
 
Minutes of the Meeting 

 of the Houghton Neighbourhood Plan Working Party  
held via Zoom  

17th June 2021 (1930 – 2100) 

 

01-06/21 Present: Ian Hill (Chair), Juliet Bailey, Roger Bettles, Eric Fernandez, Rosemary 
Hamilton, Paul Hart, Richard Hunt, Mark Newman, Simon Pegg, Richard 
Roberts, John Siddons, Ann Sleath, Deb Tull, Huw Francis (Secretary)  

 
Apologies:         Barbara Scase, Sue Hart, Marion Keene 
 

02-06/21 Welcome from chair and Self-introduction of members 
 
After a welcome from the chair and everyone had introduced themselves, IH said that the 
main purpose of the meeting to review the challenges likely to be faced by the group in the 
coming months and to agree a way forward.  
 

03-06/21 Background considerations: The current Neighbourhood Plan (NP) document  
 
Prior to the meeting IH had circulated three documents which reviewed collated comments 
from those who had worked on the previous Working Party and discussed the strengths 
and weaknesses of the current NP. The meeting agreed that the following key areas will 
need to be addressed when reviewing the current NP: 
 

• Vision – what is the village going to look like and need in the coming years. The 
world and working practices have changed since the NP was issued and the new NP 
will need to reflect this 

• Wording of Policies – these were not as tightly worded as they might have been 
and allowed the developers to exploit loopholes, in particular to build more larger 
houses than envisioned in the NP 

• Engagement with Developers - they are in it for profit but we need to persuade 
them what the community wants and play the system to our advantage, not theirs. 

• Use of questionnaires – these are crucial to obtaining evidence-based material to 
include in the NP 

• Omissions from the current NP – many issues which the previous WP had wished to 
be included in the NP, such as the provision of solar tiles and the harvesting of 
surface and rain water, were removed from the final draft on the instruction of the 
examiner. Any future review needs explicitly to address these issues and include 
them where appropriate in any new NP 
 

IH said that there are three types of modification which can be made to a NP as outlined in 
Paragraph: 106 Reference ID: 41-106-20190509 (Revision date: 09 05 2019). The process 
will depend on the degree of change which the modification involves: 
 

• Minor (non-material) modifications to a neighbourhood plan or order are those 
which would not materially affect the policies in the plan or permission granted by 
the order. These may include correcting errors, such as a reference to a supporting 
document, and would not require examination or a referendum. 

• Material modifications which do not change the nature of the plan or order would 
require examination but not a referendum. This might, for example, entail the 



addition of a design code that builds on a pre-existing design policy, or the addition 
of a site or sites which, subject to the decision of the independent examiner, are 
not so significant or substantial as to change the nature of the plan. 

• Material modifications which do change the nature of the plan or order would 
require examination and a referendum. This might, for example, involve allocating 
significant new sites for development. 

 
The consensus of opinion was that we would need to go for material modifications (ie 
option 3). IH pointed out that if we went down this route the final copy of the NP would 
have to go to examination and then to a referendum. This would add at least 6 months to 
the process. The total time from start to completion could be 18 – 24 months.  
 

04-06/21 New constraints 
 
IH mentioned that the Government was planning fundamentally to change national 
regulations on housing development which would make it easier for developers to ignore 
local considerations. In addition to this there were also planned changes to: 
 

• environmental regulations 

• climate change regulations 

• Finance: S106 vs. Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL). CIL is a simpler process but 
means the money will go to the local authority who will decide where to allocate it 
rather than, as now, going to individual parishes.  

 
IH also said that the HDC Local Plan is being updated and changed and that local 
developments such as the Scraptoft Special Development Area are likely to affect 
Houghton. The goal posts are therefore likely to be moved over the coming months and we 
will have to deal with that.  

 

05-06/21 
 
 

The importance of data  
 
JS alluded to this earlier when talking about the importance of questionnaires. If the WP 
agrees to undertake a major review (option 3), the resulting document will be subject to 
a local referendum. If the document doesn’t represent the majority views of the 
community it will not pass. In addition to information from questionnaires, IH said that 
other important sources of data were:  
 

• Planning authority - HDC  

• Timeframe of information from the Census2021  

• Consultation with landowners/developers 
 
On the third point, IH commented that HDC are currently contacting landowners to find 
out what land might be available for development. The results will be critical to 
Houghton as it will give an idea of what landowners might be prepared to sell to 
developers. IH said that HDC will come up with list of developable sites and we will have 
to work with them.  

 
 

06-06/21 Vision 
 
IH felt that this was critical and that the NP should explicitly address, after consultation 
with the community, how Houghton might develop as it gets bigger and what services we 



will require. IH commented that since the HDC Local Plan had classified Houghton as a 
“Rural Centre” in the future, HDC is likely to allocate more housing to Houghton as it will 
have more resources/infrastructure. Current assumptions are that an additional 170 
houses will have to be built in Houghton by 2030 but this could increase by c.30 if the 
government changes overall house building numbers as has been suggested. The NP 
must therefore address how the village’s infrastructure will deal with new houses.  
 

 

07-06/21 Consultation and information sharing with our community 
 
Following on from the points in the Vision section, the meeting agreed that this had to be a 
high priority and we should explore using a variety of methods to consult with the 
community such as:  
 

• Open meetings,  

• Leafletting  

• Engagement of other members of the WP  

• Production and assessment of results of our own questionnaire  

• Use of the PC website, and potentially the Community Facebook page. Note: this 
didn’t exist last time  

 
The meeting agreed that unless this consultation was undertaken any referendum could be 
lost.  
 

08-06/21 Structuring the working of the WG 
 
The meeting agreed that: 
 

• In addition to the Chair (IH) and Secretary (HF) there should also be editorial sub 
committee (members to be agreed).  IH pointed out that he would be very happy 
if anyone else would take on the chair of this WP, but would continue in the 
interim. 

• WP members should volunteer to participate in (and for some to lead) the 
following possible specific topic sub-groups:  

 
o Housing  
o Employment (including Home Working) 
o Services and Facilities  
o Village Design  
o Traffic and Transport  
o Digital Technology  
o Consultation  
o Environment  

 

• These sub groups would meet between the main meetings and report back 
accordingly Action: All to contact HF prior to the next meeting to indicate which 
group(s) they wish to serve on and if who might be prepared to lead each group.   

• The WP would utilise, where appropriate, the specific skills of WP members and 
other volunteers  

• The WP would employ, where appropriate, professional consultants  
 

 
 



09-06/21 Open Discussion 
 
The meeting agreed to: 
 

• employ professional consultants to help with the questionnaires.  

• use a mix of both paper and on-line questionnaires 

• include details of the WP on a leaflet to be distributed in early July 2021. One side 
of the leaflet would talk about Broadband provision in Houghton, the other about 
the Working Party. Action: IH and SP to liaise and agree the wording 

• Encourage others to join the group   

• The next meeting would define benchmarks and timings for the process 
 

10-06/21 Date and Format of Next Meeting 
 
The meeting agreed that the WP should meet on a monthly basis (but not in August). For 
the foreseeable future the meeting should be via Zoom. Subcommittee meetings which 
would involve few people would probably be face to face.  
 
The next WP meeting will take place via Zoom at 1930 on Thursday, 15th July 2021.  
 
IH agreed to contact those who had not attended the meeting to see if in future meetings 
could be set for a specific day – e.g. the third Thursday of each month – rather than having 
to rely on a Doodle poll every month. Action: IH 
 

 


