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Thanks to everyone who took part in the 
recent consultation on the plan, whether 
that was by returning a questionnaire, 
coming along to a drop-in session, 
indicating your support for the plan, or 
just giving us your encouragement. 

140 villagers told us what they thought of 
the plan's policies, protected views and 
parish action points. While we know 
what's said about statistics, we think we 
can safely say that most of those who 
responded are in favour of these 
aspects of the Plan as can be seen in 
the charts that follow. 

 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Villagers suggested 18 additional views and we will consider all of 
those for possible inclusion, in conjunction with reviewing our 
landscape consultant's report on the subject, which we are expecting 
shortly as I write this. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 



We also had 40 specific comments from villagers on a range of topics 
including speed limits, street lights, preventing large developments, 
improving existing drainage, affordable housing for locals, simple 
compliments on the Plan and the flood risk evidence maps. Of those, 
the item most criticised was the flood risk maps on which we tried to 
give an indication of where villagers had reported flood problems in an 
earlier survey. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The aim of those maps had been simply to give general evidence of 
villager concerns, but we now accept the way we presented the non-
scientific information was misleading and in some cases in error. When 
we update the plan we will completely change those maps: exactly how 
is still under review, but one possibility is we will just show flood photos 
accurately located on a background map.  

Nine organisations gave us helpful advice and recommendations to 
improve the plan, principally on managing surface water (Anglian 
Water and Norfolk County Council); protecting historic buildings 
(Historic England and Norfolk County Council); and safeguarding the 
environment (Norfolk County Council, the Wildlife Trust and the 
Woodland Trust). 

Breckland Council gave us 77 comments and theirs will be the most 
complex to address. As you read this we will be in discussion with our 
consultant as to the rights and wrongs of those comments and how 
best to respond to them. Until that exercise is complete we don't want 
to say too much, but for now just point out that if we accepted all the 
comments we'd be left with a much watered-down plan with the 
principal "casualties" being: 

 no limit to the number of houses on any one site; 

 no housing priority to those from Saham Toney; 

 a dramatically reduced "gap" area between Saham and Watton; 

 very few protected views; 

 no protection for the Mere area as a green space; and  

 



 less protection for trees and hedges. 

We don't think any of the above are what most villagers want, so we'll 
be aiming to make a strong case against many of the comments, even 
more so because in some cases the Council's comments contradict its 
own Local Plan, with which we have to conform. That seems like a 
case of "don't do what we do, do what we say...", and faced with that, 
we're not the type to just toe the line. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

By the time you read this we expect to have received the "health 
check" report we commissioned, which is a "dummy run" of the 
independent examination by a Government inspector that the Plan 
must undergo before you get a chance to vote on accepting it or not at 
a village referendum. We're hoping it will help us counter the Breckland 
comments ... see our next article in the July issue to find out if it does. 

I told you last month about the public hearings on the Breckland Local 
Plan, and their importance to our own Plan. As I write I've attended 5 of 
those, with 4 more to come. In fact at least two of them will be repeated 
in July, as the independent examiner has told Breckland Council to first 
do more work to clarify and justify what their Plan says. As well as 
presenting our views, I am trying to get a feel for how our Plan may be 
affected, but the examiner gives nothing away as to what he will 
conclude, and apparently his report won't be ready till November.  

At the hearings there's also been a chance to meet villagers and 
councillors from other villages who have already completed a 
neighbourhood plan or like us, are in the process of writing one, and it's 
been useful to swap ideas and experiences. 

On 20th April we met our local MP, George Freeman to tell him of our 
concerns about weaknesses in the whole planning system and to listen 
to his ideas on how things could be improved. 

 

You can find all the comments we 
received on our website at , 
https://www.stnp2036.org/regulati
on-14-consultation-results.html 
(or follow the link from our home 
page). 
In some cases we've included our 
preliminary thoughts on how to 
address the comments, but 
remember that may change. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I'm pleased to report he shares our concerns, fully supports what we're 
trying to do and has offered to come along to future village 
neighbourhood plan events. You can see the letter he sent us after the 
meeting on our website.  

As a small aside we have in hand arrangements to meet the new data 
protection rules by their 25th May start date and will publish our 
approach on the website by then. 

Finally this time, having heard some "mutterings" about the cost of 
preparing the plan, you might be interested in the facts about that: 

1. All money comes from Government grants; nothing from the Parish 
precept we pay as part of our Council tax. 

2. To date we have spent £4,456; the principal elements of that being 
£1,898 on consultancy with a Chartered Town Planner for reviewing 
the draft Plan and £1,836 on printing, postage and publicity.  

3. Our remaining budget is £8,200, of which £2,500 will be spent on a 
health check of the Plan; £2,525 on further consultancy with the 
Chartered Town Planner; £1,250 on a  Landscape Characterisation 
Study, £300 on mapping wildlife habitats and corridors and the 
remainder on publicity for the Reg. 16 consultation and room hire. 

 
From left to right: Brian Hinkins; Chris Darge; Brian Mitchell; George 
Freeman MP; Chris Blow; Andrew Walmsley 



Added to that, the costs for the lowest possible estimate of the time the 
four of us in the work group have spent preparing the plan, setting up 
the website and keeping it up to date, organising events, attending 
meetings and much more are: 

If charged at the minimum wage: £40,000 

If charged at consultants' day rates: £¼ Million 

 

 

 

If you have any questions on any of this, or anything else to do with the 
Neighbourhood Plan, please get in touch with me. 

Chris Blow, STNP Work Group leader, 880915 
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