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 Introduction  

 This Consultation Statement has been prepared as part of the Hykeham Neighbourhood 

Plan and explains the consultation (community and statutory) that has been 

undertaken as part of the plan making process.   

 The contents of a Consultation Statement are specified within The Neighbourhood 

Planning (General) Regulations 2012: 

 In this regulation “consultation statement” means a document which:  

(a) contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed 

neighbourhood development plan;  

(b) explains how they were consulted;  

(c) summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; and  

(d) describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where 

relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan. 

 The Regulation 14 consultation period for this Plan was the 1st February 2017 to the 

15th March 2017. 

 Aims of Engagement and Consultation 

 Consultation on the Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan followed a substantial period of 

community engagement to ensure a high degree of awareness about the Plan’s 

preparation and to identify the local issues that the plan responds to. 

 A key requirement of the Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan process has been transparency 

and open communication with stakeholders at all stages of Plan’s development. 

Engagement and consultation processes have sought to ensure that as many members 

of the community were aware of the Plan process as possible and able to express a view 

on its content and policies.  

 Due to the preparation and adoption of the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan 2012-2035 

whilst the Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan was being prepared a draft of the plan was 

submitted to the Central Lincolnshire Local Plans Team to ensure compliance with, what 

was then, emerging policy. 

 A range of methods were used throughout the Plan making process to provide clear 

information and encourage wide engagement and awareness. These are outlined later 

in this document and evidenced in the accompanying appendices. 



HYKEHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN | CONSULTATION STATEMENT | PAGE 4 

 The Neighbourhood Planning Committee 

 A joint application by North Hykeham Town Council and South Hykeham Parish Council 

for the Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan designation area was approved by North 

Kesteven District Council on 18 September 2013.   

 The first Neighbourhood Plan meeting was held on 19th December 2013 and 

established a Neighbourhood Planning Committee. 

 The Hykeham Neighbourhood Planning Committee membership has comprised a 

mixture of Town Council, Parish Council and community representation.  

 The Committee membership has been as follows: 

Current Committee Members     HNP   

Mr D. Bellamy  Resident   

Mrs M. Bellamy  Resident   

Cllr J. Charters   North Hykeham Town Councillor  

Cllr P Driffill   South Hykeham Parish    Vice-Chairman 

Mr B. Everatt   Resident   

Mrs C Gilman-Able   Lincolnshire Sport  

Cllr R. Little   North Hykeham Town Mayor / NKDC Councillor Chairman  

Cllr M Reynolds   North Hykeham Town Councillor   

Mr J Richardson  Headteacher at South Hykeham Primary School  

Cllr Sampson   North Hykeham Town Council  

Cllr P. Whitaker   South Hykeham P.C. Chairman/ NKDC Councillor  

Mrs C. Wilkinson  South Hykeham Parish Clerk 

 

Previous Committee Members   

Cllr J. Bishop   North Hykeham Town councillor/ NKDC Councillor  

Cllr P. Crawley   North Hykeham Town Councillor Vice-Chairman 

Cllr P Dixon  North Hykeham Town Councillor Chairman 

Mr F Lack  (Deceased) Resident   
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Cllr W Lee   North Hykeham Town councillor/ NKDC Councillor  

Cllr Y Sampson   North Hykeham Town Councillor 

  

Advisors   

Mr J. Kenyon   Principal Economic Officer at NKDC  

NHTC Parish Clerk  North Hykeham Town Council   

Lynette Swinburne Associate Globe Consultants  
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 A map of the Neighbourhood Plan area is provided below:  
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 Local Issues and Priorities 

 To identify local issues and priorities a programme was run throughout 2014 that 

sought to engage local residents and businesses.  Members of the Neighbourhood Plan 

committee attended local events and hosted stands at venues across the 

Neighbourhood Plan area. The principle tool used in this phase of the Plan’s preparation 

was a questionnaire which was available between July 2014 and January 2015. The 

questionnaire was made available in both paper and electronic format with access via 

a web link www.hykehamneighbourhoodplanning.org.  

 To ensure a suitable depth of inclusive engagement was achieved a postal survey using 

the same questionnaire was also undertaken. In November 2014 the questionnaire was 

issued to around 11,000 households in the LN6 post code area by Royal Mail. From the 

households surveyed, 382 written responses were received. 

 The analysis of survey responses and copies of the questionnaire are attached at 

Appendix 1. 

 Alongside the capture of information through the questionnaires, the plan making 

process was promoted through public meetings, the LN6 Business Group, visits to 

schools and care homes, local press, car livery, social media and website activity. In 

addition letters were sent to local community groups asking for invitations to local 

events and for opportunities to visit and discuss the Neighbourhood Plan.  

 Examples of this range of activity are shown in the following chapter. 

 The engagement process identified a range of local issues, improvements and priorities 

to which the Plan’s policies respond. These issues, improvements and priorities are set 

out in the table below. 

ISSUES IMPROVEMENTS PRIORITIES 

Transport 

 Highway safety 
 Congestion 
 Capacity of road network 
 Impact of development on 

infrastructure of Hykeham 
 Poor transport links 
 Parking problems 
 Drainage 
Condition of 
roads/paths/cycleways 

 Traffic volumes and safety 
 Road and path maintenance 
 Public transport 
 Cycle paths 
 Asda and The Forum 

Drainage 

 Road/path maintenance 
 Additional cycle lanes 
 Parking management 

Potential for a bypass/relief road 

Housing and growth 

 Concerns about future and 
planned development 

 Overcrowded 
 Expanding too rapidly 

 Managed approach to new 
development 

 No new building 
Limit housing 

 Manage the scope and scale of 
 developments 
 Limit the level of development 
 Stop building 
 More affordable housing 

http://www.hykehamneighbourhoodplanning.org/
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Poorly planned 
development 

More housing 

Local Character 

 Antisocial behaviour 
 No town centre/‘hub’ 
 Public realm maintenance 
 Community 

cohesion/identity 
Impact of landfill site 

 The Forum and ASDA were 
regarded as key areas 

 Preservation and improvement 
of green spaces 

 Renovation of existing facilities 
Enhance community cohesion 

 Desire to maintain/improve the 
feeling of safety 

 Maintain the public realm 
 Keep streets clean, tidy and litter 

free 
 Street decorations, such as 

planters 
 Creation of a ‘centre’ 
 Creation of community cohesion 

Preserving existing character 

Local Services 

 Lack of amenities 
 Need for more GP surgeries 
 Need for greater school 

capacity 
 New facilities, such as 

restaurants and facilities for 
young people 

 Greater range of wheelchair 
friendly/suitable for the 
disabled amenities 
Better broadband service 

 Increasing and improving 
amenities 

 Increase police presence 
 Cafes, restaurants, pubs 
 Sport facilities 
 Additional retail stores 
 Renovation of existing facilities 
 Increased community facilities 
 Increased/wider variety of 

community events and clubs 
 Increased and improved 

medical facilities, especially GP 
surgeries 

 Creation and improvement of 
youth club 

 Park for young children 

 Provision of health services, such 
as GP surgeries and dentists 

 Facilities for young people 
 Community venue 
 Schools 
 Shopping 
 Library 
 Sport facilities 
 Improved/increased facilities 
 Active police presence 

Job creation 
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 Community Engagement 

 In addition to print media; specific events and attending other appropriate local events 

and meetings, social media tools were used to raise awareness of the proposed 

Neighbourhood Plan and provide an opportunity to comment on and engage in the plan 

making process.  

 The following social media and internet platforms were used to capture local views 

about Hykeham and to communicate the progress of the Plan. 

StickyWorld 

 Since May 2013, the North and South Hykeham “StickyWorld” site has been accessible 

on the internet to the local community. The site enables visitors to register and leave 

comments relating to any aspect of community life which concerns or interests them. 

The site was publicised in articles, posters and through work with local school children.  

 The site gives precise information on views and visitors as well as comprehensive 

comments that have been left by a wide range of the community, and was monitored 

and updated on a regular basis, remaining active until 2016.  

 56 individual users left comments, 134 comments were made in total. Many comments 

were residents wanting to see tidying areas viewed as ‘scruffy’ and aesthetic 

improvements such as flowerbeds. Issues of traffic and road safety were raised by 

some, and were consistent with other discussions around transport and traffic, 

including enhanced paths for cyclists. There were also comments about play facilities 

for children made as part of the schools engagement programme, as well as other 

contributors suggesting facilities for children. Several people highlighted natural areas 

they wanted to see protected, and others suggested locations for additional shops. 
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Twitter 

 The Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan has its own Twitter account @HykehamNP which 

has been updated regularly. Information has also been posted on North Hykeham Town 

Council’s twitter account. 

Website 

 There is a specific website for the Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan. As well as providing 

information about the Plan process and progress, the site promoted consultation 

events including those held by other organisations at which the Plan was represented. 

The site also provides access to agendas and minutes of committee meetings. 

Moderated ‘chat-rooms’ aimed at specific groups such as local developers and students 

were provided to encourage participation from those stakeholders. Hykeham 

Neighbourhood Plan information has also been posted on the North Hykeham Town 

Council’s own website.  
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 Articles providing information on the Neighbourhood Plan process and advising of 

Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan Events appeared in the Local monthly Magazine, the 

Hykeham Gazette: 

Issue 87 April 2013    Issue 89 July 2013   

 

Issue 95 January 2014      Issue 98 April 2014 
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 In October 2014 the three North Hykeham Town Council vehicles were fitted with the 

Neighbourhood Plan Logo livery in order to promote the plan throughout the town. 
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Neighbourhood Planning Information tent December 2013.  
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 Involving Young People 

 Letters were sent out inviting all local schools to attend a presentation at the Town 

Council Offices in February 2013 outlining the purpose of a Neighbourhood Plan. The 

event also involved an interactive workshop and an invitation to the schools to take 

part in educational projects which would also supplement the Plan’s evidence base. 

This led direct engagement with five local schools: 

 Fosse Way Primary School – Councillors Eddy Rigby and Pete Dixon visited the school 

and took part in an interactive workshop where the children were encouraged to 

consider important issues before designing a survey which both children and carers 

could complete at home.  Results of this survey were used to support the evidence 

base. 

 South Hykeham Community Primary School – Years 5/6 children worked on a display 

which considered the Hykeham Area in past, present and future terms. The Year 5/6 

children were also encouraged to engage with the Neighbourhood Plan via the 

‘StickyWorld’ site leaving their comments and suggestions. 

 Ling Moor Primary School – The Town Clerk, Cllr Rigby and Cllr Dixon were invited to 

the school and gave presentations to Year 5/6 children which incorporated challenges 

relating to the Neighbourhood Plan.  One of the projects involved children producing 

flyers and posters which promoted the Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan in the 

community.  The flyers and posters were then judged by the Neighbourhood Plan 

committee and the winning leaflet and posters were used to raise awareness in the 

local area. 
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 North Kesteven Secondary School and Robert Pattinson Academy – after initial 

contact North Kesteven Secondary School Year 8/9 students completed a survey in 

which they were asked what retail and leisure facilities they would like to see within 

the local area. Robert Pattinson school council representatives met with the Town 

Clerk and at this meeting were introduced to the concept of Neighbourhood Planning. 

Representatives of both schools attended a presentation by Michael Kohn CEO of 

‘StickyWorld’ and took part in an interactive workshop using large sticky notes.  

 All Saints CE Primary School – In the Summer Term 2013 Year 5 students looked at 

how Hykeham has changed over time and questionnaires were sent out to parents to 

find out their views on what they liked and disliked about Hykeham.  Most of the 

parents who responded really liked living in Hykeham due to the amount of facilities, 

the community spirit and low crime rate. The one major issue of concern was the 

amount of traffic that goes through the Town.  Based on these responses 20 letters 

were sent by the Year 5 students to us detailing their concerns and suggestions on 

possible solutions.  The Town Clerk visited the school during autumn 2013 to discuss 

these issues with the Students and staff and the aims of the Neighbourhood Plan. 

Engagement with Partner Organisations 

 The views and priorities of partner organisations were also sought in order to reflect 

them in the local issues and priorities that underpin the Plan. These engagements 

included Plan Steering Group members meeting with representatives of Lincolnshire 

County Council; City of Lincoln Council; Central Lincolnshire Joint Policy Unit; North 

Kesteven District Council and the Church Commissioners1. 

  

                                                           
1 The Church Commissioners are the major land owner in the Sustainable Urban Extension. 
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 Consultation with the Local Planning Authority 

 The Central Lincolnshire Local Plan was under preparation at the same time as this 

Neighbourhood Plan.   In November 2016 a draft copy of the emerging Neighbourhood 

Plan was submitted to the North Kesteven District Council to test compliance with the 

CLLP draft policies. The resultant comments from North Kesteven District Council were 

recorded alongside actions recommended by the consultant advising the 

Neighbourhood Plan Committee and the decisions of the Committee in relation to the 

comments offered. This information is contained in Appendix 2. 

 Regulation 14 Consultation  

 North Hykeham Town Council’s Neighbourhood Plan Regulation 14 Consultation period 

took place from the 1st February 2017 until 15th March 2017.  

 Statutory consultees were advised by letter accompanied by a full copy of the Plan 

along with the Local Priorities for Development List and the South Hykeham Character 

Appraisal. The list of Consultees is attached at Appendix 3. 

 Local residents and businesses were consulted by means of a Royal Mail leaflet drop to 

addresses in the LN6 post code area. This leaflet was also published in the Hykeham 

Gazette and the Hykeham Herald. A copy of the leaflet is attached at Appendix 4. 
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 Main Issues and Revisions Arising from the 

Regulation 14 Consultation 

 The comments received from Consultees along with the NHTC Neighbourhood plan 

Committee’s response and whether action was taken to revise the Consultation Draft 

Plan are set out in Appendix 5. The names of respondents have been removed in each 

case. 

 The Consultation responses resulted in a number of revisions to the Plan to ensure that 

the Plan policies are clear, proportionate and avoid any confusion in relation to national 

and CLLP policies. 

 Draft Policy HLP 1 was revised to make it more inclusive and increase clarity. 

 The design criteria associated with Policy HLP 1 and contained within Appendix 1 to 

the Plan were revised to reflect the revisions to HLP 1 and the deletion of other 

policies.  

 Draft policy HLP 2 was deleted in response to the revision to HLP 1. 

 Draft Policy HLP 3 was deleted in response to the revision to HLP 1. 

 Draft Policy HLP 7 was revised to ensure it was compliant and did not create confusion 

in relation to the requirements of the NPPF and CLLP. 

Other policies have been subject minor rewording or editing in the interest of clarity and 

proportionality. 
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 The Submission Plan 

 The Submission Plan has been developed from a comprehensive evidence base which 

includes: The Hykeham Area Scoping Study, GENECON 2011; Survey Responses Issues 

Analysis, Globe Consultants, 2015; Traffic and Transportation Study, Aecom 2015; and 

A Character Appraisal of South Hykeham Village, Town and Parish Councils 2015.  

 The reports identified above and wider community input received throughout the Plan 

making process support the Plan policies, which have taken full account of the 

responses received through the Regulation 14 Consultation process.  

 Sections in the Submission Plan include: 

 Introduction and Background (including the policy context of the Plan) 

 Local Priorities 

 Vision and Objectives 

 Policies 

 Matters Beyond the Scope of the Neighbourhood Plan 

 Delivery Strategy. 
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Appendix 1: Analysis of Survey 
Responses and Survey 
Questionnaire  
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Appendix 2: North Kesteven District 
Council Consultation Responses, 
Comments and Revisions Made
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Section of the 
plan  

North Kesteven District Council Comments  Consultants  Response, Nov 16 HNP Committee 
23/11/16 

General  It is helpful to include paragraph numbers to assist users of the plan 
in referring to it in planning applications.  

The sections are currently numbered. Although 
paragraphs are not. This can be done but we suggest 
that we wait until the current version is finalised.  

No comment/ 
instruction 

General  The information in the opening sections is interesting, however, 
much of it does not seem to be relevant to the contents of the plan. 
It is recommended that this is reviewed to see what should or 
should not be retained.  

We have made a few amendments to the introductory 
sections and reordered and shortened then in some 
cases.  
We have also added in a general introduction to the 
Plan although we do think it would benefit from a 
covering note or foreword from the Committee or Chair 
which sets out what the NP aims to achieve and the 
hard work that has gone into it etc. 

Changes accepted 

General  The plan would benefit from some pictures or illustrations 
throughout to break up the text and help illustrate points.  

It was agreed that we would prepare a simple Word 
document and a decision about desktop publishing 
would be taken at a later date and images would be 
added at this stage.  Please let us know what is 
proposed in relation to the form of the final draft plan 
for consultation.   

No comment/ 
instruction 

General  The plan should contain a map showing the neighbourhood area 
boundary, whilst it is noted that this is marked on figure 1, it should 
be on a map in the introductory sections purely for the purpose of 
satisfying the regulations.  

Added along with a new section to accompany it.  Changes accepted 

Front cover  The front cover should state the version of the plan, for example, 
“Pre-submission Consultation”.  

Added Changes accepted 

1.1 Definition 
of a 
Neighbourh’d 
Plan  

It is recommended that the Development Plan is not referred to as 
the “Local Plan”. This is because the Local Plan is part of the 
Development Plan, which also includes the Minerals and Waste Plan 
and Neighbourhood Plans. This has potential to cause confusion and 
as such should be amended in this paragraph and elsewhere where 

Amended where relevant. 
 
 
 
 

Changes accepted 
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the Development Plan is being referred to (e.g. the first paragraph of 
section 1.5).  
 
The quotes used in this section do not seem to match the point 
being made in the neighbouring paragraphs. It is recommended that 
their inclusion is reconsidered. 
 

 
 
 
Quotes amended and changes made to introductory 
sections.  

1.2 
Regulations  

In the second bullet point it should be “…with the strategic policies 
of the North Kesteven Local Plan (2007).”  
 
In the last paragraph on page 2, the ‘Central Lincolnshire Joint 
Planning Unit’ should be referred to as the ‘Central Lincolnshire 
Local Plan Team’. 

Amendment made 
 
 
 
Amendment made 

Changes accepted 

1.3 
Sustainable 
Development  

In the first paragraph the plan refers to the definition of sustainable 
development from the NPPF, directly quoting parts of the three 
dimensions of sustainable development. However, it is considered 
that it would be beneficial if it also included the definition given in 
the NPPF – “meeting the needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own 
needs” and “living within the planet’s environmental limits; ensuring 
a strong, healthy and just society; achieving a sustainable economy; 
promoting good governance; and using sound science responsibly.”  

Amendment made Changes accepted 

1.5 The 
Development 
Plan  

As stated under 1.1, the Development Plan is made up of The North 
Kesteven Local Plan (2007), but it also includes the Lincolnshire Core 
Strategy and Development Management Policies (2016) and some 
saved policies in the Lincolnshire Waste Local Plan (2006) which 
both form part of the Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local Plan.  

Amendment made Changes accepted 

1.6 Context 
for the Plan  

In the first paragraph, the second sentence does not currently make 
sense, it states “…and development in the district is currently the 

Amendment made 
 
 

Changes accepted 
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North Kesteven Local Plan, 2007.” This should be reviewed and 
amended.  
 
In the third paragraph, Hykeham is described by Ward. Whilst some 
of this is useful context it doesn’t seem to go on to explain how the 
area works. The areas also does not presumably operate on a basis 
of ward boundaries and so this section might be better described 
using geographical terms (north east, or west for example). 
Alternatively these character zones could be demonstrated on a 
map. 

 
 
 
Please advise if/how you would like to update this 
section. 

1.8 
Background to 
the Area – 
Evidence Base  

The first sentence in the second paragraph should be reviewed, it 
currently reads, “…a Scoping Study was undertaken on behalf of by 
North Kesteven District Council in partnership with…”  
 
It would be useful if this section included information about where 
the bits of evidence can be viewed. Presumably, when submitted, 
the plan will be accompanied by key pieces of evidence for the 
Examiner to consider. 

Amended 
 
 
 
We have suggested the following in terms of having 
information available: “All information to support the 
Neighbourhood Plan is available to view online at 
hykehamneighbourhoodplanning.org and in hard copy 
at the Town and Parish Council offices.” 

Changes accepted 

 

 

 

 

 

1.8 
Background to 
the Area – 
Historical 
Background  

It is recommended that the wording in the second paragraph is 
amended slightly to remove “for both genders”. It does not seem to 
be connected to the points being made and could run the risk of 
people asking why it was necessary to include.  
 
The first sentence in the third paragraph of this section is very long, 
and the punctuation between this and the second sentence would 
benefit from being reviewed. 

Amended 
 
 
 
 
 
Amended 

Changes accepted 

 

 

Changes accepted 

 

1.8 
Background to 

The second sentence in the first paragraph refers to “road 
communication”, should this be “road connections”?  

Amended 
 

Changes accepted 
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the Area – 
Employment  

 
In the last sentence of the second paragraph, it refers to 
“…problems of uncoordinated development”. This is quite vague and 
is not clear what it means. It is recommended that this be clarified.  
 
In the first paragraph at the top of page 8, what are the “historic 
reasons”? Could this be clarified? 

 
Wording changed a little 
 
 
 
No further information about the specific businesses so 
we have left this unchanged at present. 

Changes accepted 

 
No specific feedback 
received 

1.8 
Background to 
the Area – 
Housing  

The last sentence of the second paragraph would benefit from 
rewording to be clearer.  

Amended Changes accepted 

2.1 
Consultation  

Under the transport issues in the table it refers to “parking problems 
and associated behaviour” – what is associated behaviour and could 
this be clarified?  
 
Under the housing and growth issues in the table it should read 
“Expanding too rapidly”. 

‘Associated behaviour’ removed. 
 
 
 
Amended 

Changes accepted 

 

Changes accepted 

3.1 Vision and 
Objectives  

In the first sentence of the first paragraph it says that the plan will 
seek to deliver the “…vision and objectives of the community, which 
are set out earlier in the Neighbourhood Plan…” There doesn’t seem 
to be a vision and objectives earlier in the plan so it is assumed this 
is a typo. If it is referring to the findings from community 
consultation, it is recommended that the terminology be changed in 
this paragraph.  

Amended – first sentences removed. Changes accepted 

 

Vision  The general thrust of the vision is supported, however, the use of 
the terms “qualities” is quite vague. Could it be expanded to be 
more explicit about what qualities it is referring to? It is useful to 
make the vision as locally specific as possible.  

This is something that the committee should consider 
and suggest an amended.  We agree with the comment 
that we could be more specific about the exact qualities 
that make it a desirable location. 

No amendments 
suggested 

Objectives  The objectives are supported.    



HYKEHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN | CONSULTATION STATEMENT | PAGE 44 

4.1 
Introduction  

This paragraph seems to repeat what is written earlier in the plan 
about the plan production and it seems surplus to requirements. As 
such, it is recommended that it is removed.  

Amendment made Changes accepted 

 

General 
policies  

Many of the policies refer to the need to be in accordance with 
wider policies of the plan. This is unnecessary and should be 
removed as the plan should be read as a whole. A statement in the 
introductory sections of the plan could clarify that the plan should 
be read as a whole with all relevant policies applying to 
development proposals.  

Amendment made Changes accepted 

 

Policy HNP1 – 
Design of New 
Development  

As stated above, the plan policies should not cross reference other 
plans in this way, partly because it is not necessary, but also because 
the situation will change. Key elements of other documents should 
either be brought into policy here (provided it does not result in 
duplication of policy in the Local Plan or the NPPF), or left for the 
other document to cover. As such, much of the start of this policy 
should not be included. Detailed recommendations on the 
reworking of this policies are provided below. 

HNP1 
Shortened to identify principle of supporting 
development of a high quality. 
 
New HNP2 added which specifies the need for a Design 
Statement to accompany all applications of 3 or more 
dwellings. There is evidence about the number of 
applications for smaller schemes in the area so we can 
use this as a way making the case for lowering the 
figure beneath the 10 (major development). 
 
We have moved the Design Criteria into Appendix 1 and 
separated it out into those matters for all schemes and 
those which are likely to only affect larger ones.   
 
We are therefore proposing that the criteria for a 
Design Statement applies to all developments of 3 or 
more, but within Appendix 1, there are a number of 
specific criteria that we have moved to the end of the 
list, that only apply to larger schemes. 

Changes accepted 

 

Changes accepted 
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We have also combined two of the criteria (previously 7 
and 8) and re-worded a number of them to make they 
easier to understand (we hope).  

 In addition to the above mentioned concerns there are a number of 
parts of this policy which are quite ambiguous and would in practice 
be difficult to use in deciding on planning applications.  
The Building For Life principles are a useful tool to help ensure 
schemes are carefully designed for the context of a site. However, 
the design criteria included in the policy take parts of the principles 
and they are not worded in a way that would be easy to apply in 
planning applications.  
The options for this would be:  
a) to require applicants to demonstrate how proposals will perform 
against the Building for Life 12 Standards (BfL12), including the BfL12 
document in an appendix to the plan; or  
b) to create your own criteria, based on BfL12, but that would be 
more usable.  
 
In addition, some of the criteria as worded are not really applicable 
to a small 3 dwelling scheme, but other criteria could arguably be 
applied to the very smallest schemes of a single dwelling. This policy 
should be reviewed to consider whether there should be a blanket 
design policy for all schemes, or whether it should only apply to 
larger schemes, say 10 or more dwellings for example (major 
development). The criteria should then be reviewed to reflect this 
choice.  
Furthermore, if there will be criteria applying in only certain 
geographical areas (South Hykeham Village for example), you may 
want to consider having a separate policy on this to make it clearer 
for users of the plan.  

See above   
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There are a lot of options for reworking this policy. In an effort to 
assist you in this, a recommendation has been made below. 
However, if the group intend to follow a different route, advice 
could be provided to assist as necessary.  
It is recommended that the policy is amended to:  
“Development proposals which demonstrate high quality design will 
be supported. Proposals for development of non-residential uses 
and for development including new dwellings should be designed 
taking into account the Building for Life 12 Principles, provided in 
Appendix X of this plan. Design and access statements for relevant 
proposals should include a clear demonstration of how the 
principles have been considered in the design of the scheme, 
including justification for any principles that have not been 
delivered. Proposals that do not satisfactorily address the Building 
for Life 12 Principles will not be supported.”  
The requirement for the character appraisal and specific design 
principles in South Hykeham Village are in policy HNP3. 

Policy HNP2 
– Housing 
Growth  

This policy is not needed as it is duplication of the policy in the 
emerging Local Plan. In addition to this, if you propose to allocate 
these sites in your neighbourhood plan it would likely trigger the 
need for a Strategic Environment Assessment and possibly a 
Habitats Regulations Assessment.  
As such it is recommended that this policy is removed.  

Deleted Changes accepted 
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Policy HNP3 
– South 
Hykeham 
Village  

There are a number of issues with this policy:  
1) the first two bullet points are cross-references which are not 
necessary and should be removed;  
2) it would be beneficial to bring the design characteristics in the 
South Hykeham Character Appraisal into the plan, either within the 
policy or within an appendix, depending on their length;  
3) The part of the policy referring to development in the green 
wedge is again a cross-reference and duplication of Local Plan policy 
and as such should be removed;  
4) The penultimate paragraph in the policy is contrary to national 
policy and policy in the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan, and as such 
should be removed; and  
5) The last paragraph refers only to a Local Green Space in South 
Hykeham Village, but the map in Figure 1 shows many areas of Local 
Green Space – presumably there should be a Local Green Space 
policy which allocates these, not just the one in South Hykeham? If it 
is just the one in South Hykeham, Figure 1 should be removed to 
avoid confusion and it is recommended that the Local Green Space is 
given its own separate policy, allocating it.  
 

1) Bullet point to be removed. 
2) Updated Character Appraisal and moved 

relevant text into the Neighbourhood Plan  
3) Bullet point removed 
4) Bullet point removed 
5) South Hykeham LGS is the only new one 

proposed through the Neighbourhood Plan, the 
others are included within the Central 
Lincolnshire Local Plan.  Therefore, a new policy 
on this is included as ‘HNP4 South Hykeham 
Local Green Space’.  Existing LGS have same 
status through Central Lincolnshire Local Plan 
so in our view there is no need for a separate 
policy. 

1) Accepted 
2) Accepted 
3) Ctte want to 

retain  
4) Ctte want to 

retain 
5) Accepted 

Policy HNP4 
– 
Employment  

It is considered that the criteria in this policy are largely duplicates of 
policy LP5 in the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan and this policy may 
undermine parts of the Local Plan policy, and it also is a duplication 
of other parts of your plan.  
As such, it is recommended that this policy is removed.  

We are not sure how it undermines the Local Plan 
policy?  We have removed the areas of duplication 
(bullets 4 and 6) but have left the rest of the policy as 
we think it reflects issues that are specific to the aims 
and objectives for Hykeham.  It also sends a positive 
message that the area is proactively supporting local 
business. 

Changes accepted 

 

Policy HNP5 
– 
Renewables  

There are some cross references to the wider plan in this policy that 
should be removed.  

We do not think from our discussions that the intention 
is to specifically encourage large scale renewable 
schemes.  We have suggested a change in the wording –

Ctte instruction to 
remove ‘small and 
local’ from wording 
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Is it intended that this policy would deliver large-scale renewable 
energy generation? As worded this policy would promote this, so 
there are no concerns if this is the intention. If not, the policy should 
be reworded to be clearer about the scale.  

please let me know if this is in line with your intentions?  
Otherwise we can look again or remove it (or add to 
another policy – it is referenced within the Design 
Criteria in Appendix 1 which could be sufficient). 

in para 1. ‘Small 
scale’ removed from 
final para at request 
of Ctte 

Policy HNP6 
– Travel 
Plans  

It is recommended that the wording at the start of this policy is 
amended to “Development proposals which are accompanied by 
evidence which demonstrates that impacts on local highways…” and 
at the end of the sentence is amended to “…and public transport will 
be supported.”  
 
The way the policy excludes South Hykeham is not positive and as 
such it is recommended that if the policy is only to apply to a specific 
geographical area that it states the area which it applies to, i.e. “In 
the Lincoln Urban Area, including North Hykeham, South Hykeham 
Fosseway and including the proposed SUE…” for example. 
 
The parts of the policy requesting a travel plan is considered to be 
excessive for small scale developments. Travel Plans are not 
normally sought for applications of less than 80 dwellings, but less 
detailed assessments can be. Generally it is considered that this part 
of the policy is duplication of, and in slight conflict with, policy LP13 
of the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan.  
 
It is recommended that you review policy LP13 and consider 
whether it satisfies your requirement or whether there are any 
reasonable local considerations you want to add through this policy. 

Amendment made 
 
 
 
 
 
 
We have removed the reference to South Hykeham as 
the other policies would prevent this from being an 
acceptable location for large scale development. We 
have not made specific reference to other parts of the 
area (such as the SUEs) as part of the intention of the 
policy is for all schemes over 3 units to consider the 
impact on highways.  One of the local transport issues is 
from many small scale applications having an 
incremental effect on the road network.  
 
There are particular highway issues within Hykeham 
that have led to this policy and for it to be applied at a 
lower level than would usually be the case.  We have 
made some amendments to the wording and suggested 
that a Transport Statement that provides the required 
information accompanies all applications for 3 or more.  

Changes accepted 
with the following 
amendments - 
Transport 
assessments to have 
been undertaken 
within past year (first 
para) 
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Policy HNP7 
– Pedestrians 
and Cyclists  

The principle of this policy is supported, but there is some 
duplication of parts n-p of policy LP13 in the Central Lincolnshire 
Local Plan. However, it is considered that there is enough additional 
content in this policy to justify retention, but it would benefit from 
some rewording:  
“Development proposals should enhance cycling and walking 
networks where possible. Consideration of routes through and 
around the site and access to the site for cyclists and pedestrians 
should be included from the outset of designing a scheme, and 
demonstrated through the design and access statement.  
Proposals that would significantly restrict future opportunities for 
enhancing cycle and pedestrian networks will not be supported.”  

Amendments made. Changes accepted 
with minor 
amendment to third 
para to remove 
‘should take the 
opportunity’ 

Policy HNP8 
– Open 
Space and 
Recreation  

It is difficult to see how this policy will be delivered in practice as it is 
not specific enough about what is needed and should be delivered. 
It is recommended that you look at policy LP24 of the Central 
Lincolnshire Local Plan and consider whether this address your 
needs. If there are locally specific elements that you aim to deliver 
over and above this, they could form the basis of a policy.  

Please let us know what your thoughts are.  We have 
previously raised this point as LP24 is comprehensive in 
relation to open space provision: 
 
Policy LP24: Creation of New Open Space, Sports and 
Recreation Facilities 
The Central Lincolnshire Authorities will seek to: 
reduce public open space, sports and recreational 
facilities deficiency; ensure development provides an 
appropriate amount of new open space, sports and 
recreation facilities; and improve the quality of, and 
access to, existing open spaces, sports and recreation 
facilities. 
Development will be required to provide new or 
enhanced provision of public open space, sports and 
recreation facilities in accordance with the standards set 
out in Appendix C and in compliance with the latest 
Central Lincolnshire Developer Contributions 

No feedback from 
the Ctte received 
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Supplementary Planning Document (or similar 
subsequent document). 
Open space, sports and recreation provision 
requirements should: 
a. as first preference be provided on-site in a suitable 
location. Where on site provision is not feasible or 
suitable within a local context, consideration of a 
financial contribution to the 
creation of a new facility or the upgrading and 
improvement of an existing usable facility will be 
considered as per the criteria set out in the Developer 
Contribution SPD and in accordance with national 
legislation; 
b. be multifunctional, fit for purpose and support health 
and outdoor recreation; 
c. consider the context of any existing provision and 
maximise any opportunities for improvement within the 
wider area where these are relevant to the development 
of the site; 
d. when new provision is provided, have appropriate 
mechanisms secured which will ensure the future 
satisfactory maintenance and management of the open 
space, sports and recreational facility. 
A holistic approach to the design of new open space 
should be taken including considering the contribution 
to place making, the green network and protecting and 
enhancing nature conservation 
and the water environment. New provision should also 
aim to protect, enhance and manage integrated paths 
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for active travel and/or recreation, including new and 
existing links to the wider countryside. 

Policy HNP9 
– Cemetery 
Provision  

As this is a very specific use, the cross-reference to other wider 
policies in the plan is suitable, but it should refer to the 
development plan rather than just the neighbourhood plan.  

Amendment made Changes accepted 

 

Policy HNP10 
– 
Infrastructur
e Provision 
and 
Community 
Infrastructur
e Levy  

Spending priorities from CIL funding for North Kesteven are set in 
the Regulation 123 List. Your Neighbourhood Plan can only influence 
the Neighbourhood Portion of CIL funding and this should be made 
explicit in any policy on CIL.  
It is noted that the spending priorities are included in Appendix 2 of 
the plan. Whilst this provides some clarity on how it will be spent, it 
means that it will be harder for you to update the list. Furthermore, 
as CIL is collected the parishes will be given the neighbourhood 
funding by the District and the parish will be expected to identify 
what funds were spent on. As such, this policy is surplus to 
requirements and is not necessary to be included.  

The intention of this policy is to ensure that the 
priorities of the Town and Parish Councils are clear so 
that developers are aware of these when planning 
potential schemes.  In this way, the Town and Parish 
Councils are trying to be proactive in identifying the 
kinds of facilities that are needed in the local area.  By 
putting the priorities within (or accompanying) the 
Neighbourhood Plan, it makes it easy for developers to 
find when planning new schemes.  
 
Wording has been amended and we suggest that the 
appendix becomes a standalone document that can be 
regularly updated.   

Changes accepted 

 

Appendix 1  The map is clear and the justification seems reasonable.  N/A  

Appendix 2  See comments on policy HNP10.  See comments above  
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Appendix 3: Regulation 14 Statutory 
Consultees  
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Letter to Statutory Consultees 
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List of Statutory Consultees 

North Kesteven DC planning@n-kesteven.gov.uk 

Boston Borough Council info@boston.gov.uk  

East Lindsey DC customerservices@e-lindsey.gov.uk  

City of Lincoln Council customerservices@lincoln.gov.uk 

Newark & Sherwood DC customerservices@nsdc.info  

South Holland DC info@sholland.gov.uk 

South Kesteven DC r.ranson@southkesteven.gov.uk  

West Lindsey DC customer.services@west-lindsey.gov.uk 

Lincolnshire CC dev_planningenquiries@lincolnshire.gov.uk  

Nottinghamshire CC developmentplanning@nottscc.gov.uk  

Parish waddington@n-kesteven.gov.uk 

Parish aubournhaddingtonpc@outlook.com 

Parish tothparish@gmail.com 

Parish dodwparish@gmail.com 

Parish clerk@bracebridge-heath.co.uk 

Coal Authority thecoalauthority@coal.gov.uk  

HCA mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk  

Natural England Consultations@natureengland.org.uk  

EA planningkettering@environment-agency.gov.uk 

Historic England E-emids@HistoricEngland.org.uk  

Network Rail protectionlneem@networkrail.co.uk 

Highways Agency ha_info@highways.gsi.gov.uk 

Marine Management info@marinemanagement.org.uk  

Mobile Operators Association info@ukmoa.org 

Three technicalcustomersupport@three.co.uk  

GSH O2cellshelpdesk@gshgroup.com  

O2 mycare@o2mail.co.uk 

T Mobile networkinfo@t-mobile.co.uk 

EE ee@nelsonbostock.com  

Vodafone emf.advisoryunit@vodafone.co.uk  

Orange site.information@orange-ftgroup.com 

Open reach networkalts.lincoln@openreach.co.uk  

WPD WPDNewSuppliesMids@westernpower.co.uk  

National Grid customersupport@nationalgrid.com 

National Grid plantprotection@nationalgrid.com  

Anglian Water planningliaison@anglianwater.co.uk  

North Kesteven District Cllrs by individual address 
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Appendix 4: Regulation 14 Local 
Resident and Business Consultation 
Leaflet and Press Advert 
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Appendix 5: Regulation 14 
Consultation Responses and 
Revisions 
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No. Question/Comments NHTC NP Committee Response  Actions 

1. Anglian 
Water 

No comment on NP Response noted. No Revision 
Made 

2 Resident 
(Barker) 

Comment on traffic congestion and support for Lincoln Southern Bypass. This is not part of the remit of a 
Neighbourhood Plan - additional road 
infrastructure is the remit of the Central 
Lincolnshire Local Plan and County Transport 
Plan. 

No Revision 
Made 

3 Hykeham 
Town J.F.C. 

Local sports club identifying need for facilities for club. Noted - comments relate to specific 
organisation. Further discussion with NHTC 
outside of the Local Plan Process may be 
useful. 

No Revision 
Made 

4 Resident 
(Knight) 

General comments relating to traffic congestion and over-development. Noted - outside the scope of the plan No Revision 
Made 

5 Resident 
(Hackett) 

Comments on 'identified priorities list'. Concern about proposed roundabout 
and heavy/large vehicle movements. 

Noted - outside the scope of the plan No Revision 
Made 

6 Resident 
(Michael) 

Proposal for a dry cleaner's in North Hykeham  Central Lincolnshire Local Plan LP34 District 
and Local Shopping centres seeks to reduce 
the need to travel and provide a community 
focus or hub within existing residential areas 
but individual shops are down to market 
forces and outside the scope of the plan. 

No Revision 
Made 

7 Resident 
(Grant) 

Comment on condition of roads. Outside the scope of the plan - LCC have the 
responsibility for road maintenance and 
major road infrastructure changes are 
covered in Central Lincolnshire Local Plan 
April 2016 LP36 and the County Transport 
Plan. 

No Revision 
Made 

8 Resident 
(Ewan) 

Comments regarding housing growth and infrastructure. Outside the scope of the plan - Transport 
changes and growth strategy are contained 
within Central Lincolnshire Local Plan April 
2016 

No Revision 
Made 

9 Historic 
England 

Historic England did not consider any need to be involved in the development 
of the HNP 

Noted No Revision 
Made 
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10 Owners of 
Hall Farm, 
South 
Hykeham 

Objection to policy HNP4 - South Hykeham local green space. Objection to use 
of photographs. Objection to lack of prior consultation. 

Noted – LP23 Central Lincolnshire Local Plan 
April 2016 Map Inset 1 designates the land 
as Important Open Space. Wording to be 
amended "The area identified on figure 1 is 
allocated as Local Green Space where 
development is ruled out other than in very 
special circumstances.”   There has been no 
prejudice in regard to the consultation 
process. 

Photo 
Removed. 
Revision. 

11 Resident 
(Henton) 

Request for information about plans for the former Cemex site This refers to a specific planning application 
and is not within the scope of the HNP 

No Revision 
Made 

12 Resident 
(Kerry) 

Need for greater clarity and specific criteria... General comment in relation to the plan. 
The committee disagree and consider the 
plan to be clear and specific 

No Revision 
Made 

  Absence of wildlife related environmental issues. LP21 and LP25 in the Central Lincolnshire 
Local Plan April 2016 seek to encourage 
biodiversity and preserve the Green Wedge. 
The HNP has chosen not to duplicate policies 
in the local plan.  

No Revision 
Made 

  Questions the administrative structure of the local area Outside the scope of the plan  No Revision 
Made 

  Concerns that the Plan doesn't reflect the evidence relating to increasing age of 
the population. 

Plan priorities were informed by community 
consultation 

No Revision 
Made 

        

  Concerns about peak time traffic and parking. A concern widely reflected in consultation 
and reflected in the plan 

No Revision 
Made 

  Concerns about the closure of Whisby tip. Waste issues are noted but are outside the 
remit of HNP. 

No Revision 
Made 

  Concerns about the impact of sports facilities on nearby resident. Sport facilities comments are noted. This is a 
site management or planning issue and 
outside the scope of the plan  

No Revision 
Made 

13 The Church 
Commissioners 
for England 

The proposed SWQ SUE is located adjacent to both North Hykeham and South 
Hykeham and therefore for completeness we consider that North Hykeham 
should be referenced 

Note and revise section 1.9 housing Revision 
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Draft Policy HNP1 'Design of New Development' identifies that development 
will not be supported which does not clearly demonstrate consideration of 
appropriate design policies. However it is not clear which design polices this is 
referring to, whether it is design policies in the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF), the emerging Central Lincolnshire Local Plan, or elsewhere 
in the draft Neighbourhood Plan. The Neighbourhood Plan should provide 
clarity over which policies will be considered when assessing the merits of 
development. 

Comments noted - Policy revised to provide 
clarity  

Revision 

 
Draft Policy HNP2 'Design Statements' sets out the requirements for Design 
Statements which are required for non-residential uses which create additional 
floorspace and residential schemes of three or more dwellings 

Noting that this comment refers to Appendix 
1.  The committee deleted HNP2 in relation 
to revisions to HNP1 and revised Appendix 1 
accordingly. 

Revision  

 
The type of development which requires a Design & Access Statement is set out 
in Legislation - applications for major development, defined in article 2 of the 
Town & Country Planning Order 2015 - Applications for development in a 
designated area where the proposed development consists of one or more 
dwelling or building or buildings with floor space of more than 100sqm - 
applications for listed building consent. 

  The committee deleted HNP2 in relation to 
revisions to HNP1 

Revision  

 
It is not clear whether the reference in the draft policy HNP2 to a Design 
Statement is an additional document required to support particular planning 
applications or whether this reference does in fact relate to the requirement 
established in law for the submission of a Design and Access Statement. We 
would therefore welcome clarity on this matter. 

Noting that this comment refers to Appendix 
1.  The committee deleted HNP2 in relation 
to revisions to HNP1 and revised Appendix 1 
accordingly. 

Revision 

 
Draft Policy HNP3 'South Hykeham Village' - clarity is sought on the 
requirement to submit a Design Statement for all developments. Draft Policy 
HNP3 'South Hykeham Village' identifies that growth outside of the areas 
allocated for development or not in accordance with the growth strategy for 
North Kesteven (as part of Central Lincolnshire) will not be supported. It would 
be useful to cross reference the appropriate plan and policy(s) so the meaning 
of 'growth strategy' is clear and consistently applied. 

The policy relates specifically to South 
Hykeham Village which is addressed as a 
small village in the CLLP. Policy deleted to 
reflect revisions to HNP1.  

Revision  

 
Draft Policy HNP3 'South Hykeham Village' identifies that growth outside of the 
areas allocated for development or not in accordance with the growth strategy 
for North Kesteven (as part of Central Lincolnshire) will not be supported. It 
would be useful to cross reference the appropriate plan and policy(s) so the 
meaning of 'growth strategy' is clear and consistently applied. 

The policy relates specifically to South 
Hykeham Village which is addressed as a 
small village in the CLLP. Policy deleted to 
reflect revisions to HNP1.  

Revision  
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Draft Policy HNP5 'Employment' states that development which enables the 
creation of new jobs and helps existing businesses to remain in the area will be 
supported. It is questioned whether this draft policy applies to residential 
development as the construction of residential development creates significant 
employment opportunities 

It was agreed to reword to say 'development 
but not to include residential development' 

Revision 

 
The current wording of the draft policy could make it difficult to pass the test 
for a development's scale to respect that of surrounding properties and land 
uses. If new development is adjacent to undeveloped greenfield land, then its 
form will by definition be very different. It’s not clear therefore how the scale 
of new development can respect land uses in all circumstances. 

It was agreed to revise the wording of HNP5 
to improve clarity. 

Revision 

 
The requirement for development to make use of renewable technologies 
could cover a wide range of areas, from solar PV to wind to rainwater 
harvesting and so on. However there may be circumstances in which the 
application of renewable technologies isn't appropriate or possible. Potentially 
a scheme may therefore be unable to meet this criterion and an objection to 
the application could be lodged. Making use of renewables should be an 
objective but not an absolute requirement for all schemes in order to accord 
with national policy. 

Comments noted but disagree as policy is 
aspirational and flexible 

No Revision 
Made  

 
Draft Policy HNP7 'Travel Plans' - It is considered that this draft policy may be 
more appropriately named 'Transport' as it refers to a range of transport 
matters not just Travel Plans 

HNP7 re wording to ensure proportionality 
and align with national policy  

Revision 

 
It is considered that the part of the draft policy which states: "The Transport 
Statement should consider specific measures to enhance the use of existing, 
new and enhanced public transport services" should only require measures to 
enhance public transport services where mitigation is required for a 
development and in circumstances where there is insufficient provision rather 
than require enhancements for all developments. New development proposals 
should not be required to remedy existing problems. Any mitigation proposed 
by way of S106 obligations will of course need to meet the CIL tests i.e. 
necessary, directly related, and fairly and reasonably related in scale and kind in 
order to be found lawful 

HNP7 re wording to ensure proportionality 
and align with national policy  

Revision 
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We would raise the same point as above in relation to the final bullet point of 
draft Policy HNP7 which states: "The Transport Statement should consider 
specific measures to enhance the use of existing, new and improved facilities 
for cycling and walking both by users of the development and by the wider 
community". Again development should only be required to mitigate its 
impacts where it is necessary to make the development acceptable in planning 
terms, directly related to the development, and fairly and reasonably related in 
scale and kind to the development. 

HNP7 re wording to ensure proportionality 
and align with national policy  

Revision 

 
Draft Policy HNP8 - Pedestrians & Cyclists - It is considered that the first part of 
this draft policy should be amended to read: "Development proposals should 
enhance cycling and walking networks where appropriate and viable" 

Committee propose rewording to 
"Development proposals should aim to 
enhance cycling and walking networks."  

Revision 

 
The requirement that: "Proposals should link into existing footpath and cycle 
networks and provide connections to local schools, shops and other facilities, 
where these are nearby (within 2,000 metres). "At its extreme this could 
require proposals to provide connections to all of these facilities where they 
are within 2,000 metres of the site. It is very unlikely that it would be viable or 
necessary to provide connections to all facilities as an absolute requirement. It 
is therefore recommended that: "Proposals should seek to link into the existing 
footpath and cycle networks....." 

Policy reworded to ensure proportionality. Revision 

 
Draft Policy HNP9 - Open Space & Recreation - For consistency with other 
proposed policies, consideration should be given to amending the last 
paragraph as follows: "Development which contributes towards the 
improvement of existing , or provision of new, public open space, sport and 
recreational facilities and, subject to the wider policies of the Development 
Plan, will be supported" 

Policy wording to be revised Revision 

 
We wish to make the following comments on the content of Appendix 1: 
Hykeham Neighbourhood Plan Design Criteria: 

Agree – Appendix 1 Wording altered 
accordingly  

  

1 Connections. There may be some circumstances in which no new connections 
with the surroundings are required or indeed deemed desirable. Therefore, a 
requirement to create new connections should only be 'where appropriate to 
do so'. It is important that new development integrates successfully with 
existing built form, however, there will be occasions when sustainable and, in 
all ways appropriate, development comes forward adjacent to open 
countryside and in these circumstances it is questioned how a test of 
'compatibility' will be applied. 

Revision  
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4 Meeting local housing requirements. The requirement to meet local housing 
needs should be linked with a Local Plan policy so that the definition is clear 
and should be subject to consideration of viability. 

Revision 

7 Car and cycle parking. The requirements for car parking should be linked to a 
Local Plan policy to ensure consistency of approach across the district. 

Revision 

10. Streets for all. The word 'of' should be removed after 'encourage' and 
before 'low' 

Revision  

14 Natural 
England 

HNP2: Design Statements - we would suggest that either this policy or a 
separate policy covers the issue of Green Infrastructure (GI) and emphasises 
more strongly the opportunity to make GI links within new developments at 
the earliest stages of the planning process. 

Not agreed as Green infrastructure is 
covered elsewhere in the plan 

No Revision 
Made 

  HNP7: Travel Plans - welcomed Noted - revisions made to reflect national 
policy  

Revision 

  HNP8: Pedestrians & Cyclists - welcomed Noted - revisions made to reflect 
proportionality 

Revision 

  Green Infrastructure Already addressed in the plan   No Revision 
Made 

  Strategic Environment Assessment - Screening - Where Neighbourhood Plans 
could have significant environmental effects they may require a Strategic 
Environmental Assessment SEQ under the Environment Assessment of Plans & 
Programmes Regulations 2014. 

SEA Screening Report Assessment made 
20/12/16 found SEA not required for HNP 

No Revision 
Made 

15  Upper 
Witham, 
Witham First 
District & 
Witham Third 
District IDBs 

It is suggested that the Neighbourhood Plan should support the idea of 
sustainable drainage and that any proposed development should be in 
accordance Local, National and Regional Flood Risk Assessments and 
Management Plans 

Noted. Addressed by the Multi Agency 
Group and the Lead Local Flood Authority, 
Lincolnshire County Council. 

No Revision 
Made 

  No new development should be allowed to be built within flood plain. The 
'Flood Maps' on the Environment Agency website provides information on 
areas at risk. Also risk from surface water flooding should also be considered. 

Noted. Addressed by the Multi Agency 
Group and the Lead Local Flood Authority, 
Lincolnshire County Council. 

No Revision 
Made 

  Under the terms of the Land Drainage Act 1991 and the Boards Byelaws, the 
prior written consent of the board is required for any proposed works or 
structures within any watercourse within the District. 

Noted. Addressed by the Multi Agency 
Group and the Lead Local Flood Authority, 
Lincolnshire County Council. 

No Revision 
Made 
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  Outside the District under the provisions of the Flood and Water Management 
Act 2010, and the Land Drainage Act, 1991 the prior written consent of the 
Lead Local Flood Authority (Lincs County Council) is required for any proposed 
works or structures in any watercourse outside those designated main rivers 
and Internal Drainage Districts. At this location this Board acts as Agents for the 
Lead Local Flood Authority and as such any works, permanent or temporary, in 
any ditch, dyke or other such watercourse will require consent from the Board 

Noted. Addressed by the Multi Agency 
Group and the Lead Local Flood Authority, 
Lincolnshire County Council. 

No Revision 
Made 

16 Highways 
England 

Highways England notes that 2000 dwellings are to be delivered as part of the 
Grange Farm Sustainable Urban Extension of which 1,600 of these dwellings 
will be built within the plan period. In addition to this, Highways England 
understands that 5ha of employment land at Boundary Lane Enterprise Park, 
which is located approximately 0.5 miles from the A46, has been identified. 
Highways England considers that this scale of development has the potential to 
impact upon the operation of the A46 and would expect that a Transport 
Assessment would be carried out in order to better understand the extent of 
the impacts. Welcomes HNP7 and HNP8 

SUEs are allocated within the Central 
Lincolnshire Local Plan and outside the scope 
of the HNP. Support for HNP7 & HNP8 
noted. 

No Revision 
Made 

17 North 
Kesteven 
District Council 

Section 1.2 - amend wording regarding conformity with development plan. Agree Revision 

  Section 1.3 - minor text change, and suggestion text is changed to reflect CLLP 
as HNP examination will take place once CLLP is adopted. 

Agree  Revision 

  Section 1.4 - replace neighbourhood area map with one provided by NKDC. Agree Revision 

  Section 1.5 - option to clarify wording as to what constitutes sustainable 
development, and consistency with NPPF at a local level. 

Agree  Revision 

  Section 1.6 - rewording suggested in line with anticipated adoption of CLLP. Agree Revision 

  Section 1.7 - rewording suggested in line with anticipated adoption of CLLP. 
Minor text query. 

Agree Revision 

  Section 2.1 - positive comment on presentation of consultation findings. Noted No Revision 
Made 

  Vision and Objectives - broadly supported and aligned to NK and CL. Noted No Revision 
Made 

  Policies - "The policies should be drawn out from the surrounding text so that it 
is clear what is policy and what is not. Placing them in boxes is idea to achieve 
this" 

Agreed Revision 
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  Polices - "Plans normally have some form of supporting text for policies to 
explain and justify them, whilst this may not be entirely necessary it could be a 
risk as, if an examiner seeks to amend a policy, there is less information 
available about what the intention of the policy is and why it is justified. It can 
also be used to avoid any confusion or misinterpretation in a planning 
application. This is something that the Steering Group may want to consider 
doing. 

Agreed Revision  

  Policy HNP1 - "Whist the principles of the policy are laudable, it may prove to 
be difficult to deliver on, when considering planning applications. The 
characteristics included in the policy are quite subjective which could lead to 
the policy being applied inconsistently. It is also unclear what would be counted 
as 'appropriate design policies'. Given this lack of clarity it is likely that an 
examiner would seek to remove this policy as not meeting the basic conditions. 
A possible rewording could be as follows: Development proposals which 
demonstrate high standards of design and sustainable construction techniques 
will be supported. Proposals which include poor design, that are unsuitable for 
the site, or that will result in any unacceptable impact without adequate 
mitigation will be refused. Where required, Design and Access Statements and 
associated plans should clearly demonstrate the design process, including a 
clear demonstration of the design quality and suitability of the proposal using 
the Neighbourhood Plan Design Criteria set out in Appendix 1 of this Plan". 

Agree revision and amend policy to read 
“Development proposals which demonstrate 
high standards of design and sustainable 
construction techniques will be supported. 
Proposals which include poor design, that 
are unsuitable for the site, or that will result 
in any unacceptable impact without agreed 
mitigation will be refused. Where required, 
Design and Access Statements and 
associated plans should clearly demonstrate 
the design process, including a clear 
demonstration of the design quality and 
suitability of the proposal using the 
Neighbourhood Plan Design Criteria set out 
in Appendix 1 of this Plan" 

  

  Policy HNP2 - "Design and Access Statements are only required for major 
development schemes (10 or more dwellings). NKDC would not be able to 
refuse to validate an application if a 'Design Statement' were not included for a 
proposal of 3 or more dwellings. Furthermore, this policy offers little in addition 
to other policies in the Development Plan, e.g. South Hykeham Character 
Appraisal is covered by HNP3 and other design criteria in the other policies. The 
proposed amended wording from HNP1 above is considered to be adequate to 
cover the requirements of this policy, and as such, it is recommended that this 
policy be deleted." 

With reference to Amended HNP1 comment 
is agreed and policy to be deleted 
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  HPS3 - 1 - The first paragraph in this policy refers to "the defined area of South 
Hykeham village" - where is this defined? If it is on a map somewhere, this map 
should be referred to, or be clearer about where it applies to, i.e. within the 
continuous built area for example.2 - The first paragraph also refers to the 
"design characteristics set out within the South Hykeham Character Appraisal" 
yet looking at the Appraisal it has a section called "Defining Characteristics & 
Design Principles" - is this the list of criteria that should be responded to in new 
developments? If so, the cross-reference in the policy should exactly match the 
title of the criteria to be applied.3. The second paragraph of this policy refers to 
the Design Statement, which is dealt with against HNP2 above.4. The fourth 
paragraph is contrary to policy LP22 of the CLLP and, as such, should be 
removed. AS it is covered in the CLLP, there is little to be gained by including a 
policy which seeks to reaffirm a function of the green wedge.5. The last bullet 
point in the policy is contrary to national policy as it offers no supporting 
justification for why development will not be allowed and the impacts that are 
trying to be avoided by including this policy. These locations are covered by a 
restrictive policy of the CLLP (LP55) and as such this policy is not necessary to 
include.6. There are also some issues with the Character Appraisal and in 
particular how it can be applied when considering planning applications. 
Assuming the Defining Characteristics & Design Principles section is the criteria 
for which applicants should consider when designing a scheme, a number of 
these are vague, and as such it would be very difficult to consider whether or 
not a planning application satisfies the requirements. This list should be revised 
in order to: make it clear how applicants and decision makers should react to 
these criteria - the first bullet point does this, but the others do not; and ensure 
that only relevant criteria are included (see third bullet point in the criteria for 
example).7. Overall there are a number of issues with this policy that mean it 
will be very difficult to use in practice. It is recommended that the policy is 
deleted and a South Hykeham village section is added to Appendix 1, with the 
Character Appraisal being amended to be a background evidence document to 
underpin whatever criteria are included in the Appendix. If this 
recommendation is followed it should be very clear what locations these 
criteria will apply to. 

Revise “Defining Characteristics & Design 
Principles' to create a set of criteria for 
South Hykeham Village. Revise Appendix 1 to 
incorporate these criteria. Define the South 
Hykeham Village area. Delete HSP3 

Revision 
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  HNP4 - NKDC does not object to the proposed allocation of this Local Green 
Space and the assessment in Appendix 2 appears to provide adequate 
justification for this designation. However, it is recommended that the wording 
in the policy is amended slightly to ensure it is clear for the applicants and 
decision makers and is consistent with the NPPF, as follows:"The area identified 
on figure 1 is allocated as Local Green Space where development is ruled out 
other than in very special circumstances."Some supporting text to the policy 
could refer to the assessment inAppendix 2 - this should not be in the policy 
itself. 

Agree Revise wording  and add supporting 
text as proposed 

Revision 

  HNP5 - The general principles of this policy are supported, but there are some 
detailed issues with parts of the policy: o The cross reference in the first and 
third bullet points should be removed as they are not necessary.o The 
requirements in the third bullet point will not always be relevant or appropriate 
for all scales and types of development. As such this bullet point (without the 
cross references) can be retained if it includes "wherever possible and relevant" 
at the end.o The last bullet point largely duplicates HNP6 and so seems to be 
surplus to requirements. For some employment developments it may not be 
viable to make use of renewable energy technologies so it should be stipulated 
that this is "subject to viability". 

Agree amend policy at 1st and 3rd bullet 
point.  Comment on last bullet point noted 
but change not agreed.  

Revision 

  HNP6 - There are no objections to this policy, it is not clear whether all 
elements will be deliverable, but given the wording as an aspirational policy, it 
encourages development proposals to take up these technologies, but would 
not lead to an application being refused if they do not. This wording is 
important as the Government is actively moving away from different localities 
placing different levels of requirements on development. 

Comments noted  No Revision  

  Section 4.3 - In the second paragraph the date of the document needs to be 
input into the brackets. 

Agree Revision 
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  HNP7: • There are no concerns about the content of the first paragraph of the 
policy. 
• The second paragraph in the policy seeks to require proposals for commercial 
development or for residential developments of three or more dwellings to be 
supported by a Transport Statement. The CLLP only seeks a Transport 
Statement for developments of 50-80 dwellings in policy LP13, with different 
and proportionate types of evidence supporting schemes of different scales. 
Having the requirement for Transport Statements for proposals of 3 or more 
will make it unclear for decision makers which threshold should apply. Some of 
the requirements listed in the policy that need to be considered in Transport 
Statements are not proportionate for very small developments. This policy can 
seek for applicants to consider the impacts of their proposals but it needs to be 
clear that the criteria only apply where relevant and appropriate and that 
evidence should be proportionate to the proposal. 
It should also only apply to development proposals of 10 or more dwellings to 
match the national definition of 'major development'. Alternatively, you could 
rely on LP13 to cover transport considerations. 

Revise wording to Local Transport 
Assessment. Align policy with national policy 
to match the definition of major 
development. 

  

  HNP8 - • The principles of this policy are broadly supported, but some 
rewordingwould assist in its delivery: 0 In the first paragraph it should refer to a 
'Design and AccessStatement' rather than a 'Design Statement';0 In the third 
paragraph, how would this be achieved in all cases and how would a scheme be 
treated if it did not or could not link into existing footpaths or cycleways or 
provide connections to the facilities listed - this would be very difficult to apply 
to planning applications and as such it is recommended that it is removed; and0 
In the final paragraph, it should be made clear that it only applieswhere 
relevant and that provision should be proportionate to the scheme.• This policy 
would benefit from being accompanied by a map which showed existing Public 
Rights of Way and cycle routes if possible. 

Correct terminology to say Design and 
Access Statement and revise sentence 
structure. Revise paragraph 3 in line with 
comments.  Include proportionality.  Map to 
be added to the plan if such a plan is 
available. 

Revision 
[Note, unable to 
source suitable 
Map} 
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  HNP9 -• In the first sentence of the policy what would constitute a mix of 
private space and open space uses? Is the private space referring to gardens or 
to open space for clubs where a membership is needed? Would 
alldevelopments need to provide this, including development for flats, or for 
household extensions? This all needs to be clarified to make this policy usable. 
Furthermore, the way in which the Open Space Audit is proposed to be used is 
unclear, and it is unclear what would constitute the 'policy approach of North 
Kesteven'.• The second paragraph of the policy does not add anything to the 
policy and in fact, undermines the first paragraph as this stipulates that 
anyimprovement to provision will result in support. It is recommended that this 
part of the policy is deleted• Overall, it is recommended that this policy be 
reworded, such as: "Development proposals for new dwellings will be required 
to contribute to the provision of new open space and/or the improvement of 
existing open spaces in accordance with the Open Space Provision Standards in 
the Central Lincolnshire Local Plan. Where relevant, using the findings of the 
Central Lincolnshire Open Space Audit and Provision Standard Assessment 
(2016), or subsequent replacement document, applicants should seek to 
prioritise specific deficiencies in the Hykeham area wherever possible. 
Proposals that will exceed the minimum requirement in the Local Plan will be 
supported. " 

Agreed deletion of paragraph 2.  Agreed 
revised wording "Development proposals for 
new dwellings will be required to contribute 
to the provision of new open space and/or 
the improvement of existing open spaces in 
accordance with the Open Space Provision 
Standards in the Central Lincolnshire Local 
Plan. Where relevant, using the findings of 
the Central Lincolnshire Open Space Audit 
and Provision Standard Assessment (2016), 
or subsequent replacement document, 
applicants should seek to prioritise specific 
deficiencies in the Hykeham area wherever 
possible. Proposals that will exceed the 
minimum requirement in the Local Plan will 
be supported. " 

Revision  

  HNP10 - There are no concerns over this policy Noted No Revision 
Made 

  HNP11 - The inclusion of an updated list of priorities for how CIL will be spent is 
welcomed and provides good transparency for the community. It is assumed 
that this policy refers to the neighbourhood portion of the Levy, (once CIL is 
adopted). As such this policy should specifically make it clear that this relates 
only to the "neighbourhood portion" of CIL funds collected, e.g. "The 
neighbourhood portion of Community Infrastructure Levy income collected 
within Hykeham, will be targeted at locally identified ... " 

Revise policy wording to include "The 
neighbourhood portion of Community 
Infrastructure Levy income collected within 
Hykeham, will be targeted at locally 
identified ... " 

Revision 

  Chapter 5 - This chapter makes it clear that these items are not part of the 
neighbourhood plan and so no comments are provided. 

Noted No Revision 
Made 

  This chapter makes it clear both how North Hykeham Town Council and South 
Hykeham Parish Council will help deliver the policies of the neighbourhood 
plan. 

Noted No Revision 
Made 
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18 Resident 
(Rhodes) 

Request of hard copy of information Actioned Delivered 
10/3/17 

19 H & S Roe & 
Sons Limited 

Concerns that objectives and policies repeat provision of the NPPF and CLLP 
without specific local issues. Approach considered contrary to paragraph 184 of 
the NPPF. Request that policies that do not provide any local specific detail be 
deleted. 

Comment noted but the Committee rejected 
these comments on the grounds that HNP 
policies were directly related to the local 
priorities identified throughout the Plan 
making process. The policies align with the 
strategic needs and priorities of the wider 
area. They are in general conformity with 
the Local Plan and do not promote less 
development than set out in the Local Plan 

No Revision 
Made 

  HNP identifies housing as a key need. Request for HNP to identify and support 
the proposed major development sites in the area. 

Comment noted. The Plan has not 
considered allocations.  

No Revision 
Made  

  HNP3 - Policy does not explain the particular importance of maintaining 
[separation] between North and South Hykeham. Policy fails to reference the 
SUE or other proposed allocations that occupy land designated as Green 
Wedge. The larger areas of green wedge around Hykeham are also ignored. It is 
unclear what approach should be taken to the rest of the green wedge in and 
around Hykeham. 

Revise “Defining Characteristics & Design 
Principles' to create a set of criteria for 
South Hykeham Village. Revise Appendix 1 to 
incorporate these criteria. Define the South 
Hykeham Village area. Delete HSP3 

No Revision 
Made  

  Request that HNP is amended to acknowledge and support all allocations, but 
specifically the SUEs. The plan should also provide greater clarity regarding the 
approach that will be taken to green wedge across the plan area. 

Comment noted. HNP has not considered or 
proposed allocations 

No Revision 
Made  

20 CEMEX UK General concern that the HNP contains objectives and policies that repeat the 
NPPF and LP provisions without specific regard to the issues facing Hykeham - 
contrary to paragraph 184 of the NPPF. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Comment noted but the Committee rejected 
these comments on the grounds that HNP 
policies were directly related to the local 
priorities identified throughout the Plan 
making process. The policies align with the 
strategic needs and priorities of the wider 
area. They are in general conformity with 
the Local Plan and do not promote less 
development than set out in the Local Plan 

No Revision 
Made  



HYKEHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN | CONSULTATION STATEMENT | PAGE 71 

  Request that policies that do not provide any locally specific detail be deleted 
from the plan. 

Comment noted but the Committee rejected 
these comments on the grounds that the 
HNP policies were directly related to the 
local priorities identified throughout the Plan 
making process. 

No Revision 
Made  

  Request that the plan identifies and supports the major potential development 
sites in the area. 

Comment noted. HNP has not considered or 
proposed allocations 

No Revision 
Made  

  HNP9 - no areas of deficit or opportunity have been identified in the plan. 
Reliance is on the standards set by NKDC. Reference is made to the Central 
Lincolnshire Open Space Audit but the findings are not repeated in the NP, it is 
therefore difficult to know what type of proposal would be welcome. 

Comment noted. Central Lincolnshire Open 
Space Audit is part of the evidence base for 
the Local Plan. Duplicating this evidence is 
not considered necessary.   

Revision  

  Policy fails to reference the Witham Valley Country Park Project which seeks to 
provide greater public access to open countryside and covers large areas of the 
NP area. 

Comment noted. Witham Valley Country 
Park Project is a documented concept and 
was not considered relevant to the Plan 

No Revision 
Made  

  NP must provide more assessment and guidance about the specific needs of 
the area and how the needs could be met. 

Comment noted. The Committee consider 
that the Plan addresses the specific needs of 
the area. 

No Revision 
Made  

  Green Wedge. NP only makes specific reference to that part of the green 
wedge between North Hykeham and South Hykeham. Now acknowledgement 
appears to have been made to the changes. In the CLLP to accommodate new 
development. As a consequence of this omission the NP fails to give clarity and 
certainty to guide decision makers when considering development proposals. 

Comment noted. Proposed HNP1 
amendments and amended   South Hykeham 
Village criteria to be appended in a modified 
Appendix 1. Support the deletion of HNP3. 

Revision  

  Changes requested: The plan should identify and acknowledge appropriate 
development sites.- A review of the Green Wedge to identify key areas of 
importance for the local community.- Promote suitable sites for inclusion in the 
Witham Valley Country Park.- Hykeham quarry should be allocated for 
residential development. 

Request noted. Points addressed in the 
responses above.  

Revision   

 


