look into this - ask all residents in these court’s
as I’m sure it will be welcomed.

The matter of unsafe pathways will be referred to Northampton Borough
Council and the police.

No

When my children were small I had a problem to find safe playground for them in
The matters of clearing litter will be referred to Northampton Borough
my area. Years passed and I still don’t see improvement. The new playgrounds are
Council. The matter of providing new seating at playground areas will be
lovely, but there is no place where the mothers and babies can play. Lack of benches explored further by Growing Together and respondent contacted to discuss.
and litters on playgrounds is another issue.

No

General

I spoke about doing the garden on the green behind Blackthorn Center really good
idea. Anything to improve the shopping facilities would be welcomed. The kids need
play space somewhere safe, maybe park keepers like we used to have?

Policy RE1 supports the introduction of uses which would contribute to the
vitality and viability of the neighbourhood centres. The employment of park
keepers is outside the scope of the Neighbourhood Plan. The potential for a
garden on the green is noted.

No

OS1/OS2

Green spaces need to be kept clean to.

The matters of clearing litter and maintaining green spaces will be referred to
Northampton Borough Council.

No

General

I would like to see more and better maintained footpaths by roads so pedestrians
The matters of maintaining existing vegetation, removing rubbish and
do not feel they have walk on the roads, and someone should nag the Council about repairing pavements will be referred to Northampton Borough Council.
rubbish collection on a windy day, the whole area becomes one big tip, and some of
the planting and trees need a good seeing to.

No

H1/H2

Affordable plus socially accessible 1-2 beds.

No

1 and 2 bed affordable homes are encouraged by Policy H1. Affordable
housing includes social rented housing.

APPENDIX 8
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
MARINE MANAGEMENT ORGANISATION RESPONSE
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Lancaster House
Hampshire Court
Newcastle upon Tyne
NE4 7YH

By email:
neighbourhoodplanning@northampton.
gov.uk

T +44 (0)300 123 1032
F +44 (0)191 376 2605
www.gov.uk/mmo

Our reference: 1116

17 June 2015

Dear Mr Dade,
Re: Growing Together Pre-submission Neighbourhood Plan consultation
Thank you for inviting the Marine Management Organisation (MMO) to comment on the
above consultation. I can confirm that the MMO has no comments to submit in relation to
this consultation.
If you have any questions or need any further information please just let me know. More
information on the role of the MMO can be found on our website www.gov.uk/mmo
Yours sincerely,

Susan Davidson
Communications Assistant

Email stakeholder@marinemanagement.org.uk

Growing Together Consultation Statement

50

APPENDIX 9
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
DIRECTORATE OF REGENERATION, ENTERPRISE & PLANNING
(NORTHAMPTON BOROUGH COUNCIL)
RESPONSE
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APPENDIX 10
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
ANGLIAN WATER RESPONSE
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Marta Lavezzini
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stewart Patience <spatience@anglianwater.co.uk>
27 July 2015 10:24
Edward Dade
Growing Together Pre-submission Draft Neighbourhood Plan

Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Growing Together Pre-submission
Draft Neighbourhood Plan. Please find enclosed comments on behalf of Anglian Water
which have been submitted via the on-line consultation form. I would be grateful if
you could confirm that you have received this response.
Policy DEV1: Priority Development Areas
It is proposed that three previously developed sites should be redeveloped for a mix
of uses.
All brownfield sites which are identified for redevelopment must take the opportunity
to completely remove any surface water flows found to be currently discharging to
the foul or combined sewerage network. The demolished site should be, where
practical, treated as if it was greenfield. Brownfield sites must still follow the surface
water management hierarchy to determine whether infiltration techniques or a
connection to a watercourse can be utilised prior to the consideration of a connection
to a dedicated public surface water sewer where capacity is available. This ensures
there is a sustainable drainage strategy for the lifetime of the development and
reduces the risk of pollution and flood risk.
Policy DEV1 outlines criteria which will be used to determine planning applications for
development on these sites.
However at this stage the precise mix of use(s) which is likely to come forward is
currently unknown. Therefore Anglian Water would wish to comment further as part
of the planning application process on any proposals which may come forward on
these sites.
Regards,
Stewart Patience
Planning Liaison Manager
E-mail: sPatience@anglianwater.co.uk
Office: 01733 414690 Mobile: 07764989051
Thorpe Wood House, Thorpe Wood, Peterborough, PE3 6WT
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APPENDIX 11
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
NORTHAMPTON HIGHWAYS
(NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL)
RESPONSE
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APPENDIX 12
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
PLANNING SERVICES
(NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL)
RESPONSE
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APPENDIX 13
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
THE WILDLIFE TRUST FOR BEDFORDSHIRE, CAMBRIDGESHIRE
AND NORTHAMPTONSHIRE RESPONSE
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APPENDIX 14
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
ENVIRONMENT AGENCY RESPONSE
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APPENDIX 15
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
LEAD LOCAL FLOOD AUTHORITY
(NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL)
RESPONSE
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APPENDIX 16
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
HISTORIC ENGLAND
RESPONSE
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From: Fletcher, Clive [mailto:Clive.Fletcher@HistoricEngland.org.uk]
Sent: 05 April 2016 10:27
To: Emma Arklay
Subject: RE: Growing Together Pre-submission Neighbourhood Plan consultation (Reg. 14) - 15 June 2015 to
27 July 2015
Dear Emma,
Thanks for your call earlier – I called back but couldn’t get hold of you. I’ve taken a look at the plan and can
confirm that Historic England has no comments.
Best regards,
Clive
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APPENDIX 17
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
NATURAL ENGLAND
RESPONSE
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APPENDIX 18
REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION:
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE POLICE
(CRIME PREVENTION DESIGN OFFICER)

Growing Together Consultation Statement

81

Growing Together Consultation Statement

82

Growing Together Consultation Statement

83

