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Map 1 Barby and Onley Designated Neighbourhood Area 

 

© Crown copyright and database rights 2015 Ordnance Survey   



3 
 

1.0 Introduction and Background 
 
1.1 This Consultation Statement has been prepared in accordance with The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (SI No. 

637) Part 5 Paragraph 15 (2)1 which defines a “consultation statement” as 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. 
 

1.2 The Submission Barby and Onley Neighbourhood Development Plan has been prepared in response to the Localism Act 2011, which 
gives Parish councils and other relevant bodies, new powers to prepare statutory Neighbourhood Plans to help guide development in their 
local areas.  These powers give local people the opportunity to shape new development, as planning applications are determined in 
accordance with national planning policy and the local development plan (and any other material considerations) and neighbourhood 
plans form part of this planning policy framework.  Other new powers include Community Right to Build Orders whereby local communities 
have the ability to grant planning permission for new buildings.    

 
1.3 Barby and Onley Parish Council applied to Daventry District Council for Designation as a Neighbourhood Area.  This was approved on 

25th July 2013.  The Designated Neighbourhood Area is shown on Map 1 Designated Neighbourhood Area on Page 2 and has the same 
boundary as Barby and Onley Parish. 

 
1.4 A volunteer steering group of villagers with both a passion for the Barby and Onley Parish was set up by the Parish Council to help in the 

development of this plan.  From an early stage, the steering group carried out a questionnaire, the aim of which was to reach right across 
the various groups, businesses, individuals and landowners to build up a picture (and evidence base) for the development of the Barby 
and Onley Neighbourhood Development Plan 

 
1.5 From an early stage in the preparation of the Plan, the Parish Council through the steering group supported an approach to engage as 

many local people as possible in the plan process.  The Submission Barby and Onley Neighbourhood Development Plan is built on a firm 
foundation of community engagement activity which included a questionnaire.  Regular updates on the progress of the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan have been included in the Parish Magazine, to help ensure residents and stakeholders have been kept informed of 
key stages in the plan’s preparation.  

                                                           
1 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/contents/made 
 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/contents/made
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2.0 Draft Neighbourhood Plan Development and Informal Public Consultation 
 
2.1 January 2014 
 
2.1.1 A very well attended meeting was held in Barby Village Hall in January 2014, when 46 members of the Parish were all keen to give their 

views on how the village should develop over the next 10 – 15 years.  Publicity documents and the results of the meeting are included at 
Appendix I 

 
2.2 March 2014 
 
2.2.1 A second public meeting was held in Barby Village Hall on March 2014 when an initial Neighbourhood Plan committee was created and 

were tasked with creating a Parish Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
2.2.2 A review of the aspirational suggestions identified in the early consultations were broken down into categories and the start of work on a 

questionnaire was discussed.  The Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group finalised the questionnaire that would give residents the 
opportunity to identify what they thought was important in planning for the future of the villages.  This questionnaire was distributed in 
October 2014 

 
2.3 Social Networking 
 
2.3.1 The steering group used Parish Council pages on Facebook and Twitter to distribute information to the Parish and.  Screenshots of the 

pages are included at Appendix II.  In addition, the Steering Group set up a specific section on the Parish Council website to distribute 
information. 

 
2.4 Questionnaire – October 2014 
 
2.4.1 The questionnaire was distributed to households in October 2014 and was also available to complete online through survey monkey.  The 

full questionnaire is available at Appendix III.  The full results can be seen at Appendix IV 
 
2.4.2 An analysis of the responses was carried out by the Steering Group with the following being raised as issues: 
 

• Retention of village character 
• Develop by less than 10% of the Parish 
• Developments should be 1-10 properties 
• Traffic Speed and volumes 
• Lack of traffic calming measures 
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• HGV traffic 
• Range of house types required 
• No industrial/commercial development required 
• Additional community facilities required 

 
2.4.3 Barby and Onley’s results were analysed separately as they were perceived to have quite different concerns. However, both sets had 

over 70% agreement on the following:  
 

• Overwhelming desire to retain the Village Character  
• Respondents liked the landscaping, design, use and planting of open spaces and recreational areas 
• Opposition to development of recreational, green and open spaces  
• Increase in the number of houses of no more than 10% over the next 15 years (that would equal 42 houses across the Parish) and 

these to be on small scale development sites (less than 10 houses) 
• Any development to be of a mix of housing types and in keeping with character of the surrounding properties. 
• No development of new sites for commercial activity 
 

 
2.4.4 Based on the information gathered from the questionnaire responses and knowledge of the local area, the following were identified as 

key issues to be addressed in the Neighbourhood Development Plan. 
 

• Need to protect the village form, size and character. 
• New housing to a scale in keeping with the village 
• Need to maintain the separation of the various settlements, including from Rugby to the north 
• Volume and speed of traffic; HGV’s 
• Protection of open and green spaces 
• Protection and development of Community assets. 
• Issues around physical access to Onley and local services 
• Support of small businesses 
• Preservation of heritage 
• Protection of views of Barby Hill 
• Protection of views out of the village from Daventry Road and Kilsby Road 
• Maintenance and enhancement of rural nature of the Parish 
• Maintenance and enhancement of footpaths 
• Cross-boundary issues e.g. Kilsby NDP and with Rugby 
• School parking 
• Surface water drainage 
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2.4.5 The following non-planning matters were also identified and these aspirations will be taken forward by the Parish Council as future Parish 

Actions: 
 

In Barby the issues concerning >70% of the respondents were: 
 

• Parking at the start and end of the school day 
• Traffic Speed & Volumes  
• Road maintenance (has since improved) 

 
In Onley the issues concerning >70% of the respondents were: 

 
• Un-adopted roads and services  
• Surface water drainage 
• The lack of access to broadband and mobile telecoms  

 
Other Parish Actions: 

 
• Seating in open spaces/play areas (Parish Action) 
• Further restriction HGV traffic through the village and on the Ridgeway 
• Traffic calming measures 
• Doctor’s surgery 

 
 
2.5 Parish Newsletter 
 
2.5.1 The Parish Newsletter has regularly included updates on the Neighbourhood Plan process.  Excerpts have been provided at Appendix V. 
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3.0 Regulation 14 Consultation – Barby and Onley Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan from 21st September 2015 until 5pm 1st 

November 2015.   
  
3.1 The public consultation on the Barby and Onley Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan was carried out in accordance with The 

Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (SI No. 637) Part 5 Pre-submission consultation and publicity, paragraph 14.  This 
states that:  
 
Before submitting a plan proposal to the local planning authority, a qualifying body must—  

 
(a) publicise, in a manner that is likely to bring it to the attention of people who live, work or carry on business in the neighbourhood 

area 
(i) details of the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan; 
(ii) details of where and when the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan may be inspected; 
(iii) details of how to make representations; and 
(iv) the date by which those representations must be received, being not less than 6 weeks from the date on which the draft 

proposal is first publicised; 
(b) consult any consultation body referred to in paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 whose interests the qualifying body considers may be 

affected by the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan; and send a copy of the proposals for a neighbourhood 
development plan to the local planning authority. 

 
Consultation on the Draft Barby and Onley Neighbourhood Development Plan 

 
3.2 The Draft Barby and Onley Neighbourhood Development Plan was published for public consultation from 21st September 2015 until 5pm 

1st November 2015.   The draft plan, and representation form was available for viewing and downloading from the Parish website - 
www.bit.ly/bandonp.  Screenshots are included at Appendix VI. 

 
3.3 Links were also provided on the Daventry District Council website.  Screenshots are provided at Appendix VII 
 
3.4 Hard copies of the full document and the representation form were also available to view at the following locations: 
 
 Catherine Camp 18 Kilsby Road, Barby 

David Blezard 3 Rugby Road, Barby 
Ian Webb 6 Daventry Road, Barby 
David Finch 13 Onley Park 

 

file://///KIRKWELLS/Users/Kirkwells/Central%20shared%20Kirkwells/CLIENTS%20WORK/0167%20Barby%20and%20Onley/Consultation%20statement/www.bit.ly/bandonp
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3.5 An email or letter was sent to the list of consultation bodies kindly provided by Daventry District Council, together with a list of local groups 

and organisations.  The list of consultation bodies / consultees is provided in Appendix VIII together with a copy of the email and the 
response form. 

 
3.6 It was stated that all responses should be made in writing. A response form was prepared for submitting comments which can be found 

at the rear of the Consultation Summary Document delivered to all Parishioners. It is also available for downloading from the website and 
on request from the Parish Clerk. Extra copies could be found at the Village Shop/Post Office.   It was stated that all comments should be 
returned to by email to or returned to any member of Steering Committee. 

 
3.7 Two open meetings were held at Barby Village Hall (10th October 2015) and Onley Village Hall (11th October 2015) at which members 

of the public attended to collect a hard copy of the draft Plan and comment forms.  They discussed various aspects of the plan with the 
Committee members before completing appropriate comment forms.  During the local consultation period over 50 comments were 
received from 12 consultees.  The two open meetings were advertised in the September newsletter in Appendix V 

 
3.8 All responses submitted in writing or by email were given careful consideration and have been used to inform the revised, Submission 

Draft Plan. 
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4.0 Summary of Consultation Responses to the Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan 
 
4.1 In all 12 representations were made.  Comments were received from local residents / households.  The majority of representations from 

local residents supported the plan, or offered suggestions for amendments.  There were representations from a number of consultation 
bodies, namely: 

 Northamptonshire County Council Planning Services and 

 Daventry District Council   

4.2 Table 1 below sets out the responses submitted to the Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan, together with information about how these 
responses have been considered by the Parish Council and have informed the amendments to the Submission Neighbourhood 
Development Plan.  Table 2 sets out responses from the Consultation Bodies to the SEA Screening Report. 
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Table 1 Summary of Consultation Responses and Consideration of Responses, Barby and Onley Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

Barby and Onley Parish Council – Responses to Official Consultation Period 21st September 2015 until 5pm 1st November 2015.   

Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

1-1 Ross 
Holdgate, 
Rural 
England 

   Comment Natural England has previously given advice to 
Daventry District Council on screening of the draft plan 
for the need for Strategic Environmental Assessment 
and Habitats Regulations Assessment in a letter dated 
15th September 2015. Based on the information in the 
screening report we advised that the plan would not 
affect any sites, such as Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest, which Natural England has a statutory duty to 
protect. Given the lack of impact to such sites Natural 
England does not wish to make any further comments 
on the draft Neighbourhood Development Plan at this 
time. 

Noted. No change 

2-2 Julian Austin, 
National Grid 

   Comment An assessment has been carried out with respect to 
National Grid’s electricity and gas transmission 
apparatus which includes high voltage electricity 
assets and high pressure gas pipelines, and also 
National Grid Gas Distribution’s Intermediate and High 
Pressure apparatus. National Grid has identified that it 
has no record of such apparatus within the 
Neighbourhood Plan area. 
 
Whilst there are no implications for National Grid Gas 
Distribution’s Intermediate / High Pressure apparatus, 
there may however be Low Pressure (LP) / Medium 
Pressure (MP) Gas Distribution pipes present within 
proposed development sites. If further information is 
required in relation to the Gas Distribution network  
 
Please contact plantprotection@nationalgrid.com 

Noted.  There are no 
proposed development 
sites, so gas pipes will 
be unaffected.  

No change 

3-3 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

 1.17  
et al 

 Comment Presentation: The use of emboldened text throughout 
the document is erratic and sometimes very funny, e.g. 
1.17 one third of the word “Church” is emboldened 

Noted and accepted.   
This is due to 
conversion from word to 
PDF at a low resolution.  
Next version will be a 

Remove bold formatting 
where it is not relevant. 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

higher resolution which 
will alleviate this 

3-4 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

10 1.29  Comment If necessary at all, it should include the whole phrase 
“3 Junctions Area on the UK’s inland waterways 
network” 

Noted and accepted.  As 
3-1 

As 3-1 

3-5 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

13 2.7  Comment Why highlight the “’s”? There are innumerable example 
like these throughout the document. 

Noted and accepted.  As 
3-1 
 

As 3-1 

3-6 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

19 5.1.1 BO-
GP1 

Comment I assume ALL the listed criteria (a-g) must be met, 
therefore the word and should be inserted between 
each. 

The “and” may be too 
restrictive.  However, 
amendment to the policy 
is required to make it 
clearer. 
 

Amend second Paragraph 
of Policy BO-GP1 to 
remove  
“and will be acceptable 
when it:” 
 
Add additional sentence 
at end of policy 
 
“New developments which 
fail to meet the above 
criteria will not be 
acceptable.” 

3-5 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

19 5.1.1 BO-
GP1 

Comment I think a new criterion should be added, e.g. (h) uses 
latest technological advances (e.g. solar energy, heat 
pumps, etc.) to minimise energy consumption and 
carbon emissions. 

Noted and accepted. Amend policy BO-GP1 to 
add an additional 
criterion: 
 
“(h) uses latest 
technological advances 
(e.g. solar energy, heat 
pumps, etc.) to minimise 
energy consumption and 
carbon emissions.” 

3-6 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

27  BO-
H2 

Comment In criterion 5 it refers to “Policy BO-H5 of the plan”. H5 
does not exist. 

Noted and accepted.   
Should refer to Policy 
BO-H1 

Amend criterion 5 in BO-
H2 to read: 
 
“In accordance with 
criteria (a) – (j) within 
Policy BO-H1 of the plan” 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

3-7 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

27 Table 
1 

 Comment In table 1, first line, “All households” the number shown 
for Barby and Onley is 521, BUT on page 8, para 1.20 
it is 531. 

Noted.  In the Census 
2011 figures there are 
531 dwellings, but only 
521 households. 

No change. 

3-8 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

30 Colour
ed 
Panels 

 Comment The first coloured panel in “Parish Action 2” followed 
by “3”, “4” and “5”.  “6” and “7” and “8” are on page 36. 
Where is “Parish Action 1”? 

Noted and accepted 
 

Re-number Parish 
Actions.  Cross reference 
Parish actions.  Add text 
 
“Further Parish Actions 
are shown after Policy 
BO-CF4 on page 36” 
 

3-9 Harvey & Pat 
Leslie 

39 Inset 
Map, 
Onley 

 Comment (See map below) the shaded area is also part of the 
open space.   

Accepted.  
The blue shaded area is 
open space. The red 
shaded area can be 
designated as local 
green space. 

Amend Inset Map Onley. 

4-1 Mrs. 
C.M.Allan 

   Support Concur with draft Noted. No change 

5-1 David 
Blezard 

7 1.18  Comment Remove “Onley has its own Village Hall” as it has been 
mentioned already in 1.7 

Notes and accepted Remove “Onley has its 
own Village Hall” from 
1.18. 

5-2 David 
Blezard 

38-
39 

Maps  Comment I think the Barby Sports Ground and Onley Open 
Space should be marked as Local Green Space, 
especially as they are of such significant size and local 
amenity. 

Noted.  Not accepted.  
Barby Sports Ground 
and Onley Open Space 
are extensive tracts of 
land, and don’t 
necessarily fit with the 
NPPF criteria 

No change 

6-1 Ann Luntley 34-
38 

  Comment No. 5 on list marked as No 10 on Map Noted and Accepted Amend map accordingly. 

6-2 Ann Luntley 34-
38 

  Comment No. 10 on list marked as No 14 on Map Noted and Accepted Amend map accordingly. 

6-3 Ann Luntley 34-
38 

  Comment No. 14 on list marked as No 5 on Map Noted and Accepted Amend map accordingly. 

6-4 Ann Luntley 34-
38 

  Comment What about the square of land at junction of Rugby 
Road and bottom of the Green beside the footpath 
from the pub. Is that privately owned? It’s mown by the 
contractors. 

Noted and accepted.  
Add to map as 
extension of No 4. 

Amend map accordingly. 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

7-1 Penny Mould 
Principal 
Transport 
Planner, 
Northants 
Highways 

   Support Northamptonshire Highways support the policy 
objectives and policies set out within the plan with 
regards to transportation matter. 

Noted No change 

7-2 Penny Mould 
Principal 
Transport 
Planner, 
Northants 
Highways 

  BO – 
CF4 

Comment Would like to suggest an alteration to the wording in 
Policy BO – CF4 (Community facilities and Community 
Infrastructure Levy) with regards to the adoption of 
roads within Onley. Changing the word ‘expedite’ to 
‘investigate’ would manage local expectation with 
regard to this matter. 

Noted and accepted. Amend second proposal 
in BO-CF4 to replace 
“expedite” with “support.” 

8-1 Tom James 
Principal 
Policy Officer 
(DDC) 

   Comment Where local evidence through previous consultation 
supports the inclusion of policies this should be set out 
in the supporting text. 

Noted and accepted. Additional information 
inserted in Paras 5.2.3, 
5.2.5 and 5.6.1. 

8-2 Tom James 
 

   Comment Barby Pools Marina- the text should be clarified to 
confirm that it has planning consent (DA/2012/0440) 
because at present it is not clear what status the 
proposal has and what role the Neighbourhood Plan is 
seeking to have in its development. If it is only 
intended as context to development taking place in the 
area this should clearly be set out. 

Noted and accepted Insert in Paragraph 1.28 
first sentence: 
 
“, which has been granted 
planning permission 
(DA/2012/0440).”   
 
Barby Pools Marina text 
amended. 

8-3 Tom James 
 

 2.6  Comment Replace ‘policy’ with ‘practice’ Noted and accepted Replace ‘policy’ with 
‘practice’ 

8-4 Tom James 
 

 2.9  Comment Final sentence- insert “also” before remains. Noted and accepted Final sentence- insert 
“also” before remains. 

8-5 Tom James 
 

 2.10  Comment Replace ‘2010’ with ‘2007’ and at the end of the 
sentence insert “Furthermore some of the saved 
policies were replaced on adoption of the West 
Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy” 

Noted and accepted Replace ‘2010’ with ‘2007’ 
and at the end of the 
sentence insert 
“Furthermore some of the 
saved policies were 
replaced on adoption of 
the West 
Northamptonshire Joint 
Core Strategy” 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

8-6 Tom James 
 

 2.11  Comment This should be changed to reflect that the Settlements 
and Countryside Local Plan will cover the whole of the 
district 

Noted and accepted Insert in sentence 4 of 
2.11 after district 
 
“of Daventry” 

8-7 Tom James 
 

 4.1  Comment Objective 2- insert “the” before Parish Noted and accepted Objective 2- insert “the” 
before Parish 

8-8 Tom James 
 

 5.0  Comment Plan period should be to 2029 not 2026 Noted and accepted Amend 5.0 to read 2029 

8-9 Tom James 
 

   Comment The following changes are suggested to ensure that 
the plan meets the basic conditions, specifically to 
ensure that it is positively prepared and is thus 
appropriate having regard to the NPPF and that it is in 
general conformity with the development plan. 
Furthermore some wording changes are required for 
clarity. 

Noted No change 

8-
10 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
GP1 

Comment b) replace ‘uses’ with ‘enables use of’ 
c) replace ‘does not have a detrimental effect’ with 
‘protects residential amenity’ and delete ‘by 
reason of noise or other nuisance’ 
d) replace ‘does not have a detrimental effect on’ with 
‘ensures’ 
e) replace ‘does not result in the loss’ with ‘protects 
and enhances areas which make’ 

Noted and accepted Amend policy BO-GP1 as 
follows: 
b) replace ‘uses’ with 
‘enables use of’ 
c) replace ‘does not have 
a detrimental effect’ with 
‘protects residential 
amenity’ and delete ‘by 
reason of noise or other 
nuisance’ 
d) replace ‘does not have 
a detrimental effect on’ 
with ‘ensures’ 
e) replace ‘does not result 
in the loss’ with ‘protects 
and enhances areas 
which make’ 

8-
11 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
D1 

Comment Delete ‘all’ in second sentence Noted and accepted Delete ‘all’ in second 
sentence 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

8-
12 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
D2 

Comment Criterion 7- allows for development outside of the 
settlement boundary which conflicts with BO-D1 and 
BO-H1- is this intentional? This should be amended to 
ensure the plan is consistent. 

Noted and accepted Remove “adjoining” from 
criterion 7 of BO-D2. 

8-
13 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
D3 

Comment Second para should have an a) and subsequent 
sections re-lettered. 
 

Accepted 
 

Amend second Para to be 
the first criterion.  
Renumber following 
criteria. 

8-
13 

Tom James 
 

 5.3.5  Comment Para 5.3.5 It is unclear what ‘more across the board’ 
means and this should be clarified. 

Accepted 
Remove “more across 
the board”,  

Delete “more across the 
board from Paragraph 
5.3.5   

8-
14 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
H1 

Comment Supporting text- the explanation of policy H2 
incorrectly refers to 31% affordable housing- this 
should be changed to 40%. 
There is a strong level of repetition with policy BO-D1 
particularly on design grounds and this should be 
avoided. 

Noted and accepted 
 
 

Delete criterion (f), (g) and 
(j) and replace with  
 
 “(g) Is in accordance with 
all relevant policies within 
this Neighbourhood Plan.” 
 

8-
15 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
H2 

Comment To ensure the plan is appropriate regarding the NPPF, 
particularly paragraph 55 relating to avoiding isolated 
homes in the countryside and to ensure the plan 
contributes to the achievement of sustainable 
development it is suggested that the policy is amended 
as follows; 
Criterion 5- Delete 
Final Sentence- Delete 
Criterion 6- Amend as follows; It is rural exception 
housing in accordance with Daventry DC 
policies policy H3 of the West Northamptonshire Joint 
Core Strategy 

Noted and accepted Amend policy BO-H2 as 
follows: 
 
Criterion 5- Delete 
Final Sentence- Delete 
Amend Criterion 6- “It is 
rural exception housing in 
accordance with policy H3 
of the West 
Northamptonshire Joint 
Core Strategy” 

8-
16 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
E1 

Comment There are concerns that the policy isn’t deliverable 
through restricting equivalent provision to only being 
within the settlement boundary. Furthermore, it is not 
clear what change of use it is referring to. Therefore, 
the following changes are suggested; 
Redevelopment or change of use of existing 
employment premises to non-employment uses will 
only be permitted when: 
The applicant can clearly demonstrate that the 
employment premises have been empty for 6 months 

Noted and accepted Amend Policy BO-E1 as 
follows: 
 
“Redevelopment or 
change of use of existing 
employment premises to 
non-employment uses will 
only be permitted when: 
The applicant can clearly 
demonstrate that the 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

or more and during that time actively marketed for 
employment use without securing a viable new use of 
this type; 
or 
Equivalent, or better, provision is made, elsewhere 
within the settlement boundary in close proximity to the 
village, to replace the proposed loss of local 
employment space. 

employment premises 
have been empty for 6 
months or more and 
during that time actively 
marketed for employment 
use without securing a 
viable new use of this 
type; 
or 
Equivalent, or better, 
provision is made, in 
close proximity to the 
village, to replace the 
proposed loss of local 
employment space.” 

8-
17 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
E2 

Comment It is considered that the final three criteria repeat policy 
BO-GP1 and therefore aren’t required. 

Noted and accepted Delete final three criteria 
and replace with: 
 
“• Is in accordance with all 
relevant policies of the 
Neighbourhood Plan “ 

8-
18 

Tom James 
 

  BO-
CF1 

Comment At present it is considered that the policy may be 
overly restrictive for allowing necessary development 
to support certain areas of Local Green Space, e.g. 
play space within recreation grounds. To address this 
issue the policy should be amended as follows; 
“New development which impacts adversely on the 
openness of these sites will only be permitted in very 
special circumstances and where necessary to support 
the areas role and function.” 
Furthermore, whilst the table and the policy correctly 
refers to paragraphs 76 and 77 of the NPPF there are 
concerns that the table does not provide a sufficient 
justification against the criteria of para 77. Therefore 
some consideration should be given to evidencing their 
special qualities, e.g. through responses to the 
community consultation. 

Noted and accepted Amend Policy BO CF1: 
 
“New development which 
impacts adversely on the 
openness of these sites 
will only be permitted in 
very special 
circumstances and where 
necessary to support the 
area’s role and function.” 
 
Amend Table 3 
accordingly. 
 

 
9-1 

Richard 
Chillingsworth 

15 3.5  Comment "Develop by less than 10%" 
Is the 10% based on current property numbers (i.e. 
440 in Barby) 

Intended to mean 10% 
of the entire Parish. 

Amend Paragraph 3.5  
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

Will the property number accumulate by each build? or 
will 484 be the maximum number of properties. 
Is there available space to build 44 properties? 

The number will not 
increase after each 
build. 

"Develop by less than 
10% of the Parish" 

9-2 Richard 
Chillingsworth 

15 3.6  Comment 3.6 heading is "Barby and Onley 
Of the 42 houses, what would be the %split between 
Barby and Onley? 

The 42% covers the 
entire Parish. There is 
no quota system 
proposed. 

Insert “across the Parish” 
in Bullet 4 of 3.6 

9-3 Richard 
Chillingsworth 

25 5.3.7 BO-
H2 

Comment What is 31% of 5? and does it mean sites could be 
built in 4s so there would be NO affordable housing 
constructed. 

31% is wrong.  
Amended to 40% as 8-
14 above. 

No change 

9-4 Richard 
Chillingsworth 

30 3  Comment To also include Longdown Lane. Noted and accepted Add “Longdown Lane” 
into Parish Action (3) now 
(2) 

9-5 Richard 
Chillingsworth 

35 2  Comment What is the definition of Demand? 
E.g. If the Pub is closed for 12 months, is that facility 
deemed to be no longer a required facility. 

Noted and accepted.   Amend Policy BO-CF3 
criterion 2: 
 
“Satisfactory evidence is 
produced that the site has 
been actively marketed 
for a prolonged period of 
12 months or more 
without securing a viable 
use for the facility.” 

10-
1 

David Finch 39 Inset 
Map, 
Onley 

 Comment The map of Onley Park is out of date (c.40 years) and 
is not indicative of the habitation of trees and 
hedgerows that exist today. I suggest that the Google 
Earth map (Scan below) is more appropriate and 
should replace the existing map which was produced 
for the title deeds application. 
I have researched the Google Earth copyright 
permission web site and find that there is no restriction 
on the use of their maps, taking note that: - 

1) Attributions are made on the map; this usually 
appears automatically on the content (see 
scan) 

2) We are not allowed to make any changes (e.g. 
delete, blur etc.) to their products that would 
make them look significantly different. 

3) No explicit permission is required for a print 
project. 

The purpose of these 
two maps is to show (a) 
the village envelope, 
BO-H1 and (b) 
open/green spaces, BO-
CF1  
It is not intended to 
show the details 
requested. 
 
This should be clarified 
by adding the key to the 
Onley map and perhaps 
changing the title.  
 
Also the reference out to 
the maps from BO-CF1 

Amend Onley map and 
add key. 
”   
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

The Google Map of Onley Park is not too dissimilar to 
that which I propose to replace, however, I have 
included markers to indicate the Village Hall, Sports 
Ground and open spaces, etc. It will be see that 
approximately 35% of one section of open space area 
is covered by well-established trees and is bounded by 
hedgerows. The second large area of open space is a 
marked out sports field which also contains the Village 
Hall. 
Running alongside this green area is a service road 
retained and owned by the Ministry of Justice, this road 
is gated and locked for security purposes in the event 
that an emergency occurs in the prison compound. 
There are other small areas of open space land also 
indicated. All other small green areas are privately 
owned by residents. 

should be clarified to 
include the words 
“settlement boundary” 
 
There are copyright 
issues with reproducing 
Google earth maps in 
documents for public 
use. 
   

11-
1 

Gavin 
Callard 

   Comment This document has clearly taken much time and effort 
to prepare and it should be noted that by raising the 
points I have I am by no means wanting to negative all 
the positives that are in it - rather I just have limited 
time so must concentrate my efforts on the points that 
most concern me 

Noted No change 

11-
2 

Gavin 
Callard 

6 1.5  Comment This states that The open space land is clearly defined 
on a map as an addendum to a binding agreement 
between Daventry District Council and the Principal 
Secretary of State…I believe the land in Onley was 
given to the Parish Council not Daventry District 
Council. 

Noted and accepted. 
 

Amend Paragraph 1.5: 
 
“to the council” to “to 
Barby & Onley Parish 
Council” 

11-
3 

Gavin 
Callard 

17 4.1  
Point 1 

 Comment States "To protect and preserve the size, form and 
character of the village.  
Should this not read Parish? If not which village is this 
about? 
 

Noted and accepted. Amend objective 1 from 
“village” to “Parish”. 

11-
4 

Gavin 
Callard 

24 5.3.1  Comment This states that the Daventry District Council Local 
Plan identifies Barby as a “Restricted infill Village” 
Should this not state that the Parish of Barby and 
Onley is a restricted infill Parish? Or is this just Barby? 

Noted.  Onley is a 
“Hamlet” in the Local 
Plan. Restricted infill 
applies to Barby only 

Amend para 5.3.1 to 
insert “village” after Barby.  

11-
5 

Gavin 
Callard 

24 5.3.3  Comment This states that there is an assumption for the 
purposes of the Neighbourhood Development Plan that 
Barby would likely be a secondary service village… 

Noted and accepted. Amend 5.3.3 as follows: 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

Again, should this not be Parish? I don’t see a mention 
of Onley here. 

“Onley is likely to be 
identified within the 
category “other village” 
due to the lack of services 
and reliance on larger 
villages.” 

11-
6 

Gavin 
Callard 

29 5.4.4  Comment Point 2 states that “...and the reduction in traffic 
speeds on routes through the village centre…” 
  
Should this not read village centres or is Onley not 
included in this either? 
  
It then mentions “… to support future development in 
the village.” 
Again should village not read villages or Parish or is 
Onley not included in this? 

Change point 2 to 
“Barby village centre”. 
Add a bullet point 
regarding speeding 
down Prison Drive. 
 
 
 
 
 

Amend Policy B)-TH1 
bullet 2 to “Barby village 
centre”. 
Add a bullet point 
regarding speeding down 
Prison Drive. 
 
 
Final sentence 
Change “village” to 
“Parish” 

11-
7 

Gavin 
Callard 

29 5.4.4  Comment Pages 38-39 
On pages 38 and 39 it is not clear why some areas are 
classed as Open Space and others as Local Green 
Space to add to this confusion all of the referenced 
areas in Barby (other than the Sports Ground) are. 
According to the colour Key, Local Green Space 
whereas everything for Onley Park is shown as Open 
Space. 
  
The areas shown in Onley Park are not the full extent 
of the open space land that H.M.P transferred to the 
Parish Council. There is more land in the north-east of 
the settlement where the basketball courts are and 
then further land in the south-west corner, directly 
south of the 6 or so houses that stand apart from the 
main estate layout. 
  
This needs to be clarified, shown accurately and have 
the colours set out more clearly. 

Noted.  Local green 
space can only be 
designated if it is in 
accordance with the 
criteria within Para 76 
and 77 of NPPF. 
 
Barby sports ground and 
Onley open space are 
extensive tracts of land 
and have protection as 
playing fields/sports 
grounds 
 
 
 
 

Amend map accordingly. 

12-
1 

Penny Leede 30  BO-
TH2 

Comment I agree with the policy of supporting the enhancement 
and improvement of the existing footpath network (BO-
TH2) and acknowledge that footpaths link the villages’ 
open spaces to the open countryside (para 5.6.1). 

Noted.  Add a line to 
BO-CF4. 
 
 

Add additional criterion to 
BO-TH2: 
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Ref. 

No. 

Consultee 
Name 

Pg. 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council 

Comments 

Amendments to NP 

 
I would like to point out that there are several places 
where public rights of way cross the canal towpath and 
although the routes appear to coincide on a map, it is 
not possible to get from one to the other. This occurs 
on the routes marked EC14, EC8 and EC10 where the 
access to the towpath is fenced off.  
 
It would be of great benefit to enable these 
connections which would give much more scope for 
circular walking routes and help improve walking 
access to the new marina at Barby Moorings.  
 
I would like to see these improvements included as a 
Parish Action and /or an inclusion in the list of 
proposals to which priority will be given in Policy BO-
CF4. 

Additional Parish Action 
added 

“Enabling access from 
footpaths EC14 and EC10 
to towpath to enable 
circular walking routes 
and help improve walking 
access to the new marina 
at Barby Moorings. “ 

12-
2 

Penny Leede 10 1.28, 
1.29, 
1.31 

BO-
TH2 

Comment I am finding it hard to understand why a whole page is 
given up to explaining the proposed Barby Pools 
Marina. The planning application has been approved 
although I am not aware that the project has 
commenced yet.  
 
The outlined proposals and the inherent benefits to the 
waterways users; the local communities and economy; 
biodiversity and wildlife habitats, are the same as 
those already being developed within the Parish at 
Barby Moorings. 

Noted and accepted. 
 
Barby Pool marina is a 
significant investment in 
the Parish. 

Shorten text on Barby 
Pools Marina. 
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Table 2 – SEA Responses 

Consultation Body Response 

Natural England Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 21th August 2015. 
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the 
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future 
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development. 
 
It is our advice, on the basis of the material supplied with the consultation, that, in so far as our 
strategic environmental interests are concerned (including but not limited to statutory designated 
sites, landscapes and protected species, geology and soils) are concerned, that there are unlikely to 
be significant environmental effects from the proposed plan. 
 
Strategic Environmental Assessment 
Guidance on the assessment of Neighbourhood Plans in light of the SEA Directive is contained 
within the National Planning Practice Guidance. The guidance highlights three triggers that may 
require the production of an SEA, for instance where: 
•a neighbourhood plan allocates sites for development 
•the neighbourhood area contains sensitive natural or heritage assets that may be affected by the 
proposals in the plan 
•the neighbourhood plan may have significant environmental effects that have not already been 
considered and dealt with through a sustainability appraisal of the Local Plan. 
 
We have checked our records and based on the information provided, we can confirm that in our 
view the proposals/allocations contained within the plan will not have significant effects on sensitive 
sites that Natural England has a statutory duty to protect. 
 
We are not aware of significant populations of protected species which are likely to be affected by the 
policies / proposals within the plan. It remains the case, however, that the responsible authority 
should provide information supporting this screening decision, sufficient to assess whether protected 
species are likely to be affected. 
 
Notwithstanding this advice, Natural England does not routinely maintain locally specific data on all 
potential environmental assets. As a result, the responsible authority should raise environmental 
issues that we have not identified on local or national biodiversity action plan species and/or habitats, 
local wildlife sites or local landscape character, with its own ecological and/or landscape advisers, 
local record centre, recording society or wildlife body on the local landscape and biodiversity 
receptors that may be affected by this plan, before determining whether an SA/SEA is necessary. 
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Please note that Natural England reserves the right to provide further comments on the 
environmental assessment of the plan beyond this SEA/SA screening stage, should the responsible 
authority seek our views on the scoping or environmental report stages. This includes any third party 
appeal against any screening decision you may make. 
 
Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) Natural England is in agreement with the conclusion of the 
screening report in relation to HRA as the location and scale of development included within the plan 
would not represent a likely significant effect to any European Site. 
 

Historic England For the purposes of this consultation, Historic England will confine its advice to the question “Is it 
likely to have a significant effect on the environment?” in respect of our area of concern, cultural 
heritage.  We note the SEA screening statement produced on behalf of Barby and Onley 
Neighbourhood Development Plan Steering Group, considers that an SEA is not required.  We have 
identified no significant effects to cultural heritage. 
 
We would like to stress that this is based on the current information provided in the screening request 
and the current draft Neighbourhood Plan. 
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Appendix I – Aspirations 27th Jan 2014 – Publicity 
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Parish Newsletter – January 2014 
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Barby & Onley Parish Neighbourhood Planning – Aspirations Meeting Results 

 

ENVIRONMENT  

 Elkington Lane is a Litter Trap and Dog Toilet  

 Utilities – Gas, Electricity  

 Community Renewable Project  

 Energy Saving / Conservation  

 Move allotments to edge of the village and develop a central site with affordable housing for single and old people  

 Can we have a local police man police?  

 Maintain public leisure path. Current loop Elkington Lane and back to Water Tower is only accessible with wellies in winter. Access for 
infirm/pushchairs is required.  

 Condition of pavement beyond belief, 10 years chasing NCC to receive a response  

 Cars are parking on pavements especially Rectory Lane south side  

 Bridleways and cycleways to all farms would be good  

 More trees planted around the village  

 Eye sores such as the old village shop should be removed  

 Keep the allotments and open space  

 Can we reinstate the village well/pump on Church walk to solve the streaming water problem?  

 Fields around the village to be designated green space  

 Maintain range of amenities – allotments, play area, skateboard facility  

 Please tidy up the eyesore across from the shop  

 Encourage younger usage of leisure facilities – tennis, footy, cricket  

 Preserve existing access to green spaces and open spaces surrounding the village  

 Surface to top of Elkington Lane from the windmill  

 The run off of water down Daventry Road via the ditches to the Tennis court is bad when it rains and needs addressing  

 Preserve Elkington Lane, The Green, Play Area, Castle Mound, Ware Retain footpaths  

 Could there be a pavement from the shop down to the tennis court/pub  

 Please retain the Ware as open space  

 Upgrade and make new paths to allow horses and cyclists to ride off road Create more bridleways  
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DEVELOPMENT  

 If housing development is required, perhaps the land opposite the school would cause less problems than other sites  

 Residential buildings near the new Marinas similar to Braunston Quays   

 Self Build Required  

 Local Businessman, staying local  

 Investing in Village  

 Affordable Housing  

 More housing / business park at Onley would help them get more and better services and facilities  

 Limited infill within the village confines as per the original village boundary  

 Retain “Village Envelope” idea as much as possible  

 Use of renewable energy solutions for any new build  

 Land to west of school could have houses  

 Protect TPOs and Listed buildings  

 No further building on or near the Castle Mound or in its environs  

 Current storm water system cannot cope with run off from any more houses  

 Brown field sites in the village should be considered for development  

 Be careful about infill. Where an area is currently a green field it must be protected. Ensure that planning does not allow temporary 
sheds/caravans/boats to be left in open countryside  

 Preserve a clear green belt between Barby and Hillmorton  
  

TRAFFIC  

 How can traffic issues be improved?  What would you like to see?  

 Speed Calming humps on Daventry Road  

 Slip Road onto M45 off Onley Lane  

 Gritting of Onley Lane  

 Stop HGVs going down Longdown Lane  

 Sort out parking issues at the School – maybe a car park?  

 Access roads – I would prefer reversion to single track with passing places  

 Protect village verges with high kerbs and very large lumps of rock  

 Do not want to see a Car Park in Barby  

 Use one way alternating obstructions down Daventry Road to slow traffic like at Crick Doctors surgery  

 Don’t improve the access roads too much  
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OTHER  

 Can we reinstate the village well/pump on Church Walk to solve the streaming water problem?  

 More Annual Community Events e.g. Christmas tree and turning on of lights Can we have a police man?  

 Community café/meeting place with tourist information and history display area Community renewable project energy saving/conservation  

 Doctors Surgery   

 More small business units in the village,   

 Develop same site by A45 into 1oo square meters of factory units Car Park for the school a) Better Broad band,   

 Telecommunication infrastructure is strained due to poor performance hard to attract business or home working   

 How can the pub encourage a better restaurant?   

 More organized sports clubs for children  

 Better bus service for the older children going to Rugby school/college                  
  

Development  

1. Elkington Lane area possible site for development – close to village centre  
2. More housing for elderly  
3. No infill – build outside present confines – keep shape of village  
4. No big development – would detract from concept of village  
5. Variety of house sizes – family and single persons  
6. No business park  
7. Preserve village  
8. No business park  
9. More smaller houses, bungalows, low-cost housing – not large detached 
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Appendix II – Social Networking 

Twitter Page 
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Facebook Page 
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Appendix III – Questionnaire August 2014 
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Appendix IV – Questionnaire results - Barby 
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Questionnaire Results – Onley 
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Barby Primary School’s  

Neighbourhood Planning Survey  

  

Oaks (Years 5 and 6) held their own Neighbourhood Planning Survey. They discussed what they liked and didn’t like about Barby village and suggested ways 

to make it a better place to live.   

They considered the proposed development opposite the school and debated whether it would be a good thing or not and what the effect might be on the 

village.  

This was followed up by a questionnaire on the school website.  

These are selected responses that capture the best and most popular of the children’s submissions.  

(The children’s names have been removed to preserve the anonymity of the Neighbourhood Planning Survey.)  

  

What do you like about Barby village?  

• “There are lots of country lanes and space to walk your dogs.”  

• “The local shop and the Church, not all villages have them. Also the allotments.”  

• “I like being on a hill in the countryside.”  

• “I like the people and the green and the park and some people know nearly everyone.”  

  

What don’t you like about Barby village?  

• “There are not enough things to go on at the park even though there is room for more.”  

• “The Council don’t listen.”  

• “The traffic drives through too fast and the road is bumpy.”  
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What could be done to make it better?  

• “Bigger parks, both skateboard and playpark.”  

• “A slower speed limit in the village.”  

• “A zebra crossing either at the school or the shop.”   

  

Is there anything that would improve the environment around Barby?  

• “More shops.”  

• “Some wildlife houses and bird boxes.”  

• “More bins (less litter)”  

   

What do you think about the proposal to build houses opposite the school?  

Good idea: 3 Bad Idea: 18    

• “It would be good to get more children to come to the school but it would be bad environmentally”  

• “Barby is meant to be a small village.”  

• “Houses mean more cars and cars mean more pollution.”  

  

 Can you tell me what problems more cars might mean?  

• “More cars speeding; less space to put more cars.”  

• “Children might be late for school because they get stuck in a traffic jam or have to park further away from school.”  

• “Cars parked by the school slows the traffic down.”  

  

How could we reduce these problems?  

• “Make the road wider; more speed cameras.”  

• “Traffic lights would make it less dangerous by making the traffic slow down.”   “Speed bumps or bollards.”  

  

Do you feel safe walking/cycling around the village?  

Yes: 12 No: 13  

• “I’m scared crossing the road because of the cars going too fast.”   “Cycle paths would help.”  
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Do you think that building more houses in Barby is a good idea?  

Yes: 1 No: 8  

  

Please tell us why you gave the answer that you did  

• No “Because more houses mean more cars and traffic.”  

• No “Because it will damage the environment because the sewerage system can't cope.”   Yes “Because my family has been wanting to move 

to Barby.”  

  

You mentioned the traffic problems in Barby; what worries you most?  

• “Cars speeding.”  

• “Not feeling safe riding your bike.”  

• “No safe place to cross the road.”  

  

What do you think would help make this better for you?  

• “Speed camera.”  

• “Speed bumps.”  

• “Zebra crossing.”  

  

Is there anything else you would like to say about what you would like to see or do in Barby in the future? You can use this space to tell us any ideas you 

might have or ask any questions you would like the Parish Council to answer?  

• “There is always a traffic problem outside the school at drop off and pick up times maybe a car park would be a good idea.”  

• “More clubs.”  

• “A football pitch down the park please.”  
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Onley Youth Club’s  

Neighbourhood Planning Survey  

  

12 members of the Onley Youth Club used the Questionnaire as a framework to discuss their ideas.   

They recorded their views in a single copy. They concentrated purely in the context of Onley Park itself.  

Their responses are summarised as follows.  

What are the biggest problems faced by Onley residents?  

• “There is no problem with traffic on the estate, it’s the access road where they tend to speed on the main road. You cannot see the traffic coming 

round the bend.”   Residential car parking spaces   Car parking at the village halls.  

  

Which services need improving?  

• Electricity  

• Gas Supply  

• Broadband  

  

With which Local Environment Issues are you least satisfied?  

• “Trees need cutting back on the road facing the prison so people leaving the estate can see the traffic coming from the right.”   

  

To what extend would you agree with Redevelopment of Open Spaces.?   Strongly Agree  

  

How important is it to retain the current village character?  

• Very Important  

  

What do you like about living in your village?  

• “Countryside, open spaces, farm, the canal, the views, nature, the walks, wildlife.”  
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What do you dislike about living in your village?  

• “The bigger the community becomes; the more problems develop.”  

  

What sort of development do you envisage in your village?  

• “A skate park, a youth club house”.  

  

What features would you like to see in new developments in your village?  

• “Architectural structures would make it nice and modern.”  

  

What are your views on the future development of Onley?  

• “No future development”.  

  

Would you like to see a new retail outlet?  

• “A corner shop / news agency”.  

  

Would you like to see a new retail outlet?  

• “A corner shop / news agency”.  

  

Which additional community facilities would you prefer?  

• Sport   

• Recreation/Play areas  
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Appendix V – Parish Newsletters 
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Appendix VI Formal Consultation Parish Website screenshots 
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Appendix VII – Formal Consultation Daventry District Council Website screenshots 

 

 
 



70 
 

 
 

  



71 
 

Appendix VIII - Regulation 14 Consultation - List of Consultation Bodies and Consultees who were sent a letter or email 

 

 

Email Address Whole Name

clomax@daventrydc.gov.uk Cllr Catherine Lomax

atchi@care4free.net Ros Atchison

planningpolicy@daventrydc.gov.uk Tom James

mchant@northamptonshire.gov.uk Mark Chant

bhunter@northamptonshire.gov.uk Ben Hunter

cwragg@northamptonshire.gov.uk Chris Wragg

localplan@rugby.gov.uk Sarah Fisher

clerk@crickparishcouncil.org.uk Miss J Marlow

ashbyclerk@gmail.com Mr S Rolt

watfordparish@gmail.com Mr M Wesley

irobertson@daventrydc.gov.uk Cllr Ian Robertson

mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk Sir or Madam

enquiries@naturalengland.org.uk Sir or Madam

enquiries@environment-agency.gov.uk Sir or Madam

EastMidlands.BusinessOfficers@HistoricEngland.org.uk Sir or Madam

ha_info@highways.gsi.gov.uk Sir or Madam

gssb@bt.com Sir or Madam

dpm@monoconsultants.com Sir or Madam

Sue.Fogden@hertfordshire.nhs.uk Sue Fogden

laura.kelly@nationalgrid.com Laura Kelly

n.grid@amec.com Sir or Madam

new.connections@severntrent.co.uk Sir or Madam

planningliaison@anglianwater.co.uk Sir or Madam

alan.smith@wildlifebcn.org Alan Smith

zwhite@daventrydc.gov.uk Zoe White

claire.kirkwells@gmail.com Claire Parker
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Copy of Response Form 

 


